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MEETINQ  OF  THE  PAELIAMENT. 

The  Session  of  Parliament  was  opened  by  Commission* 
The  IiORi>  Chanceluob  delivered 

%n  ^aje0ts'0  iKost  <Sractou0  Speed)    . .  •  •  . .        3 

Boll  of  thb  Lords — Garter  King  of  Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in  the  Fourth 
Session  of  the  Twenty-second  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Thx  Lord  Chancellor — 
The  Earl  Granville,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State, 
acquainted  the  House  that  Her  Majesty  had  been  pleased  to  create 
Boundell,  Lord  Selborne,  Lord  Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  a  Yiscount 
and  Earl  of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  the  style  and  title  of  Yiscount 
Wolmer  of  Blackmoor,  in  the  county  of  Southampton,  and  Earl  of 
Selbome  in  the  said  county  . .  . .  •  •  . .         6 

Nkw  Peer — 

Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley,  G.O.B.,  G.C.M.G.,  General  and  Adjutant- 
General  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces,  and  late  General  Commanding-in- 
Chief  the  Expeditionary  Force  in  Egypt,  created  Baron  Wolseley  of 
Cairo,  and  of  Wolseley  in  the  county  of  Stafford. 

Sat  First — 

• 

The  Lord  Keane,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 

Select  Vestaries— 

Bill,  j^o  f^rmd^  read  1\ 

3btoc»  in  3n0fDer  to  J^er  fHajestji's  i9fUi0t  ffitacuiud  Speecg— 

The  Qurbm's  Spesgh  having  been  reported  by  The  Lord  Ohakosllor  ; — 
An  Address  to  Her  Majesty  thereon  moved  by  The  Earl  of  Durham — 
^The  Motion  being  eeeonded  by  The  Lord  Reay)  . .  . .         7 

Aber  long  debate,  Address  agreed  to,  nemine  diteentiente,  and  ordered  to  be 
pieeented  to  Her  Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 

TOL  UCLXXYI     [third  series.]        [     b    ] 
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Chaibman  of  Committees — The'fEarl  of  EEDESDALE*"appointed,  nemht 
du9eniiente,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House  for  thi& 
Session. 

Committee  for  Privileges — appointed, 

Sub-Committee  for  the  J ovmsxjjs— appointed. 

Appeal  Committee — appointed.  [8.I0. 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  15. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commissioners; — The  House  went;— an< 
having  returned; — 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) — 

Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  one  of  the  Membei 

for  Northampton 
Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington. 

Parliament — Privilege — Member  Imprisoned  (Mr.  Healy) — Questioi 
Mr.  Pamell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker 

New  Writs  during  the  Recess 
New  Members  Sworn 

Parliament — Privilege — Member  Imprisoned  (Mr.  Healy) — 

Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  the  Right  Honourable  the  Chi^ 

Justice  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland 
Ilcvedt  "That  the, Jjetter  do  lie  on  the  Table," — (The  Marqueu  nf  Uai 

ington.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  the  words  "do  lie  on  the  Table/'  in  oi'der  to  add  the  words  **  informi 
the  House  of  the  trial,  arrest,  and  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Healy,  a  Member  of  tl 
House,  bo  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  all  1 
matters  connected  with  the  proceedings  referred  to  therein,  and  of  reporting  whctl 
they  demand  the  further  attention  of  this  House,'* — {Mr,  Fantell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  p^ 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divide 
Ayes  853,  Noes  47  :  Majority  806.— (Div.  List,  No.  1.) 

Main  Question  put: — Ordered,  That  the  Letter  of  the  Chief  Justice 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  do  lie  upon  the  Table. 

pBiviLEGES — Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Privileges  be  appointed. 

Outlawries  Bill- 
Bill  "for  the  more  effectual  preventing  Clandestine  Outlawries/'    re 
the  first  time  ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

^titirrsss  in  ^mslDer  to  |^er  ijSIajeists's  iHost  ffitacioud  Stfttd^— 

The  Queen's  Spkecd  having  been  reported  by  Mr.  Speaker  ; — An  hum 
Address  thereon  moved  by  Afr.  Avlind — (the  Motion  being  seconded 
Mr,  Buchanan) 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  third  paragraph,  to  insert  the  words  **  hut  this  House  humbly 
presses  its  opinion  that  no  sufficient  reason  has  been  shown  for  the  einplo3'Tnei 
British  Forces  in  reconstituting  the  Government  of  Egypt  and  reorganising 
affairs  under  the  authority  of  the  Khedive,'* — {jSir  in [f rid  Lawson,) 

\  Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — After  : 
ther  short  debnte,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,'* — ( 
A.  J.  ^<i//bf/r;)— Question  put,  and  ayreed  to: — DobaiQ  ad/ourned 
tomorrow,  r|2 
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O'Donnell;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  ,.  ..172 

The   Newspapbb  Press    (India)— Government    Advertising — Questions, 
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Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce— Question,  Colonel  Walrond ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington       ..  ..  ..176 
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Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .      176 

8e&  Fisheries  Committee — The  Report — Question,  Mr.  Heneage ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Chamberlain  . .  . .  . .  . .     177 

The   Police    Force  —  Superannuation  —  Question,    Sir    Henry  Selwin- 

Ibbetson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  . .     178 

OBDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


3bliifM  in  2ln0lDet  to  |^ec  iSKajedtg's  iQSodt  (Sfcactous  iSpeec^— Adjourned 
Dbbatb.    [Second  NiohtJ — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [15th  February]: — Question  a^ain  proposed,  ''That  thosQ 
words  be  there  inserted." 
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Addrbss  in  Akswbr  to  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech — continued. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  but "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  whilst  assuring  Her  Majesty  of  our  support  in  such  Measures  as  may  be  necessary 
for  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  aflfairs  of  Egypt,  humbly  to  express  our  regret 
that  steps  were  not  taken  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have  secured  such  objects 
as  are  of  importance  to  this  Country,  without  involving  the  necessity  for  military' 
operations/' — (Mr.  Arthur  Balfour^) — instead  thereof 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Amendment :  " — After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and 
fiegatived. 

Question  put, 

''That  the  words  'whilst  assuring  Her  Majesty  of  our  support  in  such  Measures  as 
may  be  necessary  for  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  Eg^'pt,  humbly  to 
express  our  regret  that  stops  were  not  taken  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
secured  such  objects  as  are  of  importance  to  this  Country,  without  involving  the 
necessity  for  military  operations,'  be  there  added/* 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  144,  Noes  179;  Majority  35. — (Div.  List, 
No.  2.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed,"— (5ir  Walter  B,  Barttelot :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — 
Debate  adjourned  till  Honda y  next. 


MOTIONS. 


Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill— 

Moved,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  (for  Committee  to  consider  of 
amending  the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary  Oaths)  " 

Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  160,  Noes  70;  Majority  90. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Matter  coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Moved,  **That  the  Chairman  he  directed  to  move  the  House,  that  leave  he  given  to 
hring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary  Oaths," — (Mr,  Attorn ft^ 
Oeneral.) 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,'* — {Mr.  Chaplin:)^ After  further  short  debate, 
Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  69,  Noes  156;  Majority 
87.— (Div.  List,  No.  4.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair,*' — {Lord  IJenry 
Lennox:) — Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  A3'es  68,  Noes  151  ; 
Majority  83. — (Div.  List,  No.  5.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed : — After  short  debate,  Moved,  ''  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Pro^ipross,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr. 
Molloy:) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  Committee 
divided;  Ayes  64,  Noes  145 ;  Majority  81.— (Div.  List,  No.  6.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Bereeford  Hope:) — Question  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  a^in  upon  Monday  next, 
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hi  ptngrapli  10,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  upheld,"  to  the  end  of  the 
pangnph,  in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  and  we  venture  to  express  our  earnest  hope 
Ibat  the  change  of  policy  which  has  produced  these  results  wiU  be  maintained,  and 
that  no  further  attempts  will  be  made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons  ^saffected 
to  Her  Majesty's  Rule,  by  concessions  to  lawless  agitation ;  and  that  the  existence  of 
dangerous  secret  societies  in  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  Country  will  continue  to  be 
met  by  unremitting  energy  and  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  E.xecutivo/*—  (-¥r.  Gorsf^^ 
— instead  (hereof, 
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Trade  Marks  Bill  [Bill  70]- 

Moved,   "That  the  Bill  be   now  read  a  second    time/' — (Mr, 

Arnold)           • .                    .  •  . . 

After  short  debate,  [House  counted  out] 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBRUARY  21. 

MOTION. 


Pasliambkt — Obders  of  the  Day — 
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•  •  •  • 
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2lt)tnrrM  in  SCnsboiet  to  l^er  Plqe0ts'0  iWo«t  Stacfous  iftt^-ADJov 
Debate.    [Fiith  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [ 
February]  proposed  to  Main  Question  1 16th  Februarj] :— Quei 
again  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  pa 
the  Question :  " — Debate  returned 

After  long  debate,  Moped,  "That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned/'— ( 
J.  ZoM7fA<fr :)— Motion   ayreed  <o;— Debate  fu  iher  edjoumd  [\\\ 
morrow. 
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WtKt9B  in  9n0fDer  to  f^tt  Jfiajestg^d  fEosst  ffiractouss  Speec^— Adjourned 
Debate.     [Seventh  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [20th  Feb- 
ruary^ proposed  to  Main  Question  [15th  February]: — Question  again 
propoBed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question  :  " — Debate  resumed 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Mr. 
Raihe9  :)  — After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  259,  Noes  176;  Ma- 
joiiity  83. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes 

Main  Qaeetion  again  proposed : — Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed,"— (Mr.  Biggar :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  : — Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 


CoSrSOUDATED  FxTND  [PERMANENT  CHARGES  BeDEMPTION] — 
Cmtidered  in  Committee 
Besalation  agreed  to  ;  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 
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LOEDS,  MONDAY,  FEBBUABT  26. 


Oxderad,  That  this  Hoiuw  wiU  not  receive  any  petition  for  a  Private  BiU  after  Friday  the 
9th  day  of  March  next,  unless  such  Priyate  Bill  shall  have  been  approved  by  the 
Chancerv  Division  of  the  Hi^h  Court  of  Justice ;  nor  any  petition  for  a  Private  Bill 
appTOved  by  the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  after  Tuesday  the  8M 
oty  of  May  next : 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  report  from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented 
to  this  House  for  Private  Bills  after  Tuesday  the  8M  day  of  May  next : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  taid  publithed,  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this 
Houaeand  Westminster  Hall.    (Ko.  4.) 

Chanttel   Tunnel   Scheme  —  Question,    Observations,    Lord    Stanley    of 
Alderle^,  The  Marquess  of  S^lisbur^  f  Beply,  Earl  Granville 
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velyan . .  . .  . .     847 

Portugal — Mozambique  Tabiff,  1877 — Question,  Mr.  Stevenson ;  Answer, 

Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  • .  . .  . .     848 

East  India — Code  of   Cbiminal  Pbocedube  (Native  Jubisdiction  oveb 

British  Sitbjects) — Question,  Mr.  Dalrymple ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross    848 

LufD  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Provisions  as  to  Labourers'  Cottages 
—Minutes  of  the  Commissioners— Question,  Mr.  Metge ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Trevelyan        . .  . .  849 

KiLMAINHAM  PRISON   (RELEASE  OF  Mr.   PaRNELL,    &0.) — NoTICE   OF  MOTION 

(Sib  8.  Nobthcote)— Question,  Sir  StaflPord  Northcote ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  ;  Observations,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  . .     850 

State  of  Ireland — The  Assassinations — Interviews  with  James  Carey, 

THE  Informer — Question,  Mr.  George  Russell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan     852 

Scotland—The  Skye  Crofters — Questions,  Mr.  Stewart,  Mr.  Macfarlane, 

Sir  Ckorge  Campbell ;  Answers,  Sir  "William  Harcourt . .  . .     853 

Post  Office — Contracts— The  Mails  between  London  and  Dublin — The 

Papers — Question,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney       . .     853 

CftiME  (Ireland) — Alleged  Posting  of  a  Letter  containing  Dynamite 
to  the  Lobd  Lieutenant  of  Ibeland — Question,  Mr.  O'Shea ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  . .     854 

ORDERS    OF    THE   DAY. 


aiilrctM  in  anrfnet  to  %tx  PtajesJtg'sJ  Plort  ffiracioua  Speecfj— Adjoubned 

Debate.     [Eighth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [15th  February] 
— ^Main  Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed         . .  • ,  854 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  inaert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph,  after  the  word  **  Executiye,''  the  words :— 
**An4  humhl^  to  assure  Her  IJ^ajesty  that  the  maimer  in  which  the  exceptioasU 
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Address  ik  Answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech — continued. 

legislation  known  as  the  Crimes  Act  has  been  and  is  exercised  by  the  officials  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland  is  tyrannical  and  unjnst.  That  gross  lieenco  of  oppression  is 
granted  to  persons  and  classes  bitterly  hostile  to  the  mass  of  the  Irish  people.  That 
Constitutional  agitation  is  despotically  impeded  and  persecuted.  That  justice  is  ad- 
ministered in  a  most  partial  and  prejudiced  spirit,  and  that  the  confidence  of  the  people 
in  the  application  of  the  Law  is  destroyed  by  a  system  of  jury  packing  iK^hich  has 
already,  m  the  opinion  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people,  led  to  many  iniquitous 
sentences  and  the  execution  of  innocent  persons,  while  it  is  practically  impossible  to 
obtain  justice  or  protection  for  the  masses  of  the  people  from  the  present  administrators 
of  the  Law.  And  that,  unless  the  Irish  Executive  abandon  unconstitutional  and 
tyrannical  courses,  and  depend  upon  the  Constitutional  administration  of  the  ordinary 
Law,  the  result  may  be  prejudicial  in  an  extreme  degree  to  the  cause  of  peace  and 
order  in  Ireland," — {Mr.  PamiU. ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  inserted :  " — After  long 
debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  15,  Noes  133  ;  Ma- 
jority 118. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .     934 

Main  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  *^  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed,"— {Ifr.  Justin  McCarthy :) — After  short  debate,  Question  put : 
—The  House  divided;  Ayes  20,  Noes  89;  Majority  69.— (Div.  List, 
No.  11.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  ^*  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ,"— {Mr.  T,  P:  0^ Connor :) — ^After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  fnrther  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Consolidated  Fond,  ftc.  (Permanent  Charges  Redemption)  Act  (1873)  Amend- 
ment Bill— Reaolution  [February  23]  reported,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  ordered  {Mr, 
Play  fair,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Courtney) ;  preaetited,  and  road  the  first 
time  [BiU  107]  ..  .,  ..  ..  ..948 

MOTIONS. 


Bills  of  Sale  (Ireland)   Act  (1879)  Amendment  WX—Ordered  {Mr.  Monk,  Mr. 

Patrick  Martin,  Mr.   Corry,  Mr.  Eugene  Collins) ;  presented,  and  read  tho  first  time 
[Bill  106]  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .       943 

Police  Wl— Ordered  {Mr.  Hibbert,  Secretary  Sir  William  Ear  court.  The  Lord  Advocate) ; 

presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  106]  . .  . .  . .       944 

Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No-  2)  Wl—Ordered[Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cochran- Patrick, 

Mr.  M*Lagan,  Mr.  Mackintosh) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  108]  . .       944 

[1.30.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  FEBRUARY  27. 

Representative  Peers  (Scotland)  Election  Procedure  Bill- 
Bill  to  regulate  procedure  at  the  elections  of  Representative  Peers  in  Soot- 
land  ;  and  for  other  purposes — Presented  ( The  Earl  of  Galloway)  . .     944 
After  short  debate,  Bill  read  1'  (No.  6.)                                             [5.30.] 

COMMONS.  TUESDAY,  FEBRUARY  27. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway  Bill  (by  Order) — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Dodds)  . .     ^54 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  daj  six  months," — {Mr.  Chaplin,) 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 

^After  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 

{Mr.  E.  Stanhope :) — After  farther  short  debate,  Motion  ayreed  to : — 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th  March, 
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Bury  Dock  and  EaUwaya  BiU  {by  Order)-- 

Mc9id,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (lAr.  Doddt)  . .     966 

Jfofetf, '' That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned," — (Viscount  Folkestone:) — 
Motion  egrefd  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th  March. 

SxiteTt  Ttign  Valley ^  and  Chagford  Railway  BiU  {hy  Order) — 

¥et$i,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Ifr.  Dodds)  . .     967 

Meved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  J.  W,  Barclay  :) — 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th 

March. 

EM  and  Lincoln  Railway  Btll  {hy  Order)— 

Jieted,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Norwood)       . .     968 
After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {8ir 

Walter  B.  Barttelot :) — Motion  agreed  to  : — Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday 

6th  March. 

Oxferd,  Ayleslury^  and  Metropolitan  Junction  Railway  Bill  {}y  Order)^* 

MoPid,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Ifr.  Dodds)  . .     971 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  J.  R.  Yorhe:) — 
Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th  March. 

SeejiM  Dock  and  Railway  BUI  {hy  Order)^ 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (J/r.  Dodds)  . .     971 

Mevid,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Viscount  Folkestofie :) — 
Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th  March. 

Windsor,  Ascot,  and  Aldershot  Railway  Bill  (hy  Order) — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— <i/r.  Dodds)  . .     971 

Moved,  ** Thsit  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Vtscount  Folkestone:) — 
Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th  March 

MOTIONS. 

0 • 

PlSLlAMENT — 8TANDr^^a   O&BEBS— 

Select  Committee  nom«iia/«(^ : — List  of  the  Committee         ..  ..971 

Parlument — Committee  of  SELEcrioif — 

Standing  Order  No.  98  read,  as  foUoweth  : — 

*\There  shall  be  a  Committee,  to  be  designated  '  The  Committee  of  Selection,*  to  consist 
of  the  Chainnan  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders,  who  shall  be  ex  qfieio 
Chairman  thereof,  and  Five  other  Members,  who  shall  be  nominated  at  the  com- 
mencement of  every  Session,  of  which  Committee  Three  shall  be  a  quorum  *'  . .      972 

Amendment  proposed  thereunto,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  Five,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  **  Seven," — {Sir  John  Mowhray,) — instead  thereof. 

Queetion  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  Five '  stand  part  of  the  said  Stand- 
ing; Order  :  " — After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  Seven  '  be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "Seven,"  in  order  to  insert  the  word  ''Ten,"— (1/r.  Rylands,) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  Seven '  be  there  inserted :  " — 
After  short  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided ;  Ayes  218,  Noes 
54;  Majority  169.— (Div.  List,  No.  12.) 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Gubitt  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Committee," — 
{Sir  John  Mowhray)  ,.  ..1007 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  **  That  Sir  Charles  Forster  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee,"— {Sir  John  Mowbray :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Pa&liament- Committee  ov  Selection^ continued. 

Moved,  ''  That  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  be  one  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee,"— {Sir  John  Mowhray.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  name  of  ''  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry," 
in  order  to  insert  the  name  of  **  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy," — {Mr.  JParnelly) 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  *  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry '  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  Committee  :  "—After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  167,  Noes  22;  Majority  185.--(Div.  List,  No.  13.) 

Other  Members  nominated.  

CONTEOVBETED   ELECTIONS— SALISBURY  ELECTION — 

Judges'  Certificate  and  Eeport  received  by  Mr.  Speaker ;  and  ordered  to  be 
entered  in  the  Journals  of  this  House        . .  .  •  ...    1016 

N 0 T IC  E . 


KiLMAiNHAM  Prison  (Eelease  of  Mr.  Parnell,  &c.)  {Sir  S.  Nobthcotb's 

Motion) — Notice  of  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote     . .  . .   1017 

QUESTIONS. 


Extraordinary  Tithe — Legislation— Questions,  Mr.  Inderwick  ;  Answers, 

Sir  William  Harcourt  ..  ..  ,.  ..1017 

Opium  Smuggling  (Hong  Kong)— Question,  Sir  Joseph  Pease ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Evelyn  Ashley  . .  . .  . .  . .   I0I8 

State  of  Irei«vnd— Alleged  Intimidation — Question,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan         ..  ..  ..  .,1018 

Tub  Parks  (Metropolis) — Eegent's  Park — Question,  Mr.  Daniel  Grant ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .    1019 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks — Question,  Mr.  Kennard ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 

Lefevre  . .  . .  , .  , .  . .   1020 

Parliament— Election  of  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington  for   Westmeath — 

Questions,  Mr.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Parnell;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .   1020 

Lighthouses  of  the  United  Kingdom — Commitnioation  with  the   Bddy- 

STONB    Lighthouse — Question,   Mr.   Stewart  Macliver;  Answer,    Mr. 

Chamberlain  . .  . .  , .  . .  . .   1022 

Scotland — The  Highland  Crofters — The  Eoyal   Commission — Question, 

Mr.  Macfarlane ;  Answer,  Sir  AVilliam  Harcourt  . .  . .   1022 

Supply — The  Army  and  Navy  Estimates-  Question,  Mr.  Puleston ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  . .   1023 

East  India — Code  of  Criminal   Procedure  (Native   Jurisdiction   over 

British  Subjects) — Questions,   Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Mr.  Ashmead- 

Bartlett ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .   1023 

The  High  Court  of  Justice — The  New  Rules  of   Legal  Procedure — 

Question,  Mr.  J.  Stewart ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . ,  , .  1025 

MOTION. 


-0 


Ireland— The  Kilmainham  "Negotiations'* — 

Moved,  "  That  the  Notices  of  MotionB  and  the  first  six  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Da^  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Mption  for 
an  Address  to  Hor  Majesty," — {The  Marquess  of  Hartingtotf)  . .  •  •    1 025 

After  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[F^ruary  27.] 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


fliUliresis  in  Stitsfoet  to  3l}et  JWlajestg'd  i^os^t  ffiraciouss  Speed^— Adjourned 
Debats*     [Nintii  NioiitI — 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question  [15th 
February] : — Main  Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed  , .   1033 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  insert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph,  after  the  word  **  Executive,*'  the  words  :  — 
"  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty,  that  the  state  of  distress  among  the  population  of 
many  parts  of  Ireland  ;  the  inadequate  machinery  of  the  Lnnd  Act,  and  its  partial 
and  imperfect  character,  especially  with  regard  to  leaseholders,  the  right  of  tenants  to 
their  improvements,  the  purchase  system,  and  the  condition  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation  of  the  Arrears  Act ;  the  state  of  the  Law  of 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Franchises  in  Ireland ;  and  the  condition  of  Local  Go- 
Temment  in  that  Country,  are  all  questions  demanding  the  urgent  attention  of  the 
Legislature  and  the  Government ;  and  that  the  absence  of  any  undertaking  to  legis- 
late on  any  of  these  questions,  or  on  any  question  affecting  the  welfare  of  the  Irish 
People,  must  tend  to  promote  discontent  and  intensify  disaffection  in  Ireland," — (B£r, 
Arthur  O*  Connor,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  thuse  words  be  there  inserted  :" — After  long 
debate,  if&red,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {3fr,  Mollay :) 
— After  further  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Debate  adjourned  till 
To'm9rrow, 

Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  2)  Bill  [BiU  83]- 

Jfoped,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  {Sir  John 
Luhhock)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1095 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted  for  Tuesday  6th  March. 

Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  3)  Bill  [Bill  99]— 

ifoved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Anderson)      . ,    1096 
Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Tuesday 
6th  March.  [ I.O.J 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  FEBRUARY  28. 

MOTION. 


PjLSUAMENT — O&DERS  OF  THE  DaY — 

Moved^  **Thai  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty,  and  further  proceedings  thereon," — {The  Marqiteat  of  Hartington)  ..    1097 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 


Itlbtesui  in  Atidloec  to  J^ec  ^ajests'd  iWloist  (Stacioud  Speech— Adjoukned 
Debate.    [Tenth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  [27th  Feb- 
ruary] proposed  to  Main  Uuestion  [Idth  February]: — Question  again 
proposed,  *'  That  those  words  be  there  inserted  :  " — Debate  resumed    . .   1093 

Afcer  long  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  dock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

YOL.  COLXXVL    [third  series.]        [    e    ] 
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Parliament— >Bu8TKE8s  of  the  House — Order  of  Public  Busikzss — Minis- 
terial Statement,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  1148 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Act  (1874)  Amendment  Biil—Ordtred  {Mr.  luid, 

Mr,  Albert  Grey,  Mr.  Stuart-  Wortley) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  109]    . .    1149 

[5.50.] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  1. 

Their  Lordships  met ; — And  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the 
Paper  without  debate —  [House  adjourned.]  [4.30.] 
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Thamn  Navigation  Bill  {by  Order) — 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read  ..  ..  ..1150 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oammitted, 

QUESTIONS. 

Army — The  Enniskillen  Dragoons— Question,  Colonel  Colthurst;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  . .   1 152 

Army—  Staff  Appointments — Lieutenant  General  Gaqe»  C.B. — Question, 

Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington        . .   11 53 

Arabi    Pasha  —  Conditions    of    Detention    at    Ceylon — Question,    Mr. 

Labouchere  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .   1153 

Public    Health    (Metropolis)— Bow   Cemetery — Question,    Mr.  Bryce; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  ..  ..  ..1154 

Prisons    (Ireland)— Mr.    Timothy    Harrington — Question,    Mr.  T.   D. 

Sullivan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  , .   1154 

Mercantile  Marine — Transports — Question,  General  Sir  George  Balfour ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain    ..  ..  ..  ..   1155 

The  Swiss  Republic — The   Salvation  Army — Question,  Sir  John  Hay; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  ..  ..  ..   1156 

Metropolitan    and    Metropolitan    District    Railways — Question,    Sir 

Henry  Peek  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  . ,  . ,  . .   1156 

Abmy  Medical  and  Transport  Departments — ^Report  of  Departmental. 
Committee — Question,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1157 

The  Egyptian  Expedition— Graves  of  Soldiers  and  Sailors— Question, 

Sir  Henry  Wilmot;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .    1157 

India — Beuar  and  Assam — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 

Cross  ..  ..  ,.  ..  .,1158 

Egypt— The  Mctukabalah — Question,  Mr.  Molloy ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 

Fitzmaurice     ..  ..  .,  ,.  ..1159 

Egypt— Foreign  and  European  Employes — Question,  Mr.  Molloy ;   An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  , ,  . .    1160 

Mercantile  Marine — The  Folkestone   and   Dover   Packets — Question, 

Mr.  Molloy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain     .,  ..  ..1160 

India  (Madras)— Members  of  Council— Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell;   An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  ..  ..   IKil 

South  Africa— Pondoland— Question,  Mr.  Cropper ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn 

Ashley  [..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1162 
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Gold  Vinino  Ck>MPAKisi9  (India)— Questioo,  Mr.  O'Kelly;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 

E.  Gross  ,.  ..  ..  .  ..   1162 

Wats  and  Meaks— The  Financial  Statement — Question,  Mr.  Salt;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer     . .  . .  . .   1163 

Pate5TS  and  Tbadb  Marks — Consolidation  of  the  I^w — Questions,  Mr. 

Stuart- Wortley,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  . .   1163 

BoTPT  (Indian  Contingent) — Expenses— Question,  Sir  Oeorge  Campbell; 

AuBwer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .   1163 
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SJJ'P'PLY'-coniidtred   in    Committee— Navy  (Supplementary  Estimate), 
1882-3— 

(In  tbe  Committee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £350,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  in  addition  to  the  sums  alrindy  granted  by  Parliament,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3 let  day  of  March  1883,  for  additional  Expenditure  arising  out  of  Military 
Operations  in  Egypt "  ..  ..  ••  '..      1438 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
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After  further  debate.  Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  19,  Noes  156  ; 
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Thansvaal,  1882-3. 
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Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Civil  Seuyices  and  Bevenue  Departments  (Supplementary 

Estimates),  1882-3. 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Buildings. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £2,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  nayment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883,  for  the 
Royal  Paries  and  Pleasure  Gardens  "  . .  . .  , .     1536 
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SrppiT— CiTiL  Sbrticbs,  &C.  Estimates — Committee — continued. 

Moud,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— {Zorif 

Btrndolpk  Churehill :) — ^After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Original  Qaestion  again  proposed : — After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and 
§p^to. 
(5.)  £5,200,  Houses  of  Parliament  . .  . .  . .     1538 

Amendment  proposed,  **  That  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £340,**— (FttMwn^ 
Ewdyn  :) — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn  : — Vote  agreed  to, 
(6.)  £1,700,  County  Court  Buildings. 
(7.}  £350,  Harbours,  &c.  under  the  Board  of  Trade. 

(8.)  £6,700,  Rates  on  Govornmeut  Property.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to     . .     1541 
(9.)  £4,741, Shannon  Navi^tion. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to..  . .     1542 

(la)  £1,000,  Royal  University,  Ireland,  Buildings. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to    1544 
(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £2,000,  be  g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3lst  day  of  March  1883,  for 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  including  Rents  and  Furniture,  and  for  the 
niaiatenancc  of  certain  Cemeteries  abroad "  . .  . .  . .     1545 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  Supplementary 
sum,  not  exceeding  £1,500,  be  granted,  &c.," — {Mr.  Uglands  :) — After  further  short 
debate.  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  59,  Noes  92  ;  Majority  33. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  18.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

iforM^,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progi'ess,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,*' — {Sir 
Walter  B.  Bartteht :) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments. 

(13.)  £6,300,  If'oreign  Office. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to       .,  . .  1552 

(13.)  £3,500,  Board  of  Trade. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to     ,.  . .  1555 

(14.)  £2,053,  Charity  Commission. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to    '  ..  1557 

(15.)  £465,  Civil  Service  Commission. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  1558 

Mwtdy  *'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,*' — {Sir 
Walter  B.  Bartteloi :) — After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Besolutions   to  be  reported   To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 

Manicipal  Corporations  (Unreformed)  Bill  [Bill  6]^ 

Mofed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — [Sir  Charlet  W. 

DtlkB)  ..  ..  .,  ..  ..   1559 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 

mitied  for  Monday  19th  March. 

3eed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill  [BUI  108 J— 

J/pfM^y  "  Tbat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'' — {Dr,  Cameron)       . ,   1559 
Mvted,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Sir  B.  Anheton  Cross:) 
— After   short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till   To- 

ff^OTfOW,  

Public  Hoiia6  Idcenaing  Committees   'BiHl-'Ordered  {Mr.  Barran^  Mr.  Henry  H. 

Jbv/rr,  JTr. /ffrArfon) ;  pretdt/^,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  110]     ..  ••1563 

Clerical  Disabilities  (House  of  Commons)  "EiXL-Ordered  {Mr.  [Boundeli,  Mr.  Lyon 

Flag/air^  Sir  Gabriel  Ootdneg^  Mr.  Thorold  Bogers,  Mr.  Gregory) ;  presented,   and  read 

the  firsttime  [Bill  111]  ..  ..  ..  ..    1563 

[2.O.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  6. 

South  Ai^ica — The  Tkansvaal— Question,  Lord  Brabourne ;  Answer,  The 

Earl  of  Derby  . .  . .  • .  .  •   1564 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibition  Bill  (No.  1)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  no^  read  2%"— f  The  Earl  Stanhopa)  . .   1565 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ("  now  ")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("  this  day  six  months,") — {The  Lord  JJraymeell :) — After  debate, 

Vol.  CCLXXVI.    [third  series.]  [    /    ] 
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Faymeni  of  Wages  in  FubliC'houut  Frohihiiion  Bill — continued.] 

on  Question,  That  ("now")  stand  part  of  the  Motion?   their  Lord- 
ships divided  ;.  Contents  58,  Not-Contents  20 ;  Majority  38. 

List  of  Oont.  and  Not-Cont.  . .  . .  . .   1582 

Hesohedin  the  Affirmative: — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eommiited  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  next. 

Lakd  Law  (Ieeland)— Motion  fob  a  Select  Committee — 

Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  continue  the  inquiry,  conunenced  by 
the  Select  Committee  of  last  Session,  into  the  working  of  recent  legislation  in 
reference  to  land  in  Ireland  and  its  effect  upon  the  condition  of  the  country," — {The 
Earl  of  Donottghmore)  . .  . .  . .  . .    1 583 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to, 

Bepresektative    Peebs   (Scotland)    Bill— Question,   ObservationB,   The 

Earl  of  Galloway;  Beply,  The  Lord  Chancellor  . .  . .    1585 


[7.0.J 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  6. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Atloa,  Dunfetmline^  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway  BtU  {by  Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [STth  February],  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time :  " — Question  again  pi-oposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .   1587 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next," — (Mr, 
Chamberlain :) — After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  further 
adjourned  till  Tuesday  next. 

£arry  Dock  and  Railways  Bill  {by  Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  Feb- 
ruary], ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  :  " — Question  again 
proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .  . .  1598 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr,  Chamberlain,) — put,  and  agreed  to, 

Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway  Bill  {by  Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  Feb- 
ruary], *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Question  again 
proposed : — Debate  resumed  . ,  . .  . .  . .  1598 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr,  Chamberlain,) — put,  and  agreed  to, 

Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway  Bill  {by  Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resumiog  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  Feb- 
ruary], ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:  " — Question  again 
proposed  : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  , .  . .  1^^^ 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months," — (^f* 
Creyke, 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  ''  now  "  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— Moved,  *•  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next," — 
(J/r.  Chamberlain:) — Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — Question  put, 
and  agreed  to : — Dehaiie  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next. 
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Oat/orif  AyUilury^  and  Mitropolilan  Junction  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  Feb- 
roarjj,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Qnestion  again 
proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .   1599 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {]^r.  cAaini^r/atn,)— put,  and  agreed  to, 

SeeJUId  Dock  and  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order)— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27tli  Feb- 
ruaiy],  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Question  again 
proposed  : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .   1599 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr,  Chamberlain,)^^vLt,  and  agreed  to. 

Windier,  Ascet,  and  Alderahot  Railway  Bill  {by  Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [27th  Feb- 
ruary 1,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Question  again 
proposed : — Debate  resumed . .  . .  . .  . .   1600 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr,  Chamberlain,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Hidland,  Birmingham,  Wolverhampton,  and  Milford  Junction  Railway  Bill 
{hy  Order)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Bodds)  . .   1600 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Second  Bead- 
ing be  deferred  till  Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chamberlain,) — put,  and 
agreed  to^  

Sfaxv— Ihtbrnatiokal   Liw  —  Surrendeb    of    Oubak    Keyxjoexs -— Tbb 

Papers — Obserrations,  Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross  . .  •  •  1600 

QUEBTI0N8. 

:o: 

Post  Offiox — Oohtraots  —  The  Mail  Sertiob  bbtwesn  Lobdon  and 
DuBLnr — ^Questions,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  T.  P.  O^Connor,  Mr.  Dawson,  Mr. 
Pamell;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  ..  ..1601 

FAcsDOLEa  OF  Ibish  Makusoripts — Question,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Courtney  . .  . .  . .  1603 

Post  Office  (Sayikos  Bank  Department) — Question,  Mr.  Kennard ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  . .  . .   1604 

NivY— Casb  of  William  Bowles  and   G.  Mundbn — Question,   Sir  John 

Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman . .  ..  ..   1605 

AucT — ^Estabushvbbt  of  MILITAB7  Bailway  Corfs — Questiou,  Viscount 

Newport;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ..  ..1606 

AucY — ^Yaooihation  of  Bboruits — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ..  ..1606 

EoTrr  (Indian  Cohtingbnt) — Expenses — Question,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington       . .  . .  . .   1606 

Poor  Law — Yaocination  of  Pauper  Children — Question,  Mr.  Hopwood ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  '. .  . .  . .   1607 

United  Statbs — ^Thb  Nbw  Tariff — Question,  Mr.  McLaren ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Chamberlain   . .  . .  . .  . .  • .   1607 

EoTFT— The   New  Egyptian  Indemnity  Loan — Questions,   Sir  Wilfrid 

Lawson ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .   1607 

Post   Officb    (Sayings    Bank    Department)  —  Questions,    Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Fawcett  . .  . .   1608 

Crashbl  Tunnel  Scheme — Question,  Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain   ..  ,.  ,,  ,,  » i   l^ 
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Cbimb  and  Outbaqb  (Iceland) — ^Reported  Mubder  of  Lord  ARDU^Axnr's 
Bailiff — Question,  Mr.  Lea;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  ..  ..  ..  ..    1609 

The  Civil  Service  and  Navy  Estimates — Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ; 

.  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  . ,  . .  . .  .  .    1610 

Army  Keturns — ^Question,  Colonel  Alexander ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 

Hartington      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1610 

Army  Estimates — The   Militia  Vote— Question,   Earl  Percy;    Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ..  ..  ..1610 

Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill — Question,  Lord  Colin  Campbell ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .    1610 

The  Sitpflembntary  Estimates— Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer       . .  . .  . .  . .    1611 

MOTION, 


Parliament — Private  Bill  Legislation — ^Resolutions — 

Moved,  "That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation 
calls  for  the  attention  of  Parliament,  and  of  Her  Majesty*s  Government,  and  requires 
reform,"— (ifr.  CVfliy  5tf War)  ..  ..  ..  ..1611 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House  adheres  to  the  Resolution  upon  Private  Legislation,  agreed  to 
on  the  22nd  of  ^larch  1872,"— (ifr.  2>o</«on,)~instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  further  short  debate,      [House  counted  out] 

[8.30.| 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAEOH  7. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  id]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {3fr.  Anderson)      . .   1648 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That*'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  although  the  Legislature  is  willing  and  anxious  to  give  further  assistance  in 
the  suppression  of  Cruelty  to  Animals,  this  House  cannot  approve  of  a  Bill  which 
threatens  seriously  to  interfere  with  recognised  and  legitimate  sport," — {Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :" — After  long  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  rftciV^^^  ; 
Ayes  195,  Noes  40 ;  Majority  155.— (Div.  List,  No.  19.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiited 
for  Tuesday  next. 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  22]— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'* — {Mr.  Dawson)         . .   16^^ 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  it  is  inexpedient,  in  the  present  unsettled  condition  of  Ireland,  to  introduce 
anj  measure  making  large  changes  in  the  present  Irish  Parliamentary  Franchise/' — 
{Mr,  Mulhollandt)'-in8t^d  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — After  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six 
of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 
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MOTIONS. 

Conntj  Court  Judges  'BXH-^OrtUred  (Mr.  HaiUng*,  Sir  Eardley  WUmot,  Mr,  Einde 

T*imer) ;  pr§Mented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  112]  . ,    1 706 

Bifcn  GoBserraacj  and  Floods  Prevention  BiH'-Ordered  (Mr,  Dodum,  Sir  Chariet 

JHlkt,  Mr,  BihUrt) ;  preientedp  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  113]       . .  . .    1706 

[6.50.] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  8. 

VxntopoLiTAK  District  Railway — Ventilatojis  on  thb  Thasces  Embaiyk- 

METT— Notice,  The  Earl  of  Milltown  . .  . .   1706 

Natt— Dock   Acgoxhodatio37  at  MALTA^Question,  Viscount  Sidmouth; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook  . .  . .  1707 

Contempts  of  Court  Bill— 

Bill  to  amend  the  law  as  to  Contempts  of  Court — Presented  {7%e  Lord 

CAMneellor)       ..  ..  .,   1707 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  1^  (No.  15.) 

SotTH  Africa — Thb  Transvaal — Use  op  Dtnamitb  by  the  Boers — 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Derby  ..  ..  ..  ,.  1714 

Kedical  Act  Amendment  BiU  [n.L,]^Preien(ed  (The  Lord  Privy  Seal);   read  1* 

(No.  16)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1717 

[5.30.] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  8. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Brutel  and  London  and  South  Weetern  Junction  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Meved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Dodde)  . .  1717 

After  short  debate.  Motion  ayreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted, 

Kinfitcm-upon'Sull  Loehe  Bill  {hy  Order) — 

Mwed,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Dodde)  . .   1719 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted, 

QUESTIONS. 

BisntiBunoN  of  Parliaicbntary  Papers — Question,  Mr.  Buxton ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Courtney  . .  ..  ..  ..   1720 

BcoTLAin)— The  Skye  Crofters— Questions,  Mr.   Macfarlane,   Lord  Colin 

Campbell,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .   1 720 

AiMY— The  Armoured  Train  at  Alexandria— Question,  Earl  Percy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Brand  . .  1721 

Crvicr  of  Ekolard — ^Free  and  Appropriated  Sittings  in  Chttrches — 
Alteration  of  a  Paruahentary  Paper- Question,  Mr.  A.  Orey; 
Answer,  Sir  John  R.  Mowbray  , ,  , ,  , .  1722 
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East  India. — Oodb  op  Criminal  Prooedubb  (Native  Jurisdiction  ovbb 
British  Subjects) — Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1723 

Africa    (West    Coast) — ^Portugal    and    the    Conoo — Qaestions,    Baron 

Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Bourke ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzniauriee      172'^ 

Africa  (West  Coast) — The  French  Expedition  to  the  Congo — Question, 

Mr.  Bourke ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  . .  . .   1 725 

Egypt  (Re-organization) — ^The  Cadastral  Survey — Question,  Mr.  Pass- 
more  Edwards;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice       . .  . .   1725 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) — Workhouses  in   Donegal — Question,  Mr.   Shaw; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ..  ..1726 

Poor  Law — Deportation  of  Paupers — Question,  Mr.  Shaw ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ..  ..1726 

Chelsea    Hospital — The    Departmental   Committee — Question,   Colonel 

Milne  Home ;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur  Hajter  . .  . .    1727 

Parliament — ^Privilege — Interference  of  a  Peer  in  Elections — Lord 
Carrington — Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  . .  . .  • .  1727 

Excise — ^Brewing  Licences — Question,  Mr.  Biddell;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer         . .  . .  . .  . .   1729 

Inland    Eevenue — English    and    Scotch    Income    Tax— Question,    Mr. 

Biddell ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer       . .  . .   1729 
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SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee — ^Civil  Sekvicks  and  Hbyekub  Dbpabt- 

HENTS  (SUPPLEHENTAET   ESTIMATES,    1882-3) — 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  II, — Salaries  and  Expenses  op  Civil  Departments. 

(i.)  £600,  Friendly  Societies  Registry. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1759 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £20,280,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1883,  for 
Stationery,  Printing,  and  Paper,  Binding,  and  Printed  Books  for  the  several 
Departments  of  Government  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  some  De- 
pendencies, and  for  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Establishment  of  the  Stationery  Office,  and  the  cost  of  Stationery 
Omce  Publications,  and  of  the  Gazette  Offices ;  and  for  sundry  Miscellaneous 
Services,  including  a  Grant  in  Aid  of  the  publication  of  Parliamentary  Debates  " . .     1759 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£19,780,  be  granted,  &g.,*' — {Mr.  Buxton  :) — After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
toithdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .     1779 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£15,280,  be  granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler  ;)— After  short  debate,  Question 
put: — The  Committee  divided;  Aves  50,  Noes  118;  Majority  68.— (Div.  List, 
No.  20.)  .        ' 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .     1783       t: 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £1,100,  Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to    1784 

(4.)  £627,  Fishery  Board,  Scotland. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .      1786       -^ 

(5.)  £18,  Lord  Lieutenant's  Household,  Ireland. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £2,750,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  ■: 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1883,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Offices  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  in  Dublin  and  London,  and  Subordinate  Departments"                           . .     1803 

After  long  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary 
sum,  not  exceeding  £750,  be  granted,  &o.," — {Mr.  Arthur  0*  Connor)  , ,     1844 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  Gommittoe  divided  ;  Ayes  15,  Noes 
156  ;  Majority  141.— (Div.  List,  No.  21.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £142,  Kecord  Office,  Ireland. 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

(8.)  £1,700,  Wreck  Commission.— After  short  debate.  Vote  a^r#^4 /<?.  ..     1851 

(9.)  £210,  Revising  Barristers,  England. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£40,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1883,  of 
Criminal  Prosecutions  and  other  Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  including  certain 
Allowances  under  the  Act  15  and  16  Vic.  c.  83  "      . .  . .  .  •     1852 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£10,000,  be  granted,  &c.,"— (Jfr.  T.  F.  0* Connor  ;)— After  debate,  Movedy  "  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (Jfr.  /'arwW/ J— Ques- 
tion put:— The  Committee  divided;  Aves  17,  Noes  97;  Majority  80.— (Div.  List, 
No.  22.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .     1869 

After  short  debate.  Moved ,  ''That  the  Chairman  do 'now  leave  the  Chair," — {Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy ;}— After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  also  report  Progress  ; 
to  sit  again  To-morrow, 


N 
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■  t 


Isle  of  Man  (Harbours)  BilllLBiU  lOi]-  J 

Jlovedf  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (i/r.  /.  ffoUm)      . .  1879  ^ 

Motion  agreed  to  : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Thursday  '^^ 

next.  )>< 
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Randolph  Churchill,  Colonel  Makins,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Mr. 
Gorst,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
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OBDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair; ." — 

Factory  and  Education  Acts  (Scotland) — Besolution — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  <'  That  **  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoose,  it  is  desirable  that  the  irant  of  harmony 
which  practically  exists  between  the  Factory  and  Education  Acts  in  Scotland  be 
remedied  by  legislation  at  the  earliest  opportunity," — {^Mr,  CoehraH'Patriekj)-- 
instead  thereof  ••  ..  ••  ••  ..  1910 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:  " — After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  te. 

Law  and  Justice— Dobmant  Funds   in  Chancery — Observations,  Mr. 

Stanley    Leighton;    Beply,    The    Attorney  General: — Short    debate 

thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  W^ 

The  British  Colonies — Government  and   Administration — Question, 

Observations,  Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler  . .  . .  . .  193« 

West  Indies  (Jamaica) — Seizure  of  tub  *' Flobbnob  "—-Observations, 

Mr.  Gorst;  Reply,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  :~Debate  thereon  . .  ^^^^ 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to* 
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SUPPLY — ^an9%d$r§d  in  Committee— Oivil  S£bvioes  and  Betsnub  Dbpjlet- 
wam  (SupPLucsKTART  Estimates,  1882-3). 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  III. — ^Law  aih)  Justice. 

(i.)  Qaeition  again  proposed,  '*That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ezoeoding  £40,000, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charf^e  which  will  come  in  course  of 
rayment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  31  at  day  of  March  1883,  of  Criminal 
Frosecntions  and  other  Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  including  certain  Allowances  under 
the  Act  16  and  16  Vic.  c.  83." 

Wheranpon  Qneation  again  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£10,000,  be  granted,  Sc.,"— (Ifr.  T,  P.  O'Connor)  ..     1967 

After  debate.  Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  14,  Noes  115  ;  Majority 
101. -(DiT.  List,  No.  23.) 

Original  Qnestion  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£45,032,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1883,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Irish  Land  Commission  "  . .  2006 

Mo9tif  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — 
(JVr.  Famell  :) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Onginal  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Class  IT. — Education,  Science,  and  Abt. 

(t.)  £42,122,  Public  Education. 

^3.1  £2,050,  British  Museum. 

U.)  £130,  London  University. 

(|.)  £600,  Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Report). 

(i.)  £63,  Sydney  and  Melbourne  International  Exhibitions. 

Class  V. — Fobeion  and  Colonial  Services. 

(7.)  Motion  mads,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not 
exceeding  £31,312,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  enoing  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883, 
for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad  "  . .     2008 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *<  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£30,992,  be  granted,  &c.,''--(Jlfr.  Labouehere  .0— After  short  debate.  Question  put : 
--The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  18,  Noes  59;  Majority  41.  -(Div.  List,  No.  24.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £1,750,  Consular  Services.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  .,  . .     2018 

(9.)  £1,182,  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
(io.i  £3,500p  Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid. 
(11.)  £6,600,  Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies. 

Class  VI. — Non-Efpbctivb  and  Chabitablb  Sbbvices. 

{liA  £4,600p  Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowances. 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,060,  bo 
gxanted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  daj  of  March  1883,  to  enable  the 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to  commute,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  36  and  37  Vic.  c.  57,  or  otherwise,  certain  Annuities  charged  on  the  Ex- 
disquer"  ..  ..  ..  ..     2018 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1 12,  be  granted, 
ftc,*'— (Jfr.  Zabowhere:)^AlteT  short  debate.  Question  put:— The  Committee 
diwided;  Ayes  9,  Noes  53 ;  Majority  44.- (Div.  List,  No.  25.) 

Origbial  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  YII. — Miscellaneotts. 

(14.)  £500,  Temporary  Commissions. 

(15.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <<  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed. 
ing  £450,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1883,  for 
estain  Miscellaneous  Expenses  '*  . .  •  •     2020 

QsMtion  put :— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  42,  Noes  17 ;  Majority  35.— (Div.  List, 
Ho.  26.) 

Beybnits  Depabtments. 

{16.)  £17,000,  Customs  Department.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  , ,     2029 

^17.)  £11,000,  Inland  Kevenue. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

I  March  9.1  2\ry^ 

Supply — Civil  Sbbyiceb,  &c.  Estimates— Committee— «»«/ffif#erf. 

(i8.)  £14,000,  Post  Office  Packet  Service, 
(T9.)  £87,000,  Post  Office  Telegraphs. 

Civil  Sebyioe  Exoesses,  1881-2. 

(20.)  Beiolvedf  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,706  7#.  2<f.,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  make  Rood  Excesses  on  certain  Grants  for  Civil  Services,  for  the  year  ended  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882.    [Then  the  several  Services  are  set  forth.] 

Army  Excesses,  1881-2. 

(21.)  Resolredf  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £44,197  2«.  6<f.,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty, 
to  make  good  Excesses  of  Army  Expenditure  beyond  the  Grants  for  the  year  ended 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882. 

Hesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Supply— BBPOET—Besoltttions  [March  8]  reported  . .  . .    2024 

Resolution  1  agreed  to, 

Besolution  2  : — After  short  debate,  Kesolution  agreed  to. 
Besolution  3  agreed  to. 

Besolution  4 : — After  short  debate,  Besolution  agreed  to, 
Bemaining  Besolutions  agreed  to. 


Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Wi—Ordertd  (Mr.  Dawion,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr, 

ZaloTf  Mr,  Kenny)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  116]  . .  .  .    2026 
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«! 


LORDS. 


SAT  FIE8T 

THimsDATy  Februabt  15. 
The  Lord  Keane,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 

FaiDAT,  March  2. 
The  Lord  Minster  (the  Marquess  of  Conyngham),  after  the  death  of  his  father, 

NEW  PEERS. 

Thubsdat,  Fxbbvabt  15. 

The  Lord  Chancellor — The  Earl  Qranville,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal 
Secretaries  of  State,  acquainted  the  House  that  Her  Majesty  had  been  pleased 
to  create  Houndell,  Lord  Selbome,  Lord  Ohancellor  of  Great  Britain,  a 
Yisoount  and  Earl  of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  the  style  and  title  of  Yiscoant 
Wolmer  of  Blackmoor,  in  the  county  of  Southampton,  and  Earl  of  Selbome 
in  the  said  county. 

Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley,  G.O.B.,  G.O.M.G.,  General  and  Adjutant-General  of 
Her  Majesty's  Forces,  and  late  General  Commanding-in-Chief  the  Expe- 
ditionaiy  Force  in  Egypt,  created  Baron  Wolseley  of  Cairo,  and  of  Wolseley 
in  the  county  of  Stafford. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WBTTS  ISSUED. 

Durho  Bbobss — 

For  C1uk§a  Borauqhf  9.  Sight  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Wentworth  Dilke,  baronet,  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Local  Ooyemment  Board. 

For  EaiUngUm  County^  v,  Hon.  Francis  Charteris,  commonly  called  Lord  Elcho, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

For  Mkllow  Btrough^  v.  Bight  Hon.  William  Moore  Johnson,  one  of  the  Judges 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland. 

Thubsdat,  Fbbritart  15. 
For  iU  Caunig  ofDubUn^  v.  Bight  Hon.  Thomas  Edward  Taylor,  deceased. 

Friday,  Fsbrvart  16. 

For  Fimmutie  up<m  lyiM,  v.  Ashton  Wentworth  Dilke,  esquire,  Manor  of  North- 
itcsd- 

For  WkhMtih  County,  «.  Hugh  Joseph  Gill,  esquire,  Chiltom  Hundreds, 


NEW  WBITS  ISSVED-^eoniinwd. 

MoNDATi  FbBBUABT  19. 

For  PortarlingUm^  v.  Hon.  Bernard  Edward  Bamaby  Fitzpatriok,  now  Lord  Oastle- 
ton,  called  np  to  the  Hooae  of  Peers. 

Thubsdat,  Mabch  1. 

For  WyeomU  Borough,  v.  Lieutenant  Colonel  William  Henry  Peregrine  Carington, 
commonly  called  the  Hon.  William  Henry  Peregrine  Oarington,  Manor  of 
Northetead. 

For  Cheiter  County  (Mid  Diyision),  r.  Hon.  Wilbraham  Egerton,  called  up  to  the 
House  of  Peers. 

Wbdnesday,  Mabou  7. 
For  the  County  of  Tipperary,  v,  John  Dillon,  esquire,  Chiltern  Hundreds. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWOBN. 

Thubsday,  Fsbbuabt  15. 

Chokea — Eight  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Wentworth  Dilke,  baronet. 

Wiyan — Hon.  Algernon  Fulke  Egerton. 

Liverpool — Samuel  Smith,  esquire. 

Haddington — Lord  Elcho. 
Jfo/fof^William  O'Brien,  esquire. 

Tuesday,  Fsbbitaby  27. 
aty  of  NiwoMth  upon  Ty%$ — John  Morley,  esquire. 

Thubsday,  Mabch  1. 
County  of  Dublin — Edward  Robert  King-Harman,  esquire. 

Monday,  Maboh  5. 
Borough  of  Portarlingion — ^Bobert  Abraham  Brewster  French-Brewster,  esquire. 


THE  MINISTRY 

Of  the  Bight  Honoubablb  WILLIAM  EWAET  GLADSTONE, 
At  the  Commsncehent  of  ths  Fourth   Session  of   the  22ni>  Fabliavekt, 

Febrxtabt  15th,  1883. 


THE  CABINET. 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  .        .    lUght  Hon.  William  Ewabt  Gladstone. 

Lcnrd  Chancellor Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Selborxb. 

hotd  President  of  the  Council  and  Lord\  p*  v*  tt/^«  To^i  c«.,^-^,,«  tt  n 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland      .        .        .        /  ^^^^^  ^^^-  ^'^  S^^^cer,  K.G. 

Lord  Fiiry  Setl Right  Hon.  Lord  Carlinofobd. 

Secretary  of  State,  Home  Department  Right  Hon.  Sir  William  V.  Harcoukt. 

Secretary  of  State,  Foreign  Department  .        Right  Hon.  Earl  Granville,  E.G. 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies      .        .    Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Derby. 
4S>(Tetary  of  State  for  India     .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kimberley. 

Secretary  of  State  for  "War         .        .        .    Right  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hartington. 
(Iiancellor  of  the  Exchequer  .        .        .        Right  Hon.  IL  C.  E.  Childers. 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty       .        .        .    Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Northbrook. 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster     .        Right  Hon.  John  G.  Dodson. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  .    liight  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

President  of  the  Local  Government  Board      Right  Hon.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke.  Bt. 

NOT  IN  THE  CABINET. 

Postmaster  General Right  Hon.  Henry  Fawcett. 

Field  ViM^yi  Commanding  in  Chief  .        .    H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  K.G. 

^^dl^""'^''''^   ""*  ^?'^^  ^'"'^   ^''^^^}  ^^«^*  ^'''''  ^^°^^^  •^^''^  ^"^"^^  LErEVRE. 

Vice  Pteadent  of  the  Committee  of  CounO  ^^^^  ^^^  ^  j  Mundblla. 
ol  for  Education       ....        J      ° 

rC.  C.  Cotes,  Esq. 
Lotds  of  the  Treasury         .        .        .        »<  Herbert  Gladstone,  Esq. 

(  R.  W.  DuFP,  Esq. 

/  Admiral  Sir  Abtley  Cooper  Key,  Admiral  Lord 
......  J    .    ,^_  )     Alcester,  RcAr  Admiral  Thomas  Brandreth, 

Lonla  of  the  Admiralty    ....     J     j^^^  Admiral  Sir  F.  W.  Richards,  Sir  Thomas 

V     Brassey,  and  George  W.  Ren  del,  Esq. 

-  .  ^  „       ^    .       ...     rn (  Leonard  H.  Courtney,  Esq. 

Jomt  Secretaries  of  the  Treasury        .  ^  ^.^^^  j^^^^  j^^  ^   Grosvenor. 

Secretary  of  the  Admiralty      .        .        .        H.  Campbbll-Bannerman,  Esq. 

Jfccitrtary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  .    John  Holms,  Esq. 

Socretar\-  to  the  Local  Government  Board      John  Tomlinson  Hibbert,  Esq. 

Under  Secretary,  Homo  Department  .        .    Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Rosebbry. 

Voder  Secretarr,  Foreign  Department    .        Lord  Edmond  FiTZMArRiCB. 

Under  Secretary  for  Colonies      .        .        .    Hon.  A.  Evelyn  Ashley. 

Under  Secretary  for  War        .        .        .        Earl  of  Morley. 

Under  Secretary  for  India  .  .J.  Kynaston  Cross,  Esq. 

Paymaster  General  ....        Right  Hon.  Lord  Wolvbrton. 

Jndge  Advocate Right  Hon.  Geobgb  Osbornb  Morgan. 

Attorney  General Sir  Henry  James. 

Soticitor  General Sir  Farrbr  Herschell. 

SCOTLAND. 

Lord  Advocate Right  Hon.  J.  B.  Balfour. 

Solicitor  General A.  Asher,  Esq. 

IRELAND. 

Lord  lieutenant Right  Hon.  Earl  Spencer,  K.G. 

Lid  C*hancellor Right  Hon.  Hugh  Law. 

^.Tiief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant      .  Right  Hon.  George  Otto  Trevelyan. 

.Vttomey  General Right  Hon.  A.  M.  Porter. 

Solicitor  General John  Naish,  Esq. 

QUEEN'S  HOUSEHOLD. 

Luid  Steward Right  Hon  Earl  Sydney. 

Lord  duunberlain '  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Kenmare. 

Master  of  the  Horse         ....  His  Grace  the  Duke  of  Westminstrii. 

Treasurer  of  the  Household         .        .        .  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Breadalbane. 

''omptroUer  of  the  Household  Right  Hon.  Lord  Kensington. 

Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  .        .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Charles  Bruce. 

Captain  of  the  Corpe  of  Gentlemen  at  Arms  Right  Hon.  Lord  Carington. 

Captain  of  the  Yeomen  of  the  Guard      .  Right  Hon.  Lord  Monson. 

)Luler  of  the  Buckhounds  ....  Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery. 

Chief  Equerry  and  Clerk  Marshal  .        .  Lord  Alfred  H.  Paget. 

^fistrets  of  the  Robes Her  Grnco  the  Duchess  of  Roxburoub. 
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ROLL   or   THE 

LORDS   SPIRITUAL   AND   TEMPORAL 

In  the  Fotjbth  Session  of  the  Twenty-Second  Pabmament  of  thb 
United  Kingdom  of  Gbeat  Britain  and  Ibeland. 


460   VICTORIA   1883. 


Umi.— According  to  tits  Tliage  of  Parliament,  when  the  Home  a^omts  a  Select  Cam- 
mittee,  the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  thetr  Rank, 
beginning  with  the  Highest  /  and  so,  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
ence with  the  Commons,  the  Lord  highest  in  Rank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  Rut  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Raron. 

His  Eoyal  Highness   The  Prince  of 
Wales. 


His  Eoyal  Highness  Alfred  Ernest 
Albert  I^iike  of  EDiNBtTRGH. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Arthur  William 

Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Connaught 

and  Stratheahn. 
His  Eoyal  Highness  Leopold  George 

Duncan  Albert  Duke  of  Albany. 
His  Eoyal  Highness  George  Willlajj 

Frederick  Charles  Duke  of   Cam- 

BRIDOE. 

Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 

EouNDELL  Earl  of  Selborne,  Lord  High 

Chancellor. 
William  Archbishop  of  York. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer,  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council, 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carlingford, 
Lord  Privy  Seal, 

Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  JSarl  Marshal 
of  JEngland, 

Edward  Adolphus  Duke  of  Somerset. 

Charles  Henry    Duke  of  Eichmond. 

Augustus  Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Verb 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

George  Godolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis  Charles  Hastings  Duke  of 
Bedford. 

William  Duke  of  Devonshire. 

John  Winston  Duke  of  IVLiRLBOROuaH. 

Charles  Cecil  John  Duke  of  Eutland. 

WiLLiA^i  Alexander  Louis  SxicrnEN 
Duke  of  Bkaxdox.  {Duke  ofHamiKon.) 


Willl/lm  John  Arthur  Charles  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Drogo  Duke  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas 
Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  North- 
umberland. 

His  Eoyal  Highness  Ernest  Augustus 
William  Adolphus  George  Frederick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teviotdale. 

Arthur  Eichard  Duke  of  Wellington. 

EiCHARD  Plantagenet  Campbell  Duke 
of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 

George  Granville  William  Duke  of 
Sutherland. 

Harry  George  Duke  of  Cleveland. 

Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminster. 

John  Marquess  of  Winchester. 
Henry  Charles    Keith   Marquess  of 

Lansdowne. 
John     Villiers      Stuart      Marquess 

TOWNSHEND. 

Egbert  Arthur  Talbot  Marquess  of 

Salisbury. 
John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 
James  Marquess  of  Abercorn.    (Ruki 

ofAbercorn.) 
Francis  Hugh    George   Marquess   of 

Hertford. 
John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 
William  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exetkb. 
WiLUAM  Marquess  of  Northampton. 
John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 
Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 
William  Henry    Hugh    Marquess  of 

Cholmondeley. 
Ernest  Augustus  Charles  Marquesa 

of  Ailesbury, 


^OlA  OF  THE  LOEBS  SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPOEAL. 
?BiBisiCK  WrLJAAM  John  Marquess  of  j  Alexander  Earl  of  Leven  and  Mel- 


JkiCHDALD  Marquess  of  Aiu9A. 

6iOKG£  Atjoxjstus    C3oir8TAirnKB   Mar- 

qpSSA  of  NOBICAITBT. 

Gdbgb  Ebsdebick  SakiteIi  Marquess 
ofBiPOK. 

WmiAM  Marquess  of  Abebgayennt. 

Jamr  Bobert  Earl  Sydney,  Lord  Ste- 
ward of  the  Sousehold. 

Chakles  Hen&y  John  Earl  of  Shbews- 

BUBY. 

£d7asd  Henky  Earl  of  Dekby. 

Fbajtcis  Power  Plantaoenet  Earl  of 
HxrxrrNODox. 

Gboboe  Bobebt  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
BBOKB  Aim  Montgomery. 

"WiLLLikM  Hego^ald  Earl  of  Devon. 

HzntY  Charles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and 
Berkshire. 

Ecdolph  William  Basil  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

PBAsas  William  Henry  Earl  of  Wbst- 
horland. 

Kostagite  Earl  of  Lindsey. 

Earl  of  Stamford. 

George  James  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and 
Nottingham. 

George  Philip  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

John  William  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

Arthtr  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

William  George  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

Walter  Francis  Earl  of  Doncaster. 
{Duie  of  Buccleuch  and  Qtteensherry,) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Hgntagu  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
Bichard  George  Earl  of  Scarbrough. 
Gborge  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 
George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 
TicroR  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 
William  Henry  Earl  Poulett. 
Sholto  John  Earl  of  Morton.    {Elected 

for  Scotland.) 
Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Mar  and  Kelue. 

\EUHedfor  Scotland.) 

CutJDE  Earl  of  Strathmore  and  King- 


viLLE.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

DuNBARjAMEsEarlofSELKiRX.     {EUctcd 

for  Scotland.) 
Thomas  Barnes  Earl  of  Dundonald. 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 
William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 
Charles  Earl  of  Tankerville. 
Heneage  Earl  of  Aylesford. 
Francis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Cowper. 
Arthur  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl 

of  Macclesfield. 
Douglas    Beresford    Malise    Bonald 

Earl  Graham.     {Dul-e  of  Montrose. ) 

William  Frederick  Earl  Waldegrave. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 

Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 

Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Guy  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Augustus  Edward  Earl  of  Buckingham- 
shire. 
William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Fnz- 

WnJilAM. 

Dudley  Francis  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Eeginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 

Jacob  Earl  of  Eadnor. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer.  {In  another 
Place  ai  Lord  President  of  the  Council.) 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.    {Marquees  of  Downshire.) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 
{Duke  ofAtholl.) 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 

CUMBE. 

Hugh  Earl  Fortescue. 

Henry  Howard  Molynbux  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

George  Henry  Earl  Cadogan. 
James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

John  Vansittart  Danvers  Earl  of 
Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Edward   Nugent   Earl  of   Milltown. 
HORN.     {Elected  for  Scotland.)  {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Gbomge  Earl  of  Hai>dington.     {Elected  Stephen  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell.  {Elected 
fir  Scotland. )  :     M  Ireland. ) 
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EOLL  OP  THE  LORDS 


Henry  John   Eeuben  Earl  of  Pobt- 

ARLiNQTON.     {Elected  foT  Ireland,) 
HtroH    Earl   Ajtnesley.      {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
John  Earl  of  Erne.     {Elected for  Ireland,) 
John  Henry  EEOiNAiiD  Earl  of  Clon- 

MELL.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
George  Charles  Earl  of  Lucan.   {Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
Somerset  Eichard  Earl  of  Belmore. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
James  Francis  Earl  of  Bandon.   {Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
Ja3C£s  Earl  of  Calbdon.      {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Francis  Eobert  Earl  of  Eosslyn. 

George  Grimston  Earl  of  Craven. 

William  Hillier  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Charles  Earl  of  Eomney. 

Henry  Thomas  Earl  of  Chiohester. 

Arthur  Edward  Holland  Grey  Earl 
of  Wilton. 

Edward  James  Earl  of  Powis. 

Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

Laavhence  Earl  of  Eosse.     {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  Man- 

XEBB, 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

HuoH  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 
Dudley  Francis  Stuart  Earl  of  Har- 

ROWBY. 

Henry  Thynne  Earl  of  Harewood. 

William  Hugh  Earl  of  Mnno. 

Alan  Frederick  Earl  Cathcart. 

James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 

Adelbert  Wellington  Brownlow  Earl 
Brownlow. 

Henry  Cornwallis  Earl  of  Saint  Ger- 
mans. 

Albert  Edmund  Earl  of  Morley. 

Orlando  George  Charles  Earl  of  Brad- 
ford. 

Frederick  Earl  Beauchamp. 

William  Henry  Hare  Earl  of  Bantry. 
{Elected  for  Ireland,) 

John  Earl  of  Eldon. 

EiciLARD  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 

Charles  Somers  Earl  Somers. 

John  Edward  Cornwallis  Earlof  Strad- 

BROKE, 

Francis   Charles  Earl  of  Kilmorsy. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
George  Henry  Egbert  Charles  William 

Earl  Vane.  {Marquess  of  Londonderry,) 
William  Pitt  Earl  Amherst. 
John  Frederick  Vaughan  Earl  Cawdor. 


WiLUAM  George  Earl  of  Mun8TB&. 
Egbert  Adam  Philips  Haldans  Earl  of 

Camperdown. 
Thomas  George  Earl  of  Lichfif.t.t>.  * 
John  George  Earl  of  Durham. 
Granville  George  Earl  GRAirviiiLE. 
Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 
Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 
Charles  Alfred  Worsley  Earl  of  Yar- 

BOROUGH. 

James  Henry  Egbert  Earl  Inneb.   {Dule 

of  Roxhurghe,) 
Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 
William  Earl  of  Lovelace. 
Lawrence  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Charles   William    Francis     Earl    of 

Gainsborough. 
Francis   Charles  Granville  Earl  of 

Ellesmere. 
George  Stevens  Earl  of  Strafford. 

Kenelm  Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cot- 

tenham. 
Henry  Eichard  Charles  Earl  Cowley. 

Archibald  William  Earl  of  Winton. 

{Earl  of  Eglintoun,) 
William  Earl  of  Dudley. 

John  Francis  Stanley  Earl  Bussell. 

John  Earl  of  Kimberley. 

Eichard  Earl  of  Dartrey. 

William  Ernest  Earl  of  Feversham. 

Frederick  Temple  Earl  of  Dufferin. 

John  Egbert  Earl  Sydney.  {In  another 
Place  as  Lord  Steward  of  ths  EJoueehold,) 

Henry  George  Earl  of  Eavensworth. 

Edward  Montagu  Stuart  Granville 
Earl  of  Wharncliffe. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Northbrook. 

John  Thomas  Earl  of  Eedesdale. 

Hugh  Mac  Calmont  Earl  Cairns. 

Edward  Egbert  Lytton  Earl  of  Lytton. 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom. 

George  Watson  Earl  Sondes. 

EouNDELL  Earl  of  Selborne.  {In  an- 
other  Place  aa  Lord  Sigh  Chancellor,) 

Egbert  Viscount  Hereford. 
William  Henry  Viscount  Strathallan. 

{Elected  for  Scotland,) 
Henry  Viscount  Bolingbroke  and  St. 

John. 
Evelyn  Viscount  Falmouth. 
George  Viscount  Torrington. 
Charles  William  Viscount  Leinstek. 

{Duke  of  Leinster,) 
Francis  Wheler  Viscount  Hood. 
Mervyn  Viscount  Powerscourt.  {Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
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ePIMTUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


Jamzs  Yisoottnt  LnroRD.    {JEhcted  for 

Ireland.) 
Hates  Viaooant   Dokebaile.     {^MeeUd 

for  Ireland.) 
OoRywALUsYiscountHAWABDEN.    {Elee^ 

Ui  far  Ireland.) 
John  Edwa&d  Lbveson  Viscount  St. 

VnrcEST. 
BoBSBT  Yisoount  Melville. 

WnxuK  Wells  Viscount  SmMOUTH. 

Oeorob  Feedesick  Viscount   Temple- 
TOWK.    {Fleeted  for  Ireland.) 

John  Campbell  Viscount  (Jokdon.  {Earl 
of  Aberdeen.) 

Edvaed    Fleetwood    John    Viscount 

EXXOTTTH. 

John  Luke  Oeorqe  Viscount  HuTcnnr- 
aov.    {Earl  of  Donoughnore.) 

Bichasd  SoiCEBSKT  Viscouut  Clanoabty. 
{Earl  of  Clanearty.) 

WELLmOTON   HeNBY   VisCOUUt   COMBEB- 


Hestbt  Ghables  Viscount  Cantebbttby. 
BowLAjn)  Cleoo  Viscount  Hill. 
Chables  Stewabt  Viscount  Habdinoe. 
Geobob  Stephens  Viscount  Qouoh. 
Charles  Viscount  Evebsley. 
Chables  Viscount  Halifax. 
Alexajtdeb  Nelson  Viscount  Bbidpobt. 
Editabd  Bebesley  Viscount  Fobtilan. 
Editabd  Viscount  Cabdwell. 
Gathobhb  Viscount  Cbanbbook. 
Bobbbt  Viscount  Shebbbooke. 

BiCHABD    BlCEEBTON    PeMELL   VisCOUUt 

Lyoks. 

John  Bishop  of  London. 

Joseph  Babbkb  Bishop  of  Dubham. 

Edwabd  Habold  Bishop  of  Winchesteb. 

Bobebt  Bishop  of  Bipon. 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Nobwich. 

James  Colquhoitn  Bishop  of  Banoob. 

Hehby  Bishop  of  Wobcesteb. 

OiiAi>T;Bft  John  Bishop  of  Olougesteb 

andBbistol. 
WiLUAM  Bishop  of  Chesteb. 
Thomas  Leoh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 
James  Bishop  of  HmsFOBD. 
WcLUAM   CoNNOE    Bishop    of  Pbtsb- 

B0BOI7OH. 

CHBxnoPHEB  Bishop  of  Lincoln. 
Osobqb  Bishop  of  Salisbuby. 
Haxyey  Bishop  of  Gablisle. 
Fbedicbick  Bi^op  of  Ezbtbb. 


Abthxtb  Ghables  Bishop  of  Bath  and 

Wells. 
John  Fieldeb  Bishop  of  Oxpobd. 
James  Bishop  of  Manchesteb. 
Eiohabd  Bi^op  of  Ghichesteb. 
Joshua  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 
James  Eussell  Bishop  of  Ely. 
William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Valentine  Augustus  Lord  Kenmabb. 

(  Earl  of  Kenmare)y  Lord  Chamberlain 

of  the  Household. 
Dudley  Ghables  Lord  de  Eos. 
Alfbed  Joseph  Lord  Mowbbay. 
Geobge  Mannebs  Lord  Hastings. 
Edwabd  Southwell  Lord  de  Gliffobd. 
Thomas  Gbosby  William  Lord  Daobe. 
Ghables  Henby  Eolle  Lord  Gunton. 
EoBEBT  Nathaniel  Cecil  Oeobge  Lord 

ZOUCHB  OF  HaBYNGWOBTH. 

Ghables  Edwabd  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 
BEAUX.     {Earl  of  Loudoun.) 

Fbancis  Sobebt  Lord  Gamoys. 
Henby  Lord  Beaumont. 
Henby  Lord  Willoughby  de  Bboke. 
Sackville  Qeobge  Lord  Gonyebs. 

Hubebt  Oeobge  Ghables  Lord  Vaux  of 

Habbowden. 
Ealph  GK)bdon  Lord  Wentwobth. 

Alfbed  TnoMAJBTowNSHENDLordBBAYE. 

EoBEBT  Geobge  Lord  Windsob. 

St.  Andbew  Lord  St.  John  of  Bletso. 

Fbedebigk  Geobge  Lord  Howabd  db 

Walden. 
William  Bebnabd  Lord  Petbe. 
Fbedebick  Benjamin  Lord  Saye  and 

Sele. 
John  Fbancis  Lord  Abundell  of  Wab- 

DOUB. 

John  Stuabt  Lord  Clifton.     {Earl  of 

Darnley.) 
John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dobmeb. 

Geobge  Henby  Lord  Teynham. 

Henby  Valentine  Lord  Staffobd. 

GeobgeFbedebiok  William  LordBYBON. 

Lewis  Henby  Hugh  Lord  Guffobd  of 

Chudleigh. 
William  Goutts  Lord  Ashfobd. 
HoBACE     Ooubtenay     Lord     Fobbes. 

{Elected  for  Scotland.) 
Alexandeb  Lord  Saltoun.    {Elected  for 

Scotland.) 
William  Bulleb  Fullebton  Lord  El- 

PHiNSTONE.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 
GuNNiNGHAME  Lord  BoBTHWiox.    {JSlec^ 

ted  for  Scotland.) 
Ghables  Lord  Blantybb.    {Elected  for 

Scotland.) 


ROLL  OP  THE  LORDS 


Chaeles  John  Lord  Colville  of  Cttl- 

Boss.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 
ALEXAia)£R   Hugh    Lord    Balfoub  of 

BuRLEY.     {Elected  for  Scotland,) 
W^VLTEB  Hugh  Lord  Polwabth.  {Elected 

for  Scotland,) 
RiCHABD  Edmund  Saint  Lawbencb  Lord 

Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery,) 
George  Lord  Hay.     {Earl  of  KinnouL) 
DiGBY  Wentworth  Bayabd  Lord  Mro- 

DLETON. 

William  John  Lord  Monson. 

Fbedebick  Geobqe  Brabazon  Lord 
PoNSONBY.     {Earl  of  Bessborough,) 

Alfbed  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scars- 
dale. 

George  Florance  Lord  Boston. 

Charles  George  Lord  Lovel  and  Hol- 
land.    {Earl  of  Egmont, ) 

Augustus  Henry  Lord  Vernon. 

Edward  St.  Vincent  Lord  Digby. 

George  Douglas  Lord  Sundridge.  {Buke 
of  Argyll.) 

Edward  Henry  Julius  Lord  Hawke. 

Henry  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 

Arthur  de  Cardonnel  Lord  Dinevor. 

Thomas  Lord  Walsingham. 

William  Lord  Bagot. 

Charles  Henry  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Richard  Brinsley  Lord  Grant- 
ley. 

George  Bridges  Harley  Dennett  Lord 
Rodney. 

Richard  Henry  Lord  Berwick. 

James  Henry  Legge  Lord  Sherbobne. 

John  Henby  De  La  Poeb  Lord  Tybone. 

{Marquess  of  Waterford.) 
Henby  Bentinck  Lord  Cableton.    {Earl 

of  Shannon,) 
Chables  Lord  Suefteld. 
Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Dobchester. 
Lloyd  Lord  Kenyon. 
Charles  Cornwallis  Lord  Braybbooke. 
William  Abcheb  Lord  Amhebst. 

Geobge  Hamilton   Lord    Fishebwick. 

{Marquess  of  Donegal,) 
Henby  Charles  Lord  Gage.     ( Viscount 

Gage,) 
Thomas  John  Lord  Thublow. 
William  Geobge  Lord  Auckland. 
Charles  Geobge  Lord  Lyttelton. 
Henby  Geobge  Lord  Mendip.   ( Viscount 

Clifden.) 
Geobge  Lord  Stuart  of  Castle  Stuart. 

{Earl  of  Moray,) 
kxl^ix  Plantagenet  Lord  Stewart  of 

Gablies.  {Earl  of  Galloway,) 
James  Geobge  Henby  Lord  Saltebs- 

?OBD.     {Eiurl  of  Cottrtown,) 


William    Lord    Bbodbick.      {Vueaunt 

Midleton,) 
Fbedebick  Henby  William  Lord  Cal- 

THOBPE. 

Peteb  Robebt  Lord  Gwydib. 

Chables  Robebt  Lord  Cabbington. 

William  Henby  Lord  Bolton. 

Geobge  Lord  Nobthwick. 

Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilford. 

Thomas  Lord  Ribblesdale. 

Edwabd  Lord  Dunsany.     {Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
Edwabd    Donough     Lord    Inchiquin. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
John    Thomas    William  Lord  Massy. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
Robebt  Lord  Clonbbock.     {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Edwabd  Henby  Chubchtll  Lord  Cbof- 

ton.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 
Daybolles    Blakeney    Lord  Ventby. 

{Elected  for  Ireland,) 
Henby  Fbancis  Seymoub  Lord  Moore. 

{Marquess  of  Drogheda,) 

John  Henry  Wellington  Graham  Lord 
LoFTUS.     {Marquess  of  Ely,) 

WiLUAM  Lord   Carysfort.       {Earl  of 

Carysfort,) 
George  Ralph  Lord  Abercromby. 
Chables  Edmund  Lord  Ellenbobough. 

AUGUSTUsFBEDEBICKABTHUBLord  SaND  YS 

Henby  Nobth  Lord  Sheffield.     {Earl 

of  Sheffield,) 
William  Macnaohten  Lord  Erskine. 

Geobge  John  Lord  Monteagle.     {Mar^ 
quess  of  Sligo,) 

GeobgeAbthub  Hastings  Lord  Granard. 
{E(vrl  of  Granard,) 

HuNGERPORD  Lord  Crewe. 

Alan  Legge  Lord  Gardner. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Manners. 

John  Adrian    Louis  Lord  Hopetoun. 

{Earl  of  Hopetoun,) 
Richard  Lord   Castlemaine.     {Elected 

for  Ireland,) 
Charles  Lord  Meldrum.     {Marquess  of 

Huntly,) 
George  Frederick  Lord  Ross.    {Earl  of 

Glasgow,) 
William  WiLLouGHBY  Lord  Gbinstead. 

{Earl  of  Enniskillen,) 
William    Hale   John    Chables   Lord 

FoxFOBD.     {Earl  of  Limerick,) 
Fbancis  Geobge  Lord  Chubchill. 
Geobge  Robebt  Canning  Lord  Habbis. 
Reginald  Chables  Edwabd  Lord  Col- 

CHESTEB. 

SoHOMBEBG  Henby  Lord  Keb.     {MoT'- 
quess  of  Lothian.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


Hestrt  Frakgis  Lord  Minster.    {Mar- 

ques9  dmyngham.) 
James  Edwasd  Whxiam  Theobald  Lord 

Ormoxds.     {MarqusBBof  Ormonde,) 
F&A2fCis  BiGHABD  Lord  Wemtss.    {Earl 

of  Wemyss.) 
JoHsr    Stbaxqe     Lord     Clakbbassiix. 

{Earl  of  Roden,) 
William  Lyqok  Lord  SiLCHESTEB.    {Earl 

of  Longford.) 
Clotwoethy  John  Eyee  Lord  Oriel. 

(  Vhcount  MoMereene.) 
HvoH  Lord  Delahere. 
George  Cecil  Weld  Lord  Forester. 
John  Wiluah  Lord  Ratleioh. 
Edbic  Frederic  Lord  Oipford. 
Hubert     Oeoroe    Lord     Somerhill. 

{Marquess  of  Clanriearde,) 
James  Ludovio  Lord  Wioan.    {Earl  of 

Crawford  and  BaUarres.) 
UcHTER  John  Mark  Lord  Banfurlt. 

{Earl  of  Ranfurly.) 
Oeoroe  Lord  De  Tablet. 
Charles  Stuart  Henry  Lord  Tenter- 

BKN. 

William  Conynqham  Lord  Plunket. 
William  Henry  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

bury. 
ABCHiBALDPHiLipLordltossBERY.   {Earl 

of  Eosehery,) 
Bighard    James    Lord    Olanwilliam. 

{Earl  of  Clanwilliam.) 
William  Draper  Mortimer  Lord  Wyn- 

FORD. 

William    Henry    Lord    Kilmarnock. 

{Earl  of  ErroU,) 
Arthur  James  Francis  Lord  Fingall. 

{Earl  of  Fingall) 
William  Phiup  Lord  Sbfton.    {Earl  of 

Sefton,) 
BoBEBT  Bermingham  Lord  Clements. 

{Earl  of  Leitrim,) 
Thomas   Lord    Kmnjs.      {Marquess   of 

Headfori.) 
WiLUAM   Lord   Chaworth.      {Earl   of 

Meatk.) 
Charles    Adolfhus    Lord    Dunmore. 

{Earl  of  Dunmore.) 
Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick 

Lord  Poltimore. 
Edward  Mostyn  Lord  Mostyn. 
Henry  Spencer  Lord  Templemore. 
Yalkntinb  Frederick  Lord  Cloncurry. 
John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumarez. 
Lucius  Bentinck  Lord  Hunsdon.    ( Vts- 

coumi  Falkland.) 
Thomas  Lord  Dbnman. 
William  Frederick  Lord  Abinger. 
PBiup  Lord  De  L'Islb  and  Dudley. 
Alexander  Hugh  Lord  Ashburton. 


Edward  Bichard  Lord  Hatherton. 

George  Henry  Charles  Lord  Strap- 
ford. 

Archibald  Brabazon  Sparrow-  Lord 
WoRUNGHAM.     {Earl  of  Gosford.) 

William  Frederick  Lord  Stratheden. 

Geoffrey  Dominick  Augustus  Frede- 
rick Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Simon  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Charlemont. 
{Earl  of  Charlemont.) 

Algernon  Hawkins  Thomond  Lord 
KiNTORE.     {Earl  of  Kintore.) 

Georg£  I*onsonby  Lord  Lismore.  (  Vis* 
count  Lismore.) 

Derrick  Warner  William  Lord  Boss- 
more. 

Bobebt  Shapland  George  Julian  Lord 
Carew. 

Charles  Frederick  Ashley  Cooper 
Lord  De  Mauley. 

Arthur  Lord  Wrottesley. 

Charles  Douglas  Bichard  Lord  Sxtdk- 

LEY. 

Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Methuen. 
Henry  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley. 
William  Henry  Lord  Leigh. 
Beilby  Lord  Wenlock. 
William  Lord  Lurgan. 
Thomas    Spring    Lord   Montbagle   of 

Brandon. 
James  Lord  Seaton. 
John  Manley  Arbuthnot  Lord  Keane. 

John  Lord  Oxenfoord.     {Earl  of  Stair.) 
Charles  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 
John  Lord  Congleton. 
Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 

Clanconal.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Victor  Alexander  Lord  Elgin.     {Earl 

of  Elgin  and  Kincardine.) 
William  Henry  Forester  Lord  Londes- 

BOROUGH. 

Samuel  Jones  Lord  Overstonb. 
Charles  Bobert  Claude  Lord  Truro. 
Arthur  Lord  De  Freyne. 
Edward     Burtenshaw     Lord     Saint 

Leonards. 
Bichard  Henry  Fitz-Boy  Lord  Baglan. 
Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Aveland. 
Valentine  Augustus   Lord  Kenmare. 

{Earl  of  Kenmare.)     {In  another  Place 

as  Lord  Chamherlam  of  the  Household.) 
Henry  Lord  Belper. 
James  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide. 
Bobert  Lord  Ebury. 
Alexander    William    George    Lor4 

Skene.    {Earl  Fife.) 


EOLL  OF  THE  LOEDS  SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


Qavin   Lord   Bbeadalbaxe.      {JSarl  of 

Breadalhane,) 
James  Ghasles  Heebebt  Welbobb  Eijjb 

Lord  SoMEBTON.   {Earlof  NormantonJ) 
BoBEBT     Alexakdeb     Shafto      Lord 

Waveney. 
Henbt  Austin  Lord  Abebdabe. 
James  Lord  Moncbeiff. 
John  Duee  Lord  Oolebidqe. 
William  Lord  Emly. 
Chichesteb  Samuel  Lord  Caelixofobd. 

(/»  another  Place  as  Lord  Privy  Seal,) 


Fbanois  William  Fitzhabdingb  Lord  \  John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton. 


Chables  Compton  William  Lord  Ches- 

HAM. 

Fbedebio  Augustus  Lord  Chelmsfobi). 

John  Lord  Chubston. 

Ian  Chables  Lord  Stbathspey.     {JEarl 

of  Seafield.) 
Henby  Lord  Leconfield. 
William  Tatton  Lord  Eoebton. 
Gh)DFBEY  Chables  Lord  Tbedeqab. 
Fitz  Patbick  Henby  Lord  Lyveden. 
William  Lord  Beougham  and  Vaux. 
Abthub  Firz-QEBALD  Lord  Kinnaibd. 

BiCHABD   LuTTBELL    PiLKiNGTON    Lord   Thomas  Fbancis  Lord  Cottebloe. 
Westbuby.  I  Edmund  Lord  Hammond. 


Fitzhabdingb. 
Luke  Qeobge  Lord  Annaly. 
Kighabd  Monckton  Lord  Houghton. 
William  Lord  Romilly. 
Geobge  Philips  Alexandeb  Lord  Bab- 

BOGiLL.     {Earl  of  Caithness.) 
Thomas  Lord  Clebmont. 
James  Hebbebt  Gustayus  Mebedyth  <  William  Richabd  Lord  Hablech. 

Lord  Mebedyth.     {Lord  Athlumney,)  j  Henby  Gebabd  Lord  Alington. 
Windham  Thomas  Lord  Kenby.     {Earl  \  John  Lord  Tollemache. 

of  Bunraven  and  Mount- Earl,)  '  Robebt  Tolyeb  Lord  Gebabd. 

Chables  Stanley  Lord  Monck.    ( Vis-  j  Mobtimeb  Lord  Sackville. 


John  Lord  Winmableigh. 

Chables    Alexandeb    Lord    Douglas. 

{Earl  of  Home,) 
John  William  Lord  Ramsay.     {Earl  of 

Dalhousie,) 
John    Lord  Febmanagh.      {In  another 

Place  as  Earl  of  Erne.) 


count  Monck,) 
John  Majob  Lord  Habtismere.     {Lord 

Menniker,) 
Hedwobth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
Hugh  Henby  Lord  Stbathnaibn. 
Edwabd  Gobdon  Lord  Penbhyn. 
GusTAvus  Russell  Lord  Bbancepeth. 

(  Viscount  Boyne,) 
John  Henby  Lord  Kesteyen. 
Abthub  Lord  Obmathwaite. 
William  Lord  O'Neill. 
SoBEBT  CoBNEUS  Lord  Napieb. 
Jenico  William  Joseph  Lord  Gobman-    Chables  Fbedebick  Lord  Donington. 

STON.     (  Viscount  Oormanston,)  Abthub  Edwin  Lord  Tbevob. 

John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence.  i  Montagu  William  Lord  Rowix)n. 

James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance.  William  Fbancis  Lord  Mount-Temple. 

John  Lord  Dunning.     {Lord  Eollo.)       \  Edwabd  Hugessen  Lord  Braboubne. 
James    Lord    Balinhabd.       {Earl   of  \  Odo  William  Leopold  Lord  Ampthill. 

Southesk,)  I  WiLUAM  Montagu    Lord  Tweeddale. 

William  Lord  Habe.  {Earl of  Listowel,)       {Marquess  of  Tweeddale.) 
Edwabd    Geobge    Lord     Howard    of   William  Ulick  Tristeam  Lord  Howth. 

Glossop.  ( Earl  of  Howth. ) 

Bebnabd     Edwabd     Babnaby     Lord   Donald  James  Lord  Reay. 


Colin  Lord  Blackbubn.     {A   Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 

George  William  Lord  Shute.      {Vis- 
count Barrington.) 

William    Lord    Watson.    {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

Lawrence  Lord  Haldon. 

IvoB  Bebtie  Lord  Wimbobne. 

Abthub  Edwabd  Lord  Abdilaun. 

Alexandeb  Dundas  Ross  Lord  Laming- 

TON. 


Castletown. 
John  Emebich  Edwabd  Lord  Acton. 
Thomas  Chables  Lord  Robabtes. 
Geobge  Gbenfell  Lord  Wolvebton. 
Algebnon  William  Fulee  Lord  Gre- 

VILLE. 

Thomas  Lord  O'Hagan. 
William  Lord  Sandhurst. 
Fbbderio  Lord  Blachford 


Haroourt  Lord  Derwent. 
Henry  James  Lord  Hothfield. 
Dudley  Coutts  Lord  Tweedmouth. 
George  William  Wilshbre  Lord  Bbam- 

WELL. 

John  David  Lord  Fitzgerald.  {A  Lord 

of  Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 
Fbedebick  Beaughamp  Paget  Lord  Al- 

CESTEB. 


Fbanois  Lord  Ettricic.     {Lord  Napier.)   Gabnet  Joseph  Lord  Wolselet. 
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LIST    OF    THE    COMMONS^ 


THE    NAMES    OF    MEMBERS 

Betubsed  to  sebte  is  the  Twenty-second  Pasliament  of  the  United  Kinodom 
OF  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  summoned  to  meet  at  Westminster 
THE  Twenty-ninth  Day  of  April,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  and 
Eighty,  as  by  the  several  Returns  filed  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  appears  :  amended  to  the  Opening 
OF  the  Fourth  Session  on  the  15th  Day  of  February,  1883. 


BEDFORD  COUNTY. 

James  Howard, 
Uaiquess  of  Tavistock. 

BEDFORD. 
Samuel  Whitbread, 
Charles  Magniac. 

BERKS  COUNTY. 

Sir  Robert  James   Lojd- 

Lindsay,  K.C.B., 
John  Walter, 
Philip  Wrougbton. 

READING. 
George  Palmer, 
Ht.   Hon.    Qeorge    Jobn 
Shaw  Lefevre. 

WINDSOR  (NEW). 

Bobert  Ricbardaon  Gard- 
ner. 

WALUNGFORD. 
PandeU  RalH. 

ABINGDON. 
John  Creemer  Clarke. 

BUCKINQHAM 
COUNTY. 

Sir  Bobert  Bateeon  Har- 
vey, bt, 
Hon.  Thomas  Francis  Fre- 

mantle, 
Hon.    Rupert    Clement 
Qeorge  Uarington. 
AYLESBURY. 
Sir  Natbaniel  Mayer  de 

Bothscbild,  bt., 
Qeorge  William   Erskine 
Bosaell. 

BUCKINGHAM. 
Sir  Hany  Vemey,  bt. 
MARLOW  (GREAT). 

Owen  Lewis   Cope   Wil- 
liams. 


WYCOMBE  (CHEPPING). 
Hon.  William  Henry  Pe- 
regrine Carington. 

CAMBRIDCE  COUNTY. 

Rt.  bon.  Sir  Henry  Bouverie 
William  Brand,  G.C.B., 
Edward  Hicks, 
James  Redfoord  Bulwor. 

CAMBRIDGE(UNIVERSITY). 
Rt.  Hon.  Alexander  James 

Beresford        Beresford- 

Hope, 
Rt.     Hon.     Henry    Cecil 

Raikes. 

CAMBRIDGE. 
William  Fowler, 
Hugb  Shield. 

CHESTER. 

(East  Cheihire.) 
William  Cunlifte  Brooks, 
William  John  Legb. 

{Mid  Cheshire. ) 
Hon.  Wilbrabam  Egerton, 
Piers  Egerton  Warburton. 

( JFest  Cheshire.) 
Hon.  Wilbrabam  Frederick 

ToUemacbe, 
Henry  James  ToUemacbe. 
MACCLESFIELD. 


STOCKPORT. 
Cbarles  Henry  Hopwood, 
Frederick  Pennington. 

BIRKENHEAD. 

David  Mae  Ivor. 
CHESTER. 


CORNWALL    COUNTY. 

{Eastern  JDivision*) 
William    Copeland    Bor- 

lase, 
Cbarles  Tbomas  Dyke  Ac- 
land. 

( Western  JDivision.) 
Sir  Jobn  St.  Aubyn,  bt., 
Artbnr  Pendarves  Vivian. 

TRURO. 

Sir    James    Macnagbten 
M*Garel-Hogg,  bt., 

Edward  William  Brydges 
WiUyams. 

PENRYN  AKD  FALMOUTH. 

David  James  Jenkins, 
Reginald  Balliol  Brett. 

BODMIN. 
Hon.     Edward     Frederic 
Leveson-Gower. 
LAUNCESTON. 

Sir  Hardinge  Stanley  Gif- 
fard,  knt. 

LISKEARD. 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

HELSTON. 
Walter    Napleton  Moles- 
wortb  St.  Aubyn. 

ST.  IVES. 
Cbarles  Campbell  Ross. 

CUMBERLAND 
COUNTY. 

{Eeutem  Division,) 
Edward  Stafford  Howard, 
George  James  Howard. 

( Western  Division,) 
David  Ainswortb, 
Hon.  Percy  Scawen  Wynd- 
bam 


Ziet  of 

CARLISLE. 
Bobert  Ferguson, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

COCKERMOUTH. 
Edward  Waugb. 

WHITEHAVEN. 
Rt.  bon.  GFeorge  Augustus 
Frederick        Cavendisb 
Bentinck. 

DEEBY  COUNTY. 

{North  Derbyshire,) 
Lord  Edward  Cavendisb, 
Jobn  Frederick  Cbeetbam. 

{South  Derbyshire.) 
Sir  Henry  Wibnot,  bt., 
Tbomas  William  Evans. 

{East  Derbyshire,) 
Alfred  Barnes, 
Hon.  Francis  Egerton. 

DERBY. 
Micbael  Tbomas  Bass, 
Rt.    Hon.     Sir    William 
George  Grenville  Ven- 
ables  Vernon  Harcourt. 

DEVON  COUNTY. 

{North  Devonshire.) 
Rt.  bon.  Sir  Stafford  Henry 

Nortbcote,  bt.,  G.C.B., 
Sir  Tbomas  Dyke  Acland, 

bt. 

( East  Devonshire . ) 
Sir   Jobn    Henry  Kenna- 

way,  bt., 
William  Hood  Walrond. 

{South  Devonshire.) 
Sir  Massey  Lopes,  bt., 
Jobn  Carpenter  Gamier. 

TIVERTON. 
Sir  Jobn  Heatbcoat  Heatb- 

cote-Amory,  bt.. 
Viscount  Ebrington. 

PLYMOUTH. 
Peter  Stewart  Macliver, 
Edward  George  Clarke. 

BARNSTAPLE. 
Sir  Robert  Walter  Garden, 

knt., 
Viscount  Lymington. 

DEVONPORT. 
Jobn  Henry  Puleston, 
George  Edward  Price. 

TAVISTOCK. 
Lord  Artbur  Russell. 

EXETER. 
Edward  Jobnson, 
Henry  Stafford  Nortbcote, 
03, 
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DORSET   COUNTY. 

Hon.  William  HenryBerke- 
ley  Portman, 

Jobn  Eloyer, 

Hon.  Edward  Henry  Tra- 
falgar Digby. 

WEYMOUTH  ATO  MELCOMBE 
REGIS. 

Heniy  Edwards, 
Sir  Frederick  Jobn  William 
Jobnstone,  bt. 

DORCHESTER. 
William  Ernest  Brymer. 

BRIDPORT. 
Cbarles  Nicbolas  Warton. 

SHAFTESBURY. 
Hon.  Sidney  Carr  Glyn. 

WAREHAM. 
Montague  Jobn  Guest. 

POOLE. 
Cbarles  Scbreiber. 

DURHAM  COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 
Cbarles  Mark  Palmer, 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 

{Southern  Division.) 

Sir  Josepb  WbitweU  Pease, 

bt., 
Hon.    Frederick   William 

Lambton. 

DURHAM  (CITY). 

Tbomas  Charles  Thompson, 

Sir  Farrer  Herscbell,  knt. 

SUNDERLAND. 

Edward  Temperley  Gour- 

ley, 
Samuel  Storey. 

GATESHEAD. 

Walter  Henry  James. 

SHIELDS  (SOUTH). 
James  Cocbran  Stevenson. 

DARLINGTON. 
Tbeodore  Fry. 

HARTLEPOOL. 
Tbomas  Richardson. 

STOCKTON. 
Josepb  Dodds. 

ESSEX  COUNTY, 

{fTest  Essex.) 

Sir  Henry  Jobn  Selwin-Ib- 

betson,  bt.. 
Lord  Eustace  Cecil. 


Meml&ri, 

Essex  Counit — eont 
{East  Essex.) 

James  Round, 
Samuel     Brise     Ruggles- 
Brise. 

{South  Essex.) 

Tbomas  Cbarles  Baring, 
William  Tbomas  Makins. 

COLCHESTER. 

Ricbard  Ejiigbt  Causton, 
WilHom  Wims. 

MALDON. 
George  Courtauld. 

HARWICH. 
Sir  Henry  Wbatley  Tyler, 
knt. 


GLOUCESTERCOUNTT. 

{Eeutam  Division. ) 
Rt.  bon.  Sir  Micbael  Ed- 
ward Hicks-Beacb,  bt., 
Jobn  Reginald  Yorke. 

( Western  Division,) 

Robert  Nigel  Fitzbardinge 

Kingscoto, 
Lord  Moreton. 

STROUD. 

Walter  Jobn  Stanton, 
Henry  Robert  Brand. 

TEWKESBURY. 
Ricbard  Biddulpb  Martin. 

CIRENCESTER. 

Tbomas  William  Cbester 
Master. 

CHELTENHAM. 

Cbarles  Conrad  Adolpbus 
du  Bois  de  Ferri^res 

GLOUCESTER. 
Cbarles  James  Monk, 


HEREFORD  COUNTY. 

Sir  Josepb  RusseU  Bailey, 

bt., 
Micbael  Biddulpb, 
Tbomas  Duckbam. 

HEREFORD. 
Josepb  Pulley, 
Robert  Tbresbie  Reid. 

LEOMINSTER, 

^ames  Rankin. 


Zi$i  of 


HERTFOED  COUNTY. 

Abel  Smith, 

Hon.      Henry     Frederick 

Cowper, 
Thomas  Frederick  Halsey. 

HERTFORD. 
Arthur  James  Balfour. 

HUNTmODON 
COUNTY. 

William.  Henry  Fellowes, 
Lord  Douglas  GK>rdon. 

HUNTINGDON. 
Yisoount  Hinchingbrook. 

KENT  COUNTY. 

{EoMUrm  Dimsiom.) 
Aretas  Akers  Douglas, 
Edward  Leigh  Pemberton. 

(  Wni  Kent.) 
Sir  Charles  Henry  Mills,  bt. , 
Viscount  Lewisham. 

{Mid  Kent.) 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  William  Hai-t 

I>ykey  bt., 
Sir  fkhnund  Filmer,  bt. 

ROCHESTER. 
Sir  Arthur  John  Otway,  bt. , 
Eo^r  Leigh. 

BCAmSTONE. 
Alexander  Henry  Eoss, 
John  Evans  Freke  Aylmer. 

GREENWICH. 
Thomas  William  Boord, 
Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

CHATHAM. 
John  Eldon  CK>r8t. 

GRAVESEND. 

Sir  Sydney  Hedley  Water- 
low,  bt. 

CANTERBURY. 


LANGASTEE   COUNTY. 

{North  Laneoihire.) 

Sandle    Joseph    Feilden, 

C.M.G.. 
Et.  Hon.  Frederick  Arthur 

Stanley. 

{N&rtK-€a»t  Lancoihtre.) 

Et.     Hon.    Marquess    of 

Hardngton, 
Frederick  William    Ghraf- 

ton. 

{St^dk-€a$t  Laneashvre,) 
Willitm  Agnew, 
Bobert  Ledke, 


{COMMONS,  1883} 
Lakcasteb  County — cont, 

(South-wett  Lanecuhire.) 
Et.  Hon.  SirEichard  Asshe- 

ton  Cross,  G.C.B., 
John  Ireland  Blackbume. 

LIVERPOOL. 
Edward  Whitley, 
Lord  Claud  John  Hamilton , 
Samuel  Smith. 

MANCHESTER. 
John  Slagg, 
Jacob  Bright, 
Hugh  Birley. 

PRESTON. 
William  Farrer  Ecroyd, 
William  Edward  Murray 
Tomlinson. 

WIGAN. 
Thomas  Knowles, 
Hon.  Algernon  Fulke  Eger- 
ton. 

BOLTON. 
John  Kynaston  Cross, 
John  Pennington  Thomas- 
son. 

BLACKBURN. 
William  Edward  Briggs, 
William  Coddington. 

OLDHAM. 
John  Tomlinson  Hibbert, 
Hon.  Edward  Lyulph  Stan- 
ley. 

SALFORD. 
Benjamin  Armitage, 
Eobert  Arthur  Arnold. 

CLITHEROE. 
Eichard  Fort. 

ASHTON-UNDEU-LYNE. 
Hugh  Mason. 

BURY. 
Eobert  Needham  Philips. 

ROCHDALE. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

WARRINGTON. 
John  Gordon  McMinnies. 

BURNLEY. 
Peter  Eylands. 

STALEYBRIDGE. 
William  Sunmiers. 

LEICESTEE  COUNTY. 

{Nortkem  DimaUm.) 
Et.  hon.  Lord  John  Man- 
ners, G.C.B. 
Edwyn  Sherard  Bumaby. 

( Southern  DwiMion, ) 
Thomas  Tertius  Paget, 
Albert  FeU, 


l/emlen, 

LEICESTER. 

Peter  Alfred  Taylor, 
Alexander  M 'Arthur. 

UNCOLN  COUNTY. 

{North  Lincolnshire,) 
Eowland  Winn, 
Et.  Hon.  James  Lowther. 

{Mid  Lincolnshire.) 
Henry  Chaplin, 
Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

{South  Lincolnshire.) 

John  Compton  Lawrance. 
Sir  William  Earle  Welby- 
Gregory,  bt. 

GRANTHAM. 

John  William  Mellor, 
Charles  Savile  Eoundell. 
BOSTON. 


STAMFORD. 

Marston  Clarke  Biiszard. 

GRIMSBY  (GREAT). 
Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN. 
Charles  Seely, 
John  Hinde  Palmer. 

MIDDLESEX  COUNTY. 

Et.    Hon.    Lord    George 

Francis  Hcunilton, 
Octavius  Edward  Coope. 
WESTMINSTER. 

Et.   Hon.  William  Henry 

Smith, 
Lord    Algernon    Malcolm 

Arthur  Percy, 

TOWER  HAMLETS. 
James  Bryce, 
Charles  Thomson  Eitchie. 

HACKNEY. 
Et.  Hon.  Henry  Fawcett, 
John  Holms. 

FINSBURY. 
Sir  Andrew  Lusk,  bt., 
William    Torrens    M'Cul- 
lagh  Torrens. 

MARYLEBONE. 
Sir     Thomas     Chambers, 

knt., 
Daniel  Grant. 

CHELSEA. 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Went- 

worth  Dilke,  bt., 
Joseph    Firth    Bottomley 

Firth. 
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LONDON  (UNIVERSITY). 
Sir  John  Lubbook,  bt. 

LONDON. 
"William  James  Eiclimond 

Cotton, 
Eobert  Nicholas  Fowler, 
Rt.  hon.  John  Gellibrand 

Hubbard, 
William  Lawrence. 


MONMOUTH  COUNTY. 
Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay 
Morgan, 

John  Allan  Bolls. 

MONMOUTH. 
Edward  Hamer  Carbutt. 

NORFOLK  COUNTY. 

( West  Norfolk,) 
William  Amhurst  Tyssen 

Amherst, 
George    William    Pierre- 
pont  Bentinck. 

(North  Norfolk.) 
Sir  Edmund  HenryKnowles 

Lacon,  bt., 
Edward  Birkbeck. 

{South  Norfolk.) 
Sir  Robert  JacobBuxton,bt. 
Robert  Thomhagh  Gurdon. 

LYNN    REGIS. 
Sir  William  Ho  veil  Browne 

Ffolkes,  bt,, 
Rt.  Hon.  Robert  Bourke. 

NORWICH. 
Jeremiah  James  Colman, 
Jacob  Henry  TiUett. 

NORTHAMPTON 
COUNTY. 

(Northern  DivUion.) 

Hon.      Charles      Robert 
Spencer, 

Lord  Burghley. 

(Souihem  Division.) 
Sir  Rainald  Knightley,  bt., 

Pickering  Phipps. 

PETERBOROUGH. 
Hon.  William  John  Went- 

worth  Fitzwilliam, 
George  Hampden Whalley. 

NORTHAMPTON. 
Henry  Labouchere, 
Charhi  Bradlaugh. 
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NOETHTTMBBELAND   CoUNTY 

— eont, 

{Southern  Division.) 
Albert  Henry  George  Ghrey , 
Wentworth  Blackett  Beau- 
mont. 

MORPETH. 
Thomas  Burt. 

TYNEMOUTH. 
Thomas  Eustace  Smith. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE. 

Joseph  Cowen, 

Ashton  Wentworth  Dilke. 

BERWICK-UPON-TWEED. 

David  Milne  Home, 
Hubert     Edward     Henry 
Jemiugham. 


MemhiTi. 

WOODSTOCK. 
Lord     Eandolph     Henry 
Spencer  Churchill. 

BANBURY. 
Bemhard  Samuelson. 


NOETHUMBEELAND 

COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 

Et.    hon.    Henry    G^rge 

(Percy)  Earl  Percy , 
Sir  Matthew  White  Kidley, 
bt, 


NOTTINGHAM 
COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division,) 
Cecil  George  Savile  Fol- 

jambe, 
Viscount  Galway. 

{Southern  Division.) 

George  Storor, 

Thomas  Blackborne  Thoro- 

ton  Hildyard. 

NEWARK-UPON-TRENT. 

Thomas  Earp, 
William  Newzam  Nichol- 
son. 

RETFORD  (EAST). 

Francis  John  Savile  Fol- 

jambe, 
Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin. 
NOTTINGHAM. 

Charles  Seely,  jun., 
Arnold  Morley. 


OXFOED  COUNTY. 

John  Sidney  North, 
William  Comwallis  Cart- 
wright, 
Edward  William  Harcourt. 

OXFORD  (UNIVERSITY). 
Et.  hon.  Sir  John  Eobert 

Mowbray,  bt., 
John  Gilbert  Talbot. 

OXFORD  (CITY). 


EUTLAND  COUNTY. 

Et.  hon.Gerard  JamesNoel, 
George  Henry  Finch. 

SALOP  COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 
Viscount  Newport, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

{Southern  Division.) 
Sir  Bald wyn Leighton,  bt., 
John  Edmund  Seveme. 

SHREWSBURY. 

Charles  Cecil  Cotes, 
Henry  Eobertson. 
WENLOCK. 
Alexander         Hargreaves 

Brown, 
Cecil      Theodore      Weld 

Forester. 

LUDLOW. 
Hon.      George       Herbert 
Windsor  Windsor-Clive. 

BRIDGNORTU. 

William  Henry  Foster. 

SOMEESET  COUNTY. 

{Eastern  Division.) 

Sir  PhiUp  John  WiUiam 

Miles,  St., 
Lord  Brooke. 

(Mid  Division.) 
Eichard  Homer  Paget, 
Wmiam     Stephen     Gore- 
Langton. 

( Western  Division, ) 
Mordaunt  Fenwick  Bisset, 
Edward  James  Stanley. 

BATH. 

SirArthurDivettHayter,bt., 
Edmond    Eobert    Wode- 
house. 

TAUNTON. 

Sir  Henry  James,  knt., 

Samuel  Charles  Allsopp. 
FROME. 

Henry  Bemhard  Samuel- 
son. 

BRISTOL. 
Samuel  Morley, 
I^ewis  Frjr. 
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SOUTHAMPTON 

COUNTY. 

{Northern  IHmHom.) 

Williun  Wither  Bramston 

Beach, 
Et.  hon.  George    Sclater- 
Booth. 

{Semihem  IHuition.) 
Lord  Heniy  John  Montagu- 
Douglas-Scott, 
Francis  Compton. 

WINCHESTER. 
Eichard  Moss, 
Tiscoont  Baring. 

PORTSMOUTH. 
Hon.ThomasCharlesBruce, 
Sir     Henry      I>runmiond 
Wolflf,  G.C.M.O.,  K.C.B. 

LYMINGTON. 
Edmund  Hegan  Kennard. 

ANDOVER. 
Francis  WiUiam  Buxton. 

CDRISTCHURCH. 
Horace  Darej. 

PETERSFIELD. 
William  Nicholson. 

SOUTHAMPTON. 
Henry  Lee, 
Charles  Parker  Butt. 

STAFFORD  COUNTY. 

(Xcrtkem  Division.) 
William  Young  Craig, 
Harry  Tichbome    Daven- 
port. 

( Wttt^m  Dtvisivn.) 
Alexander  Staveley  HiU, 
Francis  Monckton. 

( Eastern  Division. ) 
Michael  Arthur  Bass, 
Henry  Wiggin. 

STAFFORD. 
Charles  Benjamin  Bright 

M'Laren, 
T  homaa  Salt. 

TAMWORTH. 

Hamar  Alfred  Bass, 

Jabez  Spencer  Balfour. 

KEWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME. 

Charles  Donaldson    Hud- 
son, 

William  Shex3herd  Allen. 
WOLVERHAMPTON. 

Rt.  hon.  Charles  Pelham 
Yilliers, 

Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT. 
William  WoodaU, 
Henry  Broadhurst. 
WALSALL. 
Sir  Charles  Forster,  bt. 
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WEDNESBURT. 
Alexander  Brogden. 
LICHFIELD. 
Theophilus  John  Levett. 


SUFFOLK  COUNTY. 

(Eastern  Division.) 

Frederick  St.  John  Newde- 

gate  Bame, 
Lord  Hendlesham. 

( Wesiem  Dnnsion.) 
WiUiam  BiddeH, 

Thomas  ThomhiU. 
IPSWICH. 
Thomas  Clement  Cobbold, 

C.B.y 

Jesse  CoUings. 

BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS. 
Joseph  Alfred  Hardcastle, 

Edward  Greene. 
EYE. 
Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett. 

SUEEEY  COUNTY. 

(East  Surrey.) 
William  Grantham, 
James  Watney. 

(Mid  Surrey.) 
Sir  Heniy  William  Peek,bt. 
Sir   James    John    Trevor 
Lawrence,  bt. 

{West  Surrey.) 
Et.  hon.  George  Cubitt, 
Hon.    William    St.    John 
Fremantle  Brodrick. 
SOUTHWARK. 
Arthur  Cohen, 
James    Edwin     Thorold 

Bogers. 

LAMBETH. 
Sir  James  Clarke  Lawrence, 

bt., 
Sir  William  McArthur,  kt., 

K.C.M.G. 

GUILDFORD. 
Denzil  Roberts  Onslow. 

SUSSEX  COUNTY. 

{Eastern  Division.) 
George  Burrow  Gregory, 
Montague  David  Scott. 

( Western  Division.) 
Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Bart- 
telot,  bt., 

Earl  of  March. 

SHOREHAM  (NEW). 

Sir  Walter  Wyndham  Bur- 
rell,  bt., 

Eobert  Loder. 

BRIGHTHELMSTONE. 

John  Eobert  HoUond, 

William  Thackeray  Mar- 
riott. 

CHICHESTER. 

Et.Hon.LordHenry  George 
Charles  Gk>rdon  Lennox. 


Jaefnoefi^ 

LEWES. 
William  Langham  Chtistio. 

HORSHAM. 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt. 

MIDHURST. 
Sir  Henry  Thurston  Hol- 
land, bt.,  K.C.M.G. 

WARWICK  COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 

William  Bromley  Daven- 
port, 

Charles  Newdigate  Newde- 
gate. 

( Southern  Division.) 

Sir  John  Eardley  Eardley 
Wihnot,  bt., 

Hon.     Gilbert    Henry 
Chandos  Leigh. 

BIRMINGHAM. 
Philip  Heniy  Muntz, 
Et.  hon.  John  Bright, 
Et.  hon.  Joseph  Chamber* 
lain. 

WARWICK. 
Arthur  WeUesley  Peel, 
George  William  John  Eep- 
ton. 

COVENTRY. 
WHliam  Henry  Wills, 
Henry  WiUiam  Eaton. 

WESTMOEELAND 
COUNTY. 

Earl  of  Bective, 
Hon.  William  Lowther. 

KENDAL. 
James  Cropper. 


(WIGHT)  ISLE  OF. 

Hon.    Anthony    Evelyn 
Melbourne  Ashley. 

NEWPORT.  ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Charles  Cavendi^  Clifford. 


WILTS  COUNTY. 

{Northern  Division.) 
Walter  Hume  Long, 
George  Thomas  John  So- 
theron  Estcourt. 

{Southern  Division.) 
Et.  hon.  Lord  Henry  Frede- 
rick Thynne, 
Viscount  Folkestone. 
NEW  SARUM  (SALISBURY). 
John  Passmore  Edwards, 
Coleridge  John  Kennard. 
CRICKLADE. 

Mervin    Herbert    Nevil 

Story-Maskeljme, 
Sir  Daniel  Gooch|  bt. 
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DEVIZES. 
Sir  Thomas  Bateson,  bt. 

MARLBOROUGH. 
Bt.hoii.  LordCharlesBruce. 

CHIPPENHAM. 
Sir  Gabriel  Goldney,  bt. 

CALNE. 
Lord  Edmond  George  Petty 

Fitzmaurice. 

MALMESBURY. 

Cbarles  William  Miles. 
WESTBURY. 

Charles  Nicholas  Paul 
Phipps. 

WILTON. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

WORCESTEE  COUNTY. 

{Eastern  Divigion.) 
William  Henry  Gladstone, 
George    Woodyatt    Hast- 
ings. 

( Western  Division.) 
Sir     Edmund     Anthoney 

Harley  Lechmere,  bt., 
Frederick  Winn  Knight. 

EVESHAM. 
Frederick    Dixon    Dixon- 
Hartland. 

DROITWICH. 
John  Corbett. 

BEWDLEY. 
Enoch  Baldwin. 

DUDLEY. 
Henry  Brinsley  Sheridan.  • 

KIDDERMINSTER. 
John  Brinton. 

WORCESTER. 
Thomas  Rowley  Hill, 
.ZBneas  John  Mclntyre. 

YORK  COUNTY. 

(North  Riding.) 

Sir  Frederick  Acclom  Mil- 
bank,  bt., 

Hon.  Guy  Cuthbert  Daw- 
nay. 

[East  Riding.) 

Christopher  Sykes, 

William  Henry  Harrison 
Broadley. 

( West  Riding tNorthemDivision.) 

Sir  Matthew  Wilson,  bt., 

Isaac  Holden. 

(  West  Riding t  Eastern  Division,) 

Sir  Andrew  Fairbaim, 
knt.. 

Sir  John  William  Rams- 
den,  bt, 

( West  Riding,Soulkern  Divition.) 
Hon.  William  Henry  Went- 

worth  Fitzwilliam, 
William  Henry  Leatham. 
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York  County — cent 

LEEDS, 
John  Barran, 
William  Lawies  Jackson, 
Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

PONTEFRAOT. 
Rt.    hon.    Hugh    Culling 

Eardley  Childers, 
Sidney  Woolf  . 

SCARBOROUGH. 
William  Sproston  Cfidne, 
Rt.  hon.  John  George  Dod- 
son. 

SHEFFIELD. 
Rt.    hon.    Anthony    John 

Mundella, 
Charles     Beilby     Stuart- 
Wortley. 

BRADFORD. 
Rt.  hon.  William  Edward 

Forster, 
Alfred  Illingworth. 

HALIFAX. 
Rt.  hon.  James  Stansfeld, 
Thomas  Shaw. 

KNARESBOROUGII. 
Thomas  Collins. 

MALTON. 

Hon.      Charles      William 

Went  worth  -  Fitzwilliam . 

RICHMOND. 

Hon.  John  Charles  Dundas. 

RIPON. 
Rt.  hon.  George  Joachim 
Goschen. 

NORTHALLERTON. 
George  William  Elliot. 

THIRSK. 
Hon.  Lewis  Payn  Dawnay. 

HUDDERSFIELD. 
Edward  Aldam  Leatham. 

WAKEFIELD. 
Robert  Bownas  Mackie. 

WHITBY. 
Arthur  Pease. 

MIDDLESBOROUGU. 
Isaac  Wilson. 

DEWSBURY. 

John  Simon. 

YORK  CITY. 

Ralph  Creyke, 

Joseph  Johnson  Leeman. 

KINGSTON-UPON-DULL. 

Charles  Morgan  Norwood, 

Charles  Henry  Wilson. 


ifemheri. 

Baboks    of    the    CiNQire 
Ports — cent 

HASTINGS. 
Charles  James  Murray, 

Sir  Thomas  Brassey,K  O.C 

SANDWICH. 
Henry  Arthur  Brassey, 

HYTHE. 
Sir  Edward  William  Wat- 
kin,  bt. 

RYE. 
Frederick  Andrew  Inder- 
wick. 

WALES. 


ANGLESEA. 
Richard  Davies. 

BEAUMARIS. 
Morgan  Lloyd. 


BARONS  OF  THE 

CINQUE  PORTS. 

DOVER. 

Charles  Kaye  Freshfield, 

Alexander  George  Dickson. 


BRECKNOCK  COUNTY. 
William  FuUer  Maitland. 

BRECKNOCK. 
Cyril  Flower. 

CARDIGAN  COUNTY. 
Lewis  Pugh  Pugh. 

CARDIGAN,  &o. 
David  Davies. 

CARMARTHEN 
COUNTY. 

Walter  RiceHowellPowell, 
Viscount  Emlyn. 

CARMARTHEN.  &o. 
Sir  John  Jones  Jenkins,  kt« 

CARNARVON  COUNTY. 
William  Rathbone. 

CARNARVON,  Ac. 
Thomas    Love   Duncombe 
Jones-Parry. 

DENBIGH  COUNTY. 

SirWatkinWilliamsWynn, 

bt., 
Rt.  hon.  George  Osborne 

Morgan. 

DENBIGH,  dsc. 
Sir  Robert  Alfred  Cunliffe, 

bt. 

FLINT  COUNTY. 
Right  Hon.  Lord  Richard 
Grosvenor. 

FLINT,  &o. 
John  Roberts. 

GLAMORGAN  COUNTY. 
Christopher    Rice    Mausel 

Talbot, 
Sir  Henry  Hu68eyVivian,bt, 


!Lisi  of 

OlAMO^GAN    CJOTJWTY €<mL 

MERTHTK  TYDVIL. 
Heniy  'Eicliaid, 

Charlee  Herbert  Tames. 

CARDIFF,  Ac. 
Sir  Edward  James  Heed, 

SWANSEA,  &c. 
Levis  Llewelljn  Dillwyn. 

MERIONETH  COUNTY. 
Samnel  Holland. 


MONTGOMERY 
COUNTY. 
Stuart  Eendel. 

MONTGOMERY.  Ac. 
Hon.  Frederick  Stephen  Ar- 
chibald Hanbuiy-Tracy. 

PEMBROKE  COUNTY. 
"VriUiam  Davies. 

PEMBROKE.  Ac. 
Henry  George  Allen. 

DAVERFORDWEST. 
Rt  Hon.  Lord  Kensington. 

RADNOR  COUNTY. 
Sir  Ricbard  Green  Price, 

bt. 

NEW  RADNOR. 
Samuel     Charles      Evans 

Williams. 


SCOTLAND. 

ABERDEENSUIRE. 
{Ea»i  Aberdeenshire.) 
Hod.  Sir  Alexander  Hamil- 
ton Gordon,  K.C.B. 
{West  Aberdeenshire.) 
Robert  Farqubarson. 

ABERDEEN. 
John  Webster,  LL.D. 

ARGYLE. 
Lord  Colin  Campbell. 

AYR. 

{Xorth  Ayrshire.) 

Robert  William  Cochran- 
Patrick. 

{South  Ayrshire.) 

CoL  Claud  Alexander. 

KILMARNOCK,  RENFREW. 

Ac. 
John  Dick-Peddie. 

BURGHS  OF  AYR,  Ac. 
Ridiard  Frederick  Fother- 
ingham  Campbell. 
BANFF. 
Robert  William  Doff. 

BERWICK. 
HoD.EdwardMarj  oribanks. 

BUTE. 
Charles?  Daliymplo. 
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CAITHNESSSHIRE. 
Sir   John    George    Tolle- 
mache  Sinclair,  bt. 

WICK,  KIRKWALL,  Ao. 
John  Pender. 

CLACKMANNAN  AND 
KINROSS. 

Rt.  hon.  John  Blair  Bal- 
four. 

DUAfBARTON. 
Archibald  Orr  Ewing. 

DUMFRIESSHIRE. 
Robert  Jardine. 

DUMFRIES,  Ao. 
Ernest  Noel. 

EDINBURGHSHIRE. 
Rt.    hon.  William  Ewart 
Gladstone. 

EDINBURGH. 
Thomas  Rybum  Buchanan, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

UNIVERSITIES    OF    EDIN- 
BURGH  AND  ST.  ANDREWS. 

Rt.  hon.  Lyon  Playfair. 

BURGHS  OF  LEITH,  Ac. 
Andrew  Grant. 

ELGIN  AND  NAIRN. 
Sir    George     Macpherson 

Grant,  bt. 

BURGHS  OF  ELGIN,  Ac. 
Alexander  Asher. 

FIFE. 
Hon.Robert  Preston  Bruce. 

BURGHS  OF  ST.  ANDREWS. 

Stephen  Williamson. 

KIRKCALDY.  DYSART.  Ac. 
Sir  George  Campbell,  knt. 

FORFAR. 
James  William  Barclay. 

TOWN  OF  DUNDEE. 
George  Armitstead, 
Frank  Henderson. 

MONTROSE,  Ac. 
Rt.  hon.  William  Edward 
Baxter. 

HADDINGTON. 

Lord  Elcho. 

HADDINGTON  BURGHS. 
Alexander  Craig  Sellar. 

INVERNESS. 

Donald  Cameron. 

INVERNESS,  Ac. 

Charles  Eraser  Mackintosh. 
KINCARDINESHIRE. 

Sir  George  Balfour,  K.C.B. 
KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 

John  Heron-Maxwell. 


itemlerh. 

LANARK. 

{North  Lanarkshire.) 

Sir  Thomas  Edward  Cole- 
brooke,  bt. 

{South  Lanarkshire.) 
John      Glencaim     Carter 
Hamilton. 

GLASGOW. 
George  Anderson, 
Charles  Cameron,  LL.D., 
Robert  TweedieMiddleton. 

UNIVERSITIES  OF  GLAS- 
GOW  AND  ABERDEEN. 
James  Alexander    Camp- 
bell, LL.D. 

LINLITHGOW. 
Peter  McLagan. 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 
Samuel  Laing. 

PEEBLES  AND  SELKIRK. 
Charles  Tennant. 
PERTH. 
Sir         Donald        Currie, 
K.C.M.G. 

TOWN  OF  PERTH. 
Charles  Stuart  Parker. 
RENFREWSHIRE. 
Alexander  Crum. 
PAISLEY. 
William  Holms. 

GREENOCK. 
James  Stewart. 

ROSS  AND  CROMARTY. 
Sir  Alexander  Matheson,bt. 

ROXBURGH. 
Hon.  Arthur  Ralph  Doug- 
las ElHot. 

HAWICK.  SELKIRK,  Ac. 
Rt.  Hon.  George  Otto  Tre- 
velyan. 

STIRLING. 
Joseph  Cheney  Bolton. 

STIRLING.  Ac. 
Henry    Campbell-Banner- 
man. 

FALKIRK,  Ao.  BURGHS. 
John  Ramsay. 

SUTHERLAND. 
Marquess  of  Stafford. 

WIGTON. 
Sir  Herbert  Eustace  Max- 
well, bt. 

WIGTON,  Ac.  BURGHS. 
Rt.  hon.  Sir  Jobn  Charles 
Dalrymple  Hay,  bt. 


IRELAND. 

ANTRIM  COUNTY. 
James  Chaine, 
Edward  Macnaghten. 

BELFAST. 
William  Ewart, 
James  Porter  CoiTy, 
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LISBURN. 
Sir  Bichard  Wallace,  bt. 

CARRICKFERGUS. 
ThomaB  Greer. 

ARMAGU  COUNTY. 
James  Nicholson  Richard- 
son, 
Maxwell  Charles  Close. 

ARMAGH    (CITY). 

George  De  La  Poer  Beres- 

ford. 

CARLOW  COUNTY. 

Edmund  Dwyer  Gray, 

Donald  Home  Macfarlane. 

CARLOW  (BOROUGH). 
Charles  Dawson. 

CAVAN  COUNTY. 
Charles  Joseph  Fay, 
Joseph  Gillis  Biggar. 
CLARE  COUNTY. 
The  0' Gorman  Mahon, 
William  Henry  0*Shea. 

ENNIS. 
Matthew  Joseph  Kenny. 

CORK  COUNTY. 
William  Shaw, 
David  Latouche  Colthurst. 

CORK  (CITY). 
John  Daly, 
Charles  Stewart  Parnell. 

YOUGHAL. 
Sir  Joseph  Neal  McKenna, 
knt. 

BANDON  BRIDGE. 
Bichard  Lane  Allman. 

KINSALE. 
Eugene  Collins. 

MALLOW. 
William  O'Brien. 

DONEGAL  COUNTY. 
Thomas  Lea, 
John  Kinnear. 

DOWN  COUNTY. 
Lord  Arthur  William  Hill, 
Viscount  Castlereagh. 

NEWRY. 
Henry  Thomson. 

DOWNPATRICK. 
John  MulhoUand. 

DUBLIN  COUiNTY. 
Et.  hon.  Thomas  Edward 

Taylor, 
Ion  Trant  Hamilton. 
DUBLIN  (CITY). 
Maurice  Brooks, 
Eobert  Dyer  Lyons. 

DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 
Bt.    hon.  David    Bobert 

Plunket, 
Bt.  hon.  Edward  Gibson. 
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FERMANAGH. 
William  Humphrys  Arch- 
dale, 
Viscount  Crichton. 

ENNISKILLEN.. 
Viscount  Cole. 

GALWAY  COUNTY. 
Mitchell  Henry, 
Colonel  John  Philip  Nolan. 

GALWAY  (BOROUGH). 
John  Orrell  Lever, 
Thomas  P.  O'Connor. 

KERRY. 
Sir   Bowland  Blennerhas- 

sett,  bt., 
Eowland    Ponsonby  Blen- 
nerhassett. 

TRALEE. 
The  O'Donoghue. 
KILDARE. 
James  Leahy, 
Charles    Henry    Meldon, 
LL.D. 

KILKENNY. 
Edward  Mulhallen  Mainim, 
Patrick  L.  Martin. 

KILKENNY  (CITY). 
John  Francis  Smith  wick. 

KING'S  COUNTY. 
Sir  Patrick  O'Brien,  bt., 
Bernard  Charles  Molloy. 

LEITRIM  COUNTY. 
Arthur  Loftus  Tottenham, 
Francis  O'Beime. 

LIMERICK  COUNTY. 
William  Henry  0' Sullivan, 
Edmund  John  Sjnan. 
LIMERICK  (CITY). 
Richard  O'Shaughnessy, 
Daniel  FitzGeraldGabbett. 
LONDONDERRY  COUNTY. 
Sir  Thomas  M'Clure,  bt., 
Bt.  Hon.  Andrew  Marshal 
Porter. 

OOLERAINE. 
Sir  Henry  Hervey  Bruce, 
bt. 

LONDONDERRY  (CITY). 
Charles  Edward  Lewis. 
LONGFORD  COUNTY. 
George  Errington, 
Justin  McCarthy. 

LOUTH  COUNTY. 
Philip  Callan, 
Alan  Henry  Bellingham. 

DUNDALK. 
Charles  Eussell. 

DROGUEDA. 
Benjamin  Whitworth. 

MAYO  COUNTY. 
John  O'Connor  Power, 
Isaac  Nelson. 


Menileri. 

MEATH  COUNTY. 
Eobert  Henry  Metge, 
Edward  Sheil. 

MONAGHAN  COUNTY. 
John  GKvan, 
William  Findlater, 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 
Bichard  Lalor, 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

PORTARLINGTON. 

Hon.     Bernard     Edward 

Bumaby  Fitzpatrick. 

ROSCOMMON  COUNTY. 
Andrew  Commins,  LL.D., 
James  O'Kelly. 

SLIGO  CO  UNIT. 
Thomas  Sexton, 
Denis  Maurice  O'Conor. 

TIPPERARY  COUNTY. 
Patrick  James  Smyth, 
John  Dillon. 

CLONMEL. 
Arthur  Moore. 

TYRONE  COUNTY. 
John  William  EUison  Ma- 
cartney, 
ThomasAlexanderDickson. 

DUNGANNON. 
James  Dickson. 

;      WATERFORD  COUNTY. 
Henry  ViUiers   Stuart,  of 

Dromana, 
I  John  Aloysius  Blake. 

DUNGARVAN. 
I  Frank  Hugh  O'Donnell. 

WATERFORD  (CITY). 
!  Eichard  Power, 
Edmund  Leamy. 

I  WESTMEATH  COUNTY, 
i  Timothy  Daniel  Sullivan, 
;  Henry  Joseph  Gill. 

ATHLONE. 
i  Sir  John  Ennis,  bt. 

WEXFORD  COUNTY. 
'  John  Barry, 
I  Garrett  Michael  Byrne. 

WEXFORD  (BOROUGH). 
Timothy  Michael  Healy. 

NEW  ROSS. 
Jolin  Edward  Eedmond. 

WICKLOW  COUNT V. 
William  Joseph  Corbet, 
James  Carlile  M'Coan. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 


IN    THE 


FovHTH  Session  of  the  Twenty-Second  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland^ 
appointed  to  meet  29  April,  1880,  in  the  Forty-third 
Year  of  the  Ebign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


FIE8T    VOLUME    OP    SESSION    1883, 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thursday y   \bih  February,  1883. 


THEPAELIAMENT,  which  had  been 
Prorogued  from  the  2nd  December, 
J  81^2,  to  the  16th  February,  1883,  met 
this  daj  for  the  despatch  of  Business, 
according  to  Proclamation,  as  follows : — 

''BY  TEE  QUEEN" A   PROCLAMATION. 
"  Victoria  R. 

**  Whereas  Our  Parliament  stands  prorogued 
to  Tkurtdmy  the  Fifteenth  Day  of  February  One 
tlu^Qsand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-threo :  We 
by  and  with  the  Advice  of  Oar  Privy  Council, 
hereby  issue  Our  Royal  Proclamation,  and 
rablifih  and  declare  Our  Royal  Will  and  Plea- 
sure that  the  said  Parliament  shall,  on  the  said 
TkurtdMf  the  Fifteenth  Day  of  February  One 
thwiisud  eight  hundred  and  eighty-three,  as- 
semble and  be  holden  for  the  Despatch  of  divers 
urgent  and  important  Affairs ;  And  the  Lords 

TOL.  OCLXXVI.    [third  sbribs.] 


Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  the  Knights, 
Citizens,  and  Burgesses,  and  the  Commissioners 
for  Shires  and  Burghs,  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, are  hereby  required  and  commanded  to 
give  their  Attendance  accordingly,  at  JFest- 
mimtery  on  the  said  Thursday  the  Fifteenth 
Day  of  February  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-three. 


'*  Given  at  Our  Court  at  Otbome  Houee^  Itle 
of  Wight,  this  Twenty-eighth  Day  of  December, 
in  the  Year  of  our  Lord  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-two,  and  in  the  Forty-sixth 
Year  of  Our  Reign. 

**  God  save  the  Queen." 

The  Session  was  opened  by  Commis* 
sion. 

The  House  of  Peebs  being  met ; 

The  LOED  OHANOELLOE  ac- 
quainted  the  House, 

"That  it  not  being  convenient  for  Her 
Majesty  to  be  personally  here  present  this  day. 
She  has  been  pleased  to  cause  a  Commission 
under  the  Great  Seal  to  be  prepared,  in  order 
to  the  holding  of  this  Parliament.  * ' 

B 


3 


The  QueenU 


Then  Five  of  the  Lords  Commi88Ioners 
— namely,  The  Lord  High  Ohancbllor, 
The  Lord  Privy  Seal  (The  Lord  Car- 
lingford);  The  Lord  High  Steward 
(The  Earl  Sydney) ;  The  Earl  of  Cork 
AND  Orrery  (Master  of  the  Buckhounds), 
and  The  Lord  Monson  (Captain  of  the 
Yeomen  of  the  Guard) — being  in  their 
Bobes,  and  seated  on  a  Form  placed  be- 
tween the  Throne  and  the  Woolsack, 
commanded  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the 
Black  Eod  to  let  the  Commons  know 
"  The  Lords  Commissioners  desire  their 
immediate  Attendance  in  this  House, 
to  hear  the  Commission  read." 

Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker : — The  Commission  was  read  by 
the  Clerk  r—Then 


THE  QUEEN'S    SPEECH. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  delivered 
Her  Majesty*  s  Speech  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  as  follows  :  — 

"  My  Lords^  and  GentUmen^ 

"  I  have  summoned  you  at  a  date 
somewhat  later  than  is  usual,  on  ac- 
count of  the  advanced  period  to  which 
the  labours  of  the  last  Session  were 
protracted. 

"  I  have  the  satisfaction  of  main- 
taining with  all  foreign  Powers  rela- 
tions of  friendship  and  good-will. 

"At  the  close  of  the  last  Session  I  had 
the  pleasure  of  recording  my  gratitude 
to  my  sea  and  land  forces  for  suppress- 
ing with  rapidity  and  completeness  a 
formidable  rebellion  in  Egypt.  Since 
then  tranquillity  has  been  restored  to 
that  country,  clemency  has  been  shown 
by  its  Ruler  to  the  leaders  of  the  re- 
bellion, and  the  withdrawal  of  the 
British  troops  is  proceeding  as  expe- 
ditiously as  a  prudent  consideration  of 
the  circumstances  will  p,dmit. 

"  The  reconstitution  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  and  the  reorganization 
of  its  affairs  under  the  authority  of 
the  Khedive  have  in  part  been  accom- 
plished, and  will  continue  to  receive 
my  earnest  attention.    It  will  be  my 
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endeavour  to  secure  that  full  provision 
shall  be  made  for  the  exigencies  of 
order,  for  a  just  representation  of  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  population, 
and  for  the  observance  of  international 
obligations. 

**  I  have  already  been  able  to  fulfil 
the  promise  made  by  me  to  the  Sultan 
and  to  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe, 
that  I  would  submit  to  their  friendly 
consideration  the  arrangements  which 
appeared  to  me  to  be  the  best  fitted  to 
insure  the  stability  of  the  Khedive's 
Government,  the  prosperity  and  happi- 
ness of  the  Egyptian  people,  the  secu- 
rity of  the  Suez  Canal,  and  the  peace 
of  Europe  in  the  East. 

"  To  those  objects  my  policy  has 
been  directed  in  the  past  and  will  be 
addressed  in  the  future;  and  I  con- 
tinue  to  rely  with  confidence  on  its 
just  appreciation  by  other  countries. 

'*  A  Conference  of  the  Great  Powers 
has  assembled  in  London  to  consider 
measures  for  better  securing  the  free- 
dom of  navigation  on  the  Danube, 
which  is  placed  under  their  guarantee, 
and  forms  part  of  the  public  law  of 
Europe. 

"  The  condition  of  Zululand,  and 
the  possibility  of  renewed  disturbances 
there,  have  engaged  my  most  serious 
attention.  With  a  view  to  the  pre- 
servation of  peace  and  order,  I  have 
caused  the  former  Ruler  of  that  coun- 
try to  be  replaced  in  possession  of  the 
greater  part  of  the  territories  held  by 
him  before  the  war,  I  earnestly  hope 
that  this  step  may  lead  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  more  stable  government, 
and  to  the  maintenance  of  good  rela- 
tions betwen  the  Zulu  nation  and  the 
adjoining  Colony  of  Natal. 

"  Papers  on  these  subjects  will  be 
presented  to  you. 
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The  Lord 


(Pebkuaby  15,  1883) 


Chancellor. 


"  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of 
CommonSy 

"Tbe  Estimates  for  the  services  of 
the  coming  year  are  in  a  forward  state 
of  preparation,  and  will  be  speedily 
laid  before  you. 

"My  Lords,  and  Gentlemen , 
*'  I  am  happy  to  state  that  the  im- 
provement in  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland,  to  which  I  referred  in  Decem- 
ber, continues.  Agrarian  crime  has 
sensibly  diminished,  and  the  law  has 
been  everywhere  upheld. 

**  At  the  same  time,  the  existence  of 
dangerous  Secret  Societies  in  Dublin 
and  other  parts  of  the  country  calls  for 
unremitting  energy  and  vigilance  on 
the  part  of  the  Executive. 

''Measures  will  be  promptly  sub- 
mitted to  you  for  the  codification  of 
Criminal  Law;  for  the  establishment  of 
a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal ;  and  for 
the  amendment  and  consolidation  of 
the  laws  relating  to  Bankruptcy  and 
Patents.  There  will  also  be  brought 
to  your  early  notice  Bills  for  prevent- 
ing Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections,  and 
for  perpetuating  and  amending  the 
Ballot  Act. 

"  I  have  on  previous  occasions  re- 
ferred to  the  importance  of  effecting 
reforms  in  the  Local  Government  of 
the  different  parts  of  the  United 
'Kingdom.  Proposals  for  the  better 
government  of  the  Metropolis  will,  in 
the  first  place,  be  submitted  to  you, 
and,  if  time  should  i>ermit,  will  be 
followed  by  other  measures  relating  to 
reform  of  Local  Government. 

"  Your  attention  will  be  called  to 
Bills  dealing  with  the  Conservancy' of 
Bivers  and  the  Prevention  of  Floods ; 
vith  the  Police  in  Scotland  ;  with  the 
tTniversities  in  that  part  of  the  United 


Kingdom;  and  with  Education  in 
Wales. 

"  Ton  will  also  be  invited  to  con- 
sider a  proposal  which  will  more  effec- 
tually secure  to  tenants  in  England 
and  Scotland  compensation  for  agri- 
cultural improvements. 

"  Tou  have  provided  in  recent  years 
by  a  liberal  devotion  of  your  time  for 
the  most  urgent  among  the  needs  of 
Ireland.  The  claims  both  of  general 
legislation  and  of  other  portions  of 
the  United  Kingdom  will  now  demand 
from  you  a  just  regard.  I  trust,  how- 
ever, that  you  will  be  able  to  deal 
during  the  present  year  with  some  of 
the  legislative  wants  of  Ireland  for 
which  provision  has  not  yet  been 
made. 

"  I  rely  upon  your  proceeding  with 
ener^  and  prudence  ;  and  I  beseech 
Almighty  God  now,  as  heretofore,  to 
bless  your  labours. 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

PaATEBS. 

Boll  of  the  Lords— Garter  King  of 
Arms  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  in  the  Fourth  Session  of  the 
Twenty-second  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom :  The  same  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

THE  LORD  CHANCELLOR. 

The  Earl  Granville,  one  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State, 
acquainted  the  House  that  Her  Majesty 
had  been  pleased  to  create  Roundell, 
Lord  Seiborne,  Lord  Chancellor  of  Great 
Britain,  a  Viscount  and  Earl  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  by  the  style  and  title 
of  Yiscount  Wolmer  of  Blackmoor,  in 
the  county  of  Southampton,  and  Earl  of 
Selbome  in  the  said  county;  and  his 
Lordships  having  retired  to  robe,  was 
introduced  in  the  usual  manner. 
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NEW  PEER. 

Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Wolseley,  G.O.B., 
G.C.M.G.,  General  and  Adjutant-Gene- 
ral of  Her  Majesty's  Forces,  and  late 
General  Commanding-in-Chief  the  Ex- 
peditionary Force  in  Egypt,  having  been 
created  Baron  Wolseley  of  Cairo,  and 
of  Wolseley  in  the  county  of  Stafford — 
Was  (in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

SAT  FIRST. 

The  Lord  Keane,  after  the  death  of 
his  brother. 

SELECT  VESTRIES. 
Bill,  proformd,  read  1'. 

THE  QUEEN»S  SPEECH. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 

MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  The 
Lord  Chancellor. 

The  EiRL  of  DUEHAM  :  My  Lords, 
I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving  a 
humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty  in  answer 
to  the  gracious  Speech  from  the  throne 
to  which  your  Lordships  have  lately 
listened.  That  Speech,  my  Lords,  whe- 
ther we  look  to  that  portion  of  it  which 
relates  to  foreign  affairs,  or  whether  we 
consider  those  passages  in  which  Her 
Majesty  treats  of  the  condition  of  these 
Islands,  contains  much  on  the  whole 
that  is  calculated  to  inspire  Parliament 
and  the  people  of  this  country  with  feel- 
ings of  thankfulness  and  satisfaction. 
Her  Majesty  has  been  able  to  inform  us 
that  her  relations  with  Foreign  Powers 
are  of  a  friendly  character.  This  an- 
nouncement, my  Lords,  is  fortunately 
one  which,  for  many  years  past,  Her 
Majesty  has  been  justified  in  making. 
The  circumstances  of  the  present  moment 
give  it  peculiar  significance.  That  Her 
Majesty  should  find  it  possible  to  make 
this  announcement  immediately  after 
the  intervention  of  this  country  in  Egypt 
— an  intervention  in  which  this  country 
found  itself  engaged  alone — without  any 
formal  mandate  from  any  of  the  Great 
Powers  of  Europe— is  a  conspicuous 
proof  of  the  confidence  of  those  Powers 
in  the  disinterestedness  of  our  policy 
and  the  sincerity  of  our  professions. 
Our  policy,  my  Lords,  has  been  that 
which  has  been  from  the  first  laid  down 
by  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  in  his  despatches  to 


our  Hepresentatives  in  Egypt  and  at  t 
Courts  of  the  great  European  iPowe 
It  may,  I  think,  be  summed  up  unc 
four  heads — the  prevention  of  anarc 
in  Egypt,  the  promotion  of  the  "we 
being  and  prosperity  of  the  E^ypti 
people,  the  fulfilment  of  our  obligatio 
to  the  Ruler  of  that  country,  and  t 
protection  of  the  great  military  and  coi 
mercial  highway  to  the  East,  in  whi 
this  country  is  interested  far  beyond  &\ 
other  maritime  Power.  Our  professio 
have  been  professions  of  dismtereste 
ness,  of  our  intention  under  no  circux 
stances  to  make  use  of  our  successes 
Egypt  for  the  purpose  of  annexation  ' 
aggrandizement.  My  Lords,  I  think 
may  say  with  confidence  that  the  Pape 
which  have  been  presented  to  us  establif 
conclusively  both  the  necessity  of  oi 
intervention  in  Egypt,  and  the  fact  th^ 
we  did  not  engage  in  it  single-handc 
until  every  effort  had  been  made  1 
secure  the  approbation  of  the  Europea 
Powers,  and  especially  that  of  our  ol 
ally  France,  whose  interests  in  Egy| 
are  second  only  to  our  own.  The  revoli 
tion  brought  about,  and  the  lawlet 
demands  and  interference  of  the  Militar 
Party,  under  Arabi  Pasha,  with  th 
Egyptian  Government,  rendered  it  in 
cumbent  on  this  country  to  preves 
anarchy,  and  to  fulfil  our  obligations  t 
the  Khedive.     It  was  not  until  ever 

Eeaceful  expedient  and  endeavour  ha* 
een  made  to  induce  the  rebels  to  retun 
to  their  allegiance  that  recourse  was  ha< 
to  force.  We  must  deplore  the  loss  o 
life  and  property  which  occurred  ii 
Alexandria  and  elsewhere  through  thi 
fanaticism  of  the  rebels ;  but,  with  re 
spect  to  the  burning  of  Alexandria,  i 
may  be  attributed  solely  to  the  hoisting 
of  the  false  flag  of  truce,  under  the  pro- 
tection of  which  the  withdrawal  of  the 
troops  was  effected,  and  at  nightfall  the 
town  was  handed  over  to  pillage  and 
incendiarism.  The  British  Admiral  wafl 
bound  by  all  the  usages  of  civilized 
warfare  to  respect  that  flag  of  truce,  and 
had  he  not  been  thus  delayed  he  would 
have  occupied  the  town  in  time  to  pre- 
vent the  deplorable  results  which  followed 
its  evacuation  by  the  rebels.  He  wisely 
declined  to  attempt  the  landing  of  the 
small  force  at  his  command  at  night, 
with  12,000  rebels  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
city.  The  campaign  which  ensued  showed 
the  valour  and  discipline  of  our  Army  and 
Navy,  and  the  skill  of  our  Commanders. 
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It  18  iatisfaetoiy  to  know  that  the  great 
changes  in  naval  constructioD,  and  the 
rast    improTements   in  gunnery,   have 
not    apout  the  good  seamanship    and 
the  old  fighting  qaalities  of  our  sailors. 
We  have  had  snbstantial  proof  also  that 
the  changes  in  the  system  of  Army  ser- 
vice have  not  led  to  any  diminution  of 
discipline  or  to  any  deterioration  of  the 
physical  powers  and  endurance  of  our 
troops.    As  to  the  future  of  Egypt,  it  is 
not  too  much  to  hope  that  Lord  Dufferin, 
whose  personal  qualities  and  intimate 
knowledge  of  Oriental  politics  so  well 
fit  him  for  his  post,  will  be  able  to  assist 
the  Khedive  in  establishing  the  Govern- 
ment  of  Egypt  on  a  more  liberal  and 
representative  basis.    The  Khedive  and 
his  subjects  no  doubt  derive  great  ad- 
vantage from  the  assistance  of  the  distin- 
guished English  and  French    officials 
who  have  hitherto  held  the  position  of 
Controllers.     That  system  of  Dual  Con- 
trol, however,  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment  found  in  existence  when  they 
sncoeeded  to  Office  was  inconsistent  with 
the  development  of  national  institutions 
and  offensive  to  the  national  suscepti- 
bilitiea.  From  the  jealousies  thus  created 
the  revolutionary  movement  may  be  said 
to  have  derived  its  strength.     The  ap-. 
pointment  of  an  English  official  who 
will  act  as  the  Financial  Counsellor  of  the 
Khedive,  but  who  will  hold  his  office  and 
derive  his  authority  directly  from  him, 
will   not  be  open  to  these  objections. 
Until  the  Egyptians  have  proved  their 
capacity  to  govern  themselves  and  to 
take  their  place  among  the  free  com- 
munities of  the  world,  it  would  be  un- 
fair to   deny  them  an  opportunity  of 
laying  the  foundation  of  national  insti- 
tutions.    In  the  meantime,  this  country 
has  incurred  a  responsibility  for   the 
establishment  of  order,  and  it  is  mani- 
festly its  duty  to  do  so  to  the  best  of  its 
ability  before  it  can  safely  leave  Egypt 
to  its  own   resources.    The  Papers  on 
the  Table  show  that  endeavours  will  be 
made  to  secure  our  interests  in  respect 
to  the  Suez  Canal  by  stipulations  advan- 
tageons  to  this  country  as  a  great  mari- 
time Power.    The  formation  of  a  small 
and  disciplined  Egyptian  force,  under 
the  direction  of  a  distinguished  English 
General  officer,  and  the  re-organization 
of  the  police  in  that  country,  will  afford 
the  best  securities  for  the  maintenance 
of  order  and  the  protection  of  the  loyal 
on* 


Owing  to  the  disposition  of  the  Na- 
tives, and  the  nature  of  the  changes 
made  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  in  Zulu- 
land  in  the  establishment  of  13  in- 
dependent Bulers  in  the  place  of  Cete- 
wayo,  that  country  had  not  assumed  the 
tranquillity  necessary  to  the  well-being 
of  South  Africa.  There  was  constant 
danger  of  civil  war,  which  would  pro- 
bab^  have  ended  in  the  assumption  of 
permanent  authority  by  the  most  power- 
ful of  those  Chiefs.  Annexation,  or  the 
restoration  of  Cetewayo,  its  lawful  King, 
was  the  only  alternative  to  avert  this 
danger.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
wisely  decided  that  it  would  be  impolitic 
to  add  another  Native  territory  to  our 
already  large  responsibilities  in  South 
Africa.  Cetewayo  was  therefore  restored ; 
but,  in  order  to  keep  faith  with  those 
Chiefs  who  were  unwilling  to  accept  his 
rule,  it  has  been  deemed  advisable  to 
reserve  a  district  between  Natal  and 
Cetewayo's  territory,  and  in  this  dis- 
trict those  Chiefs  who  desire  to  remain 
subject  to  British  paramount  authority 
can  live  under  the  protection  of  the  Bri- 
tish Besident.  Another  Chief,  Usibebu, 
has  been  left  in  an  independent  position 
in  the  North-east  corner  of  Zululand. 
These  changes  of  territory  will  deprive 
Cetewayo  of  about  one-third  of  his 
former  Kingdom;  but  it  was  only  by 
this  alternative  that  there  could  be  any 
reasonable  hope  that  he  would  be  able 
to  govern  the  remainder.  I  believe  that 
Cetewayo  has  been  received  cordially 
and  with  satisfaction  by  the  majority  of 
the  Zulu  Chiefs. 

My  Lords,  Her  Majesty  informs  us 
that  among  the  measures  that  will  be 
submitted  to  us  is  one  to  secure  compen- 
sation to  tenants  for  agricultural  im- 
provements. The  exceptional  difficul- 
ties under  which  agriculture  has  been 
carried  on  during  the  last  few  years 
have  directed  attention  to  the  legal  condi- 
tions under  which  that  industry  is  car- 
ried on.  The  subject  is  one  of  the 
greatest  intricacy ;  but  there  is  a  re- 
markable unanimity  in  favour  of  giving 
further  security  to  the  tenant  for  the  im- 
provements effected  by  him  which  have 
added  to  the  value  of  his  holding  in  all 
cases  where  such  security  is  not  provided 
by  lease,  custom,  or  agreement.  The 
Ituport  of  the  Boyal  Commission,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
(the  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Gordon), 
and  the   complete  a^eement  on  thi$ 
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point  of  all  who  have  lately  taken  a 
prominent  part  in  agricultural  politics, 
nave  placed  this  almost  beyond  question. 
Under  these  circumstances,  we  may  feel 
confident  that  legislation  on  these  lines 
•will  be  welcomed,  irrespective  of  Party 
considerations.  At  the  same  time,  it  is 
to  be  hoped  that  the  Government  mea- 
sure will  be  so  framed  as  to  avoid  any- 
thing approaching  to  confusion  between 
the  interests  of  the  owners  and  the  occu- 
piers of  the  land,  or  to  the  diminution 
of  the  good  feeling  which  has  hitherto 
subsisted  between  these  two  classes. 
The  evidence  taken  by  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission shows  beyond  dispute  that  in 
England  an  enormous  majority  of  the 
permanent  improvements  has  been  exe- 
cuted by  the  landlord,  and  that  there 
is  room  for  the  further  application  of 
capital  on  an  extensive  scale  in  the 
draining  and  equipment  of  farms.  The 
Keport  also  shows  that  it  is  impossible 
to  expect  the  tenant  farmers,  owing  to 
the  heavy  losses  which  they  have  ex- 
perienced through  the  recent  depression, 
to  provide  this  capital.  We  should, 
therefore,  view  with  mistrust  any  mea- 
sure calculated  to  deter  the  owners  of 
land  from  applying  their  capital  to  those 
improvements,  while  we  gladly  welcome 
any  measure  that  will  increase  and 
justify  the  confidence  of  the  tenant,  and 
induce  him  to  maintain  and  develop 
the  fertility  of  the  soil. 

Passing  to  that  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech  which  has  reference  to 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  to  the  terms 
in  which  Her  Majesty  is  able  to  speak 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland,  it  is  impos- 
sible not  to  be  struck  by  the  great  con- 
trast in  the  condition  of  that  country  as 
compared  with  that  to  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty bore  witness  in  January,  1881, 
when  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech 
stated,  in  reference  to  Ireland,  that 
agrarian  crimes  in  general  had  multi- 
plied far  beyond  the  experiences  of 
recent  years ;  that  the  administration  of 
justice  had  been  frustrated;  and  that, 
with  respect  to  these  offences,  there  was 
an  impossibility  of  procuring  evidence 
on  account  of  the  system  of  terrorism 
which  paralyzed  almost  alike  the  exer- 
cise of  private  rights  and  the  perform- 
ance of  civil  duties.  For  some  time 
after  the  delivery  of  that  Speech  the 
state  of  Ireland,  far  from  showing  any 
improvement,  passed  rapidly  from  bad 
to  worse.    The  agrarian  crimes,  which 

The  Earl  of  Durham 


in  1879  had  been  863,  had  risen  in  1880 
to  2,590,  and  in  1881  to  4,439.  In  con- 
trast to  this  state  of  things,  we  now  find 
ourselves  face  to  face  with  a  steady  and 
progressive  diminution  in  the  number  of 
agrarian  crimes.  The  total  for  the  month 
of  January  last,  including  threatening 
letters,  is  only  90,  as  compared  with  479 
in  January,  1882.  The  administration 
of  justice  is  no  longer  frustrated.  There 
have  been  numerous  convictions  where 
none  have  ever  been  obtained  before, 
and  evidence  has  been  forthcoming  in 
many  cases  where  it  was  feared  terrorism 
would  be  successfully  employed  to  shield 
the  criminals.  It  is  particularly  notice- 
able that  this  evidence  is  forthcoming, 
not  only  from  the  lips  of  informers  and 
approvers,  but  from  witnesses  who  be- 
long to  the  same  class  as  the  criminals. 
Becent  disclosures  have  amply  justified 
the  Government  for  having  applied  last 
year  to  Parliament  for  exceptional  mea- 
sures for  the  repression  of  agrarian 
crime,  and,  above  all,  of  secret  socie- 
ties. There  is  significant  proof  of  the 
utility  of  this  measure  in  the  very  marked 
diminution  of  crime  which  has  shown 
itself  from  the  time  when  the  first  con- 
viction on  a  capital  charge  was  obtained. 
I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree  with 
me  that  great  praise  is  due  to  the  spe- 
cial juries  who  tried  these  cases.  They 
have  done  their  duty  honestly  and  fear- 
lessly, undeterred  by  abuse  and  threats, 
and  even  attempts  at  assassination.  It 
is  gratifying  that,  owing  to  the  conduct 
of  the  special  juries  engaged  in  these 
critical  cases,  it  has  not  oeen  found  ne- 
cessary to  have  recourse  to  the  alterna- 
tive of  trial  before  Judges  only  without 
juries.  It  is  not  too  much  to  say  in 
praise  of  the  manner  in  which  Lord 
Spencer  and  the  Chief  Secretary,  assisted 
by  the  permanent  staff,  have  adminis- 
tered the  measure,  that  they  have  re- 
lieved the  people  of  Ireland  'from  an 
intolerable  tyranny,  and  that  this  has 
been  done  without  any  material  inter- 
ference with  the  personal  liberty  and 
freedom  of  any  loyal  subject.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  Government  have  not  relied 
on  measures  of  repression  alone.  Con- 
currently with  these  measures  for  the 
maintenance  of  order  they  have  passed 
remedial  measures  for  the  redress  of 
grievances,  the  existence  of  which  has 
in  past  years  lent  strength  to  disaffec- 
tion and  agitation  in  Ireland.  The  Land 
Act  has  secured  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
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ia  the  oooapatioii  of  their  holdings  at 

fair  rents.    jSowever,  owing  to  the  ex- 

eeptional  pressure  of  bad  seasons,  many 

tenants  were  unable  to  avail  themselves 

of  that  Act  until  the  passing  of  the 

Arrears  Act  brought  them  within  reach 

of  its  advantages.     The  fact  that  90,000 

of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  have  appealed 

under  this  Act  is  a  satisfactory  proof  of 

its  utility  and  necessity.   It  is,  however, 

impossible  to  consider  the  case  of  Ireland 

without  referring  to  the  case  of  those 

occupiers  whose  circumstances  place  them 

beyond  the  reach  of  remedial  measures, 

and  whose  chronio  poverty  leads  to  their 

ehronio  disaffection.    It  is  to  the  relief 

of  this  class  that  the  Emigration  Glauses 

of  the  Arrears  Act  must  be  applied,  in 

the  words  of  the  noble  Earl  below  me 

who  has  lately  joined  Her  Majesty's 

Government.  That  noble  Earl  expressed 

his  belief  that  those  clauses  must  be  ad- 

ministered  in  a  spirit  of  generosity ;  and 

I  believe  that  all  of  your  Lordships  will 

be  of  the  same  opinion. 

With  respect  to  Irish  legislation,  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  will  be  glad  to 
promote  further  reforms  where  the  ne- 
cessity for  them  has  been  shown,  and  it 
is  to  be  hoped  they  will  g^ve  to  them 
that  careful  and  temperate  consideration 
which,  under  the  improved  circumstances 
of  that  country,  there  should  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  obtaining  for  them. 

There  are  many  other  measures  of 
useful  legislation  which  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  will  bring  forward  during 
the  present  Session — such  as  the  muni- 
cipal reform  of  Ijondon,  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill,  the  laws  relating  to  patents,  &c. — 
and  altogether  there  is  every  prospect 
of  the  present  being  a  fruitful  Seseion. 
I  will  now  conclude  By  thanking  you  for 
the  indulgence  you  have  shown  me,  and 
beg  to  move  that  the  Address  be  now 
presented  to  Her  Majesty. 

Hoer  Oracioub  8otbbbion, 

«*  Wx,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
salijecti»  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in 
Parliament  assembled,  beg  leave  to  offer  our 
bomUe  tM«fca  to  Tour  llajesty  for  the  gracious 
8peedi  which  Tour  Majesty  has  addressed  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

''We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
f ocming  us  that  Your  Majesty  has  the  satisfac- 
tion of  maintaining  with  all  foreign  Powers  re- 
lations of  friendship  and  good- will. 

**  Wo  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  informing  us 
thai  Maee  the  dose  of  the  last  Session  tranquillity 
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has  been  restored  to  Egypt,  clemency  has  been 
shown  by  its  llulor  to  the  leaders  of  the  rebel* 
lion,  and  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  British 
troops  is  proceeding  as  expeditiously  as  a  prudent 
consideration  of  the  circumstances  will  admit. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  reconstitution  of  the  Gk>- 
yemment  of  Egypt  and  the  re-organisation  of 
its  affairs  under  the  authority  of  the  Khedive, 
have  in  part  been  accomplished,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  receive  Your  Majesty's  earnest  atten- 
tion; and  that  it  will  be  Your  Majesty's  en- 
deavour to  secure  that  full  provision  shall  be 
made  for  the  exigencies  of  order  for  a  just  re- 
presentation of  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
population,  and  for  the  observance  of  interna- 
tional obligations. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  Your  Majesty  has  already  been  able  to 
fulfil  the  promise  made  to  the  Sultan  and  to  the 
Great  Powers  of  Europe,  to  submit  to  their 
friendly  consideration  the  arrangements  which 
appeared  to  Your  Majesty  to«be  the  best  fitted 
to  ensure  the  stability  of  the  Khedive's  G-ovem- 
ment,  the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the 
Egyptian  people,  the  security  of  the  Sues 
Canal,  and  the  peace  of  Europe  in  the  East ; 
that  to  those  objects  Your  Majesty's  policy  has 
been  directed  in  the  past  and  will  be  addressed 
in  the  future ;  and  that  Your  Majesty  continues 
to  rely  with  confidence  on  its  just  appreciation 
by  other  countries. 

**  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  a  Conference 
of  the  Great  Powers  has  assembled  in  London 
to  consider  measures  for  better  securing  the 
freedom  of  navigation  on  the  Danube. 

«We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  with  a  view  to  the  preservation 
of  peace  and  order  in  Zululand,  Your  Majesty 
has  caused  the  former  Kuler  of  that  country  to 
be  replaced  in  possession  of  the  greater  part  of 
the  territories  held  by  him  before  the  war.  We 
join  with  Your  Majesty  in  earnestly  hoping  that 
this  step  may  lead  to  the  establishment  of  a 
more  stable  government,  and  to  the  maintenance 
of  good  relations  between  the  Zulu  nation  and 
the  adjoining  Colony  of  Natal. 

**  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  papers  on  these  subjects  will  be  presented 
tons. 

'*  We  rejoice  to  learn  that  the  impirovement 
in  the  social  condition  of  Ireland,  to  which 
Your  Majesty  referred  in  December,  continues, 
that  agrarian  crime  has  sensibly  diminished, 
and  that  the  law  has  been  everywhere  upheld, 
although  the  existence  of  dangerous  Secret 
Societies  in  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  ooim« 
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try  calls  for  unremitiiDg  energy  and  vigilance 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive. 

«  We  humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  mea- 
sures which  may  be  submitted  to  us,  and  we 
earnestly  trust  that  the  blessing  of  Almighty 
God  may  attend  our  labours." 

Lord  BEAY,  in  rising  to  second  the 
Motion,  said :  My  Lords,  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  grant  me  a  large  amount  of 
its  usual  indulgence,  now  that  I  rise  to 
address  it  for  the  first  time  under  the 
exceptional  circumstances  of  my  pre- 
vious Parliamentary  training  in  another 
country.  Though  I  look  back  to  that 
experience  with  mingled  feelings  of 
gratitude  and  pleasure,  that  training 
adds  another  and  a  formidable  difRculty 
to  those  recognized  by  all  who  have  to 
address  this  House  for  the  first  time. 

The  feature  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  which  will  be  greeted  with  gene- 
ral satisfaction  is,  that  we  may  look 
forward  to  a  Session  not  wholly  ab- 
sorbed by  Irish  legislation,  in  which 
Great  Britain  may  expect  to  have  her 
due  share  of  legislative  attention.  I 
will  not  add  anything  to  what  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Durham)  has  said 
about  Ireland.  It  would  be  presump- 
tuous on  my  part,  in  the  presence  of  so 
many  of  your  Lordships  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  details  of  Irish 
difficulties,  and,  besides,  I  do  not  think 
the  Irish  Question  can  be  dealt  with  in  a 
more  masterly  way  than  it  has  been 
treated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Tre- 
Telyan)  in  his  speech  to  his  constituents 
at  Hawick,  from  which  I  gather  that 
the  Government  will  continue  to  apply 
force  to  the  disloyal  faction,  and  will 
endeavour  to  conciliate,  by  every  means 
in  their  power,  the  patriotic  Party  of 
Order,  putting  aside  minor  Party  dif- 
ferences. I  shall  only  add  that  I  no- 
ticed, with  much  satisfaction,  that,  for 
the  relief  of  exceptional  distress,  the 
Government  are  not  prepared  to  start 
an  exceptional  central  machinery,  but 
will  leave  the  local  authorities  to  deal 
with  it.  The  distress  is  not  general, 
but  in  certain  localities  it  is  acute.  We 
cannot  forget  the  demoralization  of  1847 
through  the  centralized  system  of  relief 
to  3,000,000  of  people,  which  was  only 
removed  by  the  test  of  the  workhouse ; 
and  it  is  now  generally  admitted  that  in 
1879-80  extraneous  aid,  though  granted 


with  the  best  of  motives,  was  not 
tended  with  results  which  could  warn 
a  repetition.     One  of  the  chief  evila 
Irish  Government  certainly  has     b< 
that  the  people  have  looked  to  IDub 
and    to    the    Castle    to    aid    and     j 
sist  them.    The  important  lesson   tl 
have  to  learn  is  to  become  self-relia 
and  to  work  out  for  themselves    th 
own  happiness ;  making  the  most  of  t 
privileges    which    have    been    ^rant 
them  in  recent  Acts  of  Parliament, 
individual    thrift,    and    industry.       I 
further  burdens  can  or    ought    to 
thrown  on  the  Central  Government 
Ireland.     The  way  in  which  it   is  a 
ministered,  at  the  peril  of  their  lives,  ^ 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secx 
tary  for  Ireland  gives  them  a  lastii 
claim  oh  the  gratitude  of  their  countr 
men,  whose  best  wishes  attend  them 
their  efforts  to  preserve  the  unity  of  tl 
Empire. 

Next  to  Ireland,  my  Lords,  lEgyj 
demands  our  attention.  The  achieve 
ments  in  the  short  and  brilliant  car 
paign  of  Her  Majesty's  Naval  ac 
Military  Forces  have  already  met  wit 
the  recognition  of  your  Lordship 
House.  Lord  Wolseley  made  it  his  chi4 
object  to  save  Cairo,  by  making  tb 
forced  Cavalry  march  the  culmination  < 
his  plans;  and  with  such  nicety  an 
precision  were  those  plans  drawn  thf 
the  necessity  never  arose  for  deviatin 
from  them.  Through  the  success  whic 
attended  the  elaborate  preparation 
made  by  the  two  great  spending  Depart 
ments,  and  the  incessant  care  and  toi 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  First  Lord  of  th 
Admiralty  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  an< 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mi 
Childers),  we  have  restored  peace  an( 
quiet  in  that  distracted  country.  Th* 
industrious  researches  of  the  archseolo 
gist,  embracing  even,  as  I  believe,  th< 
mummy  of  the  peerless  Cleopatra,  caz 
be  re-commenced.  Did  the  Egyptiai 
campaign  require  justification?  There 
is  hardly  an  instance  of  an  intervention 
which  excited  so  little  jealousy.  All  the 
Great  Powers  approved  of  our  action. 
I  say  ail,  because  certainly  France  did 
not  want  anarchy  to  prevail  in  Egypt, 
though  she  judged  it  more  prudent  to 
abstain  from  restoring  order.  The 
neglect  of  the  great  interests  which  we 
have  in  Egypt  would  certainly  not  have 
been  condoned  by  the  bulk  of  the  Eng- 
lish nation.    Would  the  exponents  of 
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the  non-intenrention  theory  tell  us  whe- 
ther thej  would  have  been  prepared  to 
face  the  alternatives  of  non-intervention 
bj  England  ?  The  question,  fortunately, 
IB  sufficient  to  show  that  there  can  only 
be  one  answer  to  it.  There  never  has 
been  among  sober-minded  men  any 
shadow  of  doubt  what  our  own  interests 
and  Egyptian  interests  required.  The 
Egyptian  people  have  certainly  a  greater 
love  for  the  plough  than  for  the  sword. 
All  we  did  and  all  we  are  doing  is  to  in- 
vite them  to  return  to  their  fields,  and  to 
secure  to  them  the  fruits  of  their  labour, 
with  a  minimum  of  taxation  necessary 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  good  govern- 
ment. We  are  organizing  Egypt  with 
and  for  the  Egyptians,  and  on  that 
account  the  statut  quo  ante  cannot  be  re- 
stored. It  is  quite  clear  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  time  for  our  withdrawal  can 
only  be  settled  when  the  work  of  organi- 
zation is  complete.  A  peaceful  and 
happy  Egypt  is  as  much  an  Egyptian  as 
a  British  interest. 

Let  us  now  see  what  view  the  French 
took  of  their  interests  in  Egypt.  For 
that  we  must  look  back  for  a  few 
moments  to  some  remarkable  passages 
in  French  history  of  last  summer.  On 
the  10th  of  June,  as  we  remember. 
Admiral  Conrad  and  his  Fleet  left 
Alexandria.  On  the  18th  of  July  there 
was  a  debate  in  the  French  Chamber 
on  the  Vote  of  Credit  for  Egypt.  The 
Beport  of  the  Committee  which  had  to 
consider  this  Vote  was  favourable ;  but 
all  responsibility  of  action  was  left  to 
M.  de  Freycinet.  On  the  other  hand, 
M.  de  Freycinet  declined  to  use  the 
grant  of  money  directly  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Suez  Canal  and  of  the  French 
inhabitants  in  Egypt,  unless  the  Cham- 
ber took  the  initiative,  because  he  did 
not  wish  to  appear  to  have  a  pre-oon- 
ceived  plan  of  action.  The  Chamber 
adopted  the  Vote  by  a  majority  of  424 
to  64.  In  the  course  of  that  debate, 
the  statesman  whose  premature  death 
has  been  so  lately  mourned  in  France 
(M.  Gambetta)  urged,  in  the  most  em- 
phatic manner,  that  England  and  France 
should  not  part  company.     He  said — 

**Hak«  any  sacrifice  rather  than  breaktheEng- 
liih  alliance.  ....  The  reason  which  induces 
me  to  maintain  this  alliance  and  the  English 
eo-operation  in  the  Mediterranean  and  in  Egypt 
IS  the  fear — let  me  be  weU  understood — that,  in 
addition  to  the  breach  with  England,  which 
would  be  most  unfortunate,  you  surrender  to 
KagUnd  now  and  for  ever  lands,  rivers,  canals. 


where  your  rights  to  trade'  and  settle  are  as 
good  as  hers.'* 

One  reason,  my  Lords,  why  I  call  your 
attention  to  this  passage  is  that  it 
strikingly  discloses  the  misconception 
too  often  entertained  by  foreign  states- 
men of  the  policy  of  England.  Gam* 
betta  failed  1x>  see  that  the  surrender  of 
territory  to  England  meant  in  this,  as 
in  all  other  cases,  not  a  monopoly  for 
Englishmen,  but  equal  rights  of  settling 
and  trading  to  the  French,  as  well  as  to 
all  other  nations.  The  fear  of  Gambetta 
had  no  foundation  in  fact.  To  return  to 
this  very  important  French  debate,  and 
its  bearings  on  English  policy,  we  must 
note  the  views  expressed  by  some  of  the 
chief  French  statesmen,  which  led  up  to 
non-intervention.  Gambetta  looked  on 
the  Vote  of  Credit  as  an  instalment. 
The  Government  deprecated  the  notion 
that  this  Vote  meant  immediate  action. 
M.  Clemenceau,  the  Chief  of  the  Eadical 
Party,  repudiated  the  idea  that  French 
and  English  interests  were  identical,  and 
maintained  that^  through  the  Control, 
France  had  lost  ground  in  Egypt. 
When  the  debate  came  on  in  the  Senate, 
the  Duo  de  Broglie  agreed  in  the  main 
with  M.  Clemenceau's  view  and  with  M. 
de  Freycinet's  former  opinion,  that  an 
Anglo-French  intervention  would  lead  to 
a  policy  of  adventure.  Gambetta's  views 
were  ably  advocated  by  M.  Waddington, 
supported  by  M.  Scherer,  editor  of  Le 
Temps,  and  by  M.  de  St.  Yallier,  late 
French  Ambassador  at  Berlin.  The 
Senate  carried  the  Vote  of  Credit  on  the 
25th  of  July  by  a  large  majority.  Mean- 
while the  Government  had  proposed  to 
the  Chamber  an  additional  Vote  of 
Credit.  The  Committee  to  which  it 
was  referred  repudiated  intervention, 
and,  finally,  the  Vote  itself.  In  the 
debate  in  the  Chamber,  M.  do  Freycinet 
pointed  out  the  innumerable  complica- 
tions to  which  intervention,  without  a 
European  mandate,  would  lead,  but  that 
protection  of  the  Canal  was  a  very  simple 
affair.  M.  Clemenceau  denied  this,  con- 
tending that  it  was  impossible  to  draw 
a  distinction  between  the  Egyptian  Ques- 
tion and  the  question  of  the  Suez  Canal, 
because  the  Canal  must  be  protected  at 
Cairo.  The  result  of  this  debate  was 
the  rejection  of  the  Vote  by  417  to  75 — 
a  rejection  under  circumstances  which 
made  it  as  clear  as  sunlight  that  France 
would  not  intervene,  because  a  Govern- 
ment with  a  policy  of  intervention  oould 
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not  be  formed.  Non-intervention  was 
the  deliberate  decision  of  the  Bepresen- 
tatives  of  the  French  people — the  deci- 
sion of  an  overwhelming  majority,  after 
exhaustive  debates  in  both  the  Senate 
and  the  Chamber.  England  was  prepared 
to  co-operate  with  France ;  England  al- 
ways maintained  the  attitude  assumed 
in  the  Joint  Note  of  January,  1882;  and 
France  was  left  entirely  free  to  do  as 
she  liked.  The  Vote  of  the  French 
Chamber  on  the  29th  of  July  put  an  end 
to  dual  intervention  and  to  Dual  Control. 
It  did  not  put  an  end  to  the  cordial  re- 
lations which  exist  between  the  two 
countries ;  and  the  refusal  to  co-operate 
with  us  has  certainly  left  no  rancour  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel.  Our  feelings 
towards  France  are  those  of  cordial  sym- 
pathy. We  fully  recognize  the  patriotic 
motives  which  led  to  the  decision,  as 
also  the  friendly  tone  of  the  debates 
towards  ourselves.  When  the  Due  de 
Broglie,  the  foremost  Eepresentative 
of  all  the  great  traditions  of  French 
statesmanship,  and  M.  C16menceau,  the 
Eepresentative  of  the  anti  -  traditional 
school,  take  the  same  view  of  French 
interests,  I  think  we  may  consider  them 
perfectly  safe.  In  the  great  qtiestion 
of  Mohammedanism  we  are  certainly  not 
less  interested  than  the  French.  The 
difference  between  French  and  English 
interester  in  Egypt  is  this  —  that  the 
French  interests  are  those  of  individuals, 
and  ours  are  national  interests.  This 
is  the  main  reason  why  Europe  showed 
more  jealousy  of  an  Anglo-French  than 
of  an  English  intervention  alone.  The 
Suez  Canal  is  our  main  road  to  India, 
and  we  see,  as  M.  Clemenceau  saw,  that 
the  key  of  the  situation  is  kept  at  Cairo. 
The  Canal,  we  ought  never  to  forget, 
is  due  to  French  enterprize ;  its  signal 
success  is  best  proved  by  the  fact  that 
it  is  about  to  be  enlarged  by  the  owners 
of  the  Canal,  whose  chief  and  only  inte- 
rest lies  in  its  freedom  from  obstruction. 
Whatever  may  be  the  other  regulations 
in  reference  to  the  Canal,  the  main  point 
is  that  our  men-of-war  shall  be  able  at 
all  times  to  pass  through  it.  No  Power 
can  object  to  our  claims  in  regard  to 
the  Canal,  and  our  wishes  are  identical 
with  those  of  other  Powers  who  have 
an  interest  second  only  to  ours  as  regards 
the  importance  of  their  shipping  and 
of  their  Eastern  Dependencies. 

The  dangers  of  the  Control  were  ob- 
vious.   Nothing  but  praise  is  due  to  Mr. 
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Baring,  to  M.  de  Blignieres,  and  to  Si 
Auckland  Colvin.  Anyone  who  lool 
carefully  into  the  changes  introduced  i 
November,  1879,  in  the  functions  of  tl] 
Controllers,  as  originally  settled  in  N'< 
vember,  1 876,  will  at  once  perceive  ho^ 
very  delicate  the  machinery  was  whic 
they  had  to  set  in  motion,  and  how  th 
absence  of  friction  entirely  depende 
on  the  harmony  existing  between  tb 
two  Controllers.  '  Let  it  not  be  forgotte 
that  what  is  abolished  was  really  a  quad 
rilateral  Control.  The  Dual  Control  r 
another  and  a  much  more  effective  fore 
always  continues — namely,  the  influenc 
exercised  by  the  political  Agents  c 
England  and  France.  The  danger  o 
a  divergence  of  opinion  between  th* 
political  and  financial  Agents  of  eacl 
country  is  now  removed.  You  secure 
to  the  political  Agents  a  stronger  an< 
a  better  position  by  giving  them  th< 
entire  control  of  British  interests,  botl 
financial  and  political — in  fact,  in  Egyp 
the  two  are  so  united  as  to  become  one 
It  is  hardly  possible  to  conceive  a  posi 
tion  of  greater  responsibility  than  thai 
of  Her  Majesty *s  future  Eepresentative 
at  Cairo.  He  must  have  a  combinatioi: 
of  all  the  rarest  gifts.  English  influence 
in  the  East  means  the  selection  and  em- 
ployment of  men  like  Lord  Dufferin  and 
Lord  Stratford  de  Eedcliffe.  It  cannol 
be  denied  that  if  there  was  an  elemenl 
of  danger  in  the  defunct  Dual  Control, 
its  abolition  entails  greater  responsibility 
and  watchfulness  than  ever ;  for  a  policy, 
like  that  of  the  ex-Khedive  for  instance, 
would  at  once  revive  the  old  dangers. 
The  Dual  Control,  as  had  been  foreseen 
by  Count  Kalnoky  and  by  M.  de  Giers, 
could  not  survive. 

The  Danube  Conference  will,  we  may 
hope,  lead  to  a  definite  settlement  of  a 
difficult  question.  As  the  harbour  dues 
between  Galatz  and  Sulina  are  nearly 
all  paid  by  us,  it  is  obvious  that  we  are 
largely  interested  in  the  solution  of  the 
question,  and  in  the  freedom  of  navi- 
gation, which  has  enormously  increased. 
Fortunately, .  the  principal  points  are 
settled,  and  only  minor  points  remain  to 
be  dealt  with. 

What  are  the  results,  my  Lords,  of 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  noble  Earl? 
The  noble  Earl  has  kept  us  out  of 
alliances,  too  often  the  cause  or  the 
result  of  weakness.  Instead  of  alli- 
ances, my  Lords,  the  noble  Earl  has 
secured  to  us  the  friendly  feeling  of  th« 
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wliole  of  Europe — not  only  of  Bach  an 
old  friend  as  Aastria,  but  of  the  whole  of 
the  smaller  Powers  as  well  as  of  the 
(freat  Powers.  Through  what  means  ? 
Through  a  straightforward  and  con- 
sistent policy,  in  which  there  was,  and 
there  is,  nothing  to  conceal.  '  The  noble 
Earl  the  Leader  of  this  House  may  well 
feel  satisfied  in  looking  back,  because 
he  most  be  conscious  that  his  success* 
fal  management  of  foreign  affairs  in  a 
period  of  considerable  anxiety  has  ma- 
terially increased  the  influence  of  Eng- 
land. 

One  of  the  most  important  measures 
to  which  I   may  now  call  your  Ijord- 
ships'  attention  is  that  of  the  Muni- 
cipal  Government    of    London.      The 
growing  needs  of  the  Metropolis,  the 
multiplicity  and  the   intricacy  of   the 
problems  which  this  huge  agglomera- 
tion of  human  beings  gives  us  to  solve, 
makes  it  absolutely  necessary  to  establish 
a  machineiy  which  will  be  able  to  deal 
with  them.     It  might  have  been  done 
by  creating  a  number  of  units — a  num- 
ber of  municipalities.    It  seems,  how- 
ever, simpler  and  more  rational  to  go  on 
historic  lines,  and  to  create  one  Muni- 
cipality for  the  whole  of  London,  work- 
ing,   of    course,    through    subordinate 
bodies  in  the  various  distriots.    We  all 
know  the  difficulties  thrown  in  the  way 
of  securing  a  good  water  supply,  and 
what  are  the  results  of  a  snowstorm.    If 
any  further  proof  were  needed,  I  should 
call  your  Xjordships'   attention  to  the 
Beport  of  1837,  which  contemplated  the 
formation    of    a   Municipality — to    Sir 
George  Lewis's  Eeport  of  1854,  followed 
by  the   creation  of   the   Metropolitan 
Board  in  1855,  for  the  purpose  mainly 
o!  superintending  London  drainage,  but 
gradually  enlarging  its  useful  sphere  of 
action.     Then  we  have  had  many  at- 
tempts  of    private   Members    to    deal 
with  the  subject — J.  8.  Mill,  Charles 
Buxton,  Lord  Elcho,  and  Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth ;  but  leading  men  on 
both  sides  have  felt  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought    to   undertake   the  work. 
The  Matrie    CentraU    had    terrors  for 
the    French    Chamber,    and    on    the 
same  19th  of  July  that  it  adopted  the 
Vote  of  Credit  it  rejected  the  Matrie 
dntraU  by   a  majority  of   100.     But 
then  what  does  the  Mairie  Csntrale  re- 
present ?    Let  me  give  an  illustration  of 
what  it  represents.     Some  officials  who 
were  going  to  proclaim  a  new  Govern- 


ment were  ascending  the  stairs  of  the 
Hotel  de  Ville.  "  Where  are  you  going?  " 
said  an  old  messenger.  *' We  are  going 
to  proclaim  the  Government."  "I  beg 
your  pardon,  gentlemen,  but  you  are 
going  the  wrong  way.  This  is  the 
window  from  which  new  Governments 
are  always  proclaimed."  Well,  my 
Lords,  our  Mairie  CentraU  is  certainly 
not  connected  with  the  proclamation  of 
new  Governments.  Its  memories  are 
essentially  genial,  I  might  even  add 
convivial.  It  is  associated  with  every 
generous  and  charitable  movement.  Its 
honours  are  coveted  by  our  best  men. 
These  traditions  remain  undisturbed. 
The  Mansion  House  will  still  be  the 
heart  of  London.  It  will  be  the  same 
power  for  national  improvement  and  for 
international  courtesy  which  it  is  now. 
The  Lord  Mayor  will  preside  over  an 
assembly  which  will  be  representative, 
and  which  will,  in  some  respects,  be  as 
important  as  the  Chamber  of  an  inde- 
pendent State.  I  need  not  give  a  cata- 
logue of  subjects,  but  I  should  like  to 
mention  one  for  the  consideration  of  the 
new  body — a  University  for  London. 
Ours  is  the  only  great  capital  without  a 
University,  in  the  strict  sense  of  the 
word ;  and  there  is  no  capital  where  you 
could  have  a  better  University  by  organ- 
izing the  various  existing  Colleges  and 
courses  of  lectures,  especially  as  regards 
law  and  medicine. 

It  is  obvious  why  the  question  of 
County  Government  should  be  speedily 
settled.  First,  we  have  the  absolute 
necessity  of  simplifying  a  system  of 
which  the  complications  are  well  known 
to  us ;  then  we  have  the  difficulty  of 
dealing  with  certain  matters  as  long  as 
the  County  Boards  are  not  representa- 
tive; and,  lastly,  the  importance  of 
strengthening  the  sense  of  citizenship  in 
some  sections  of  the  rural  community. 
The  difficulty  attending  the  re-adjust- 
ment of  boundaries,  where  boundaries 
overlap,  appears  to  be  considerably  ex- 
aggerated. By  simplifying  the  machi- 
nery of  county  government,  by  having 
fewer  areas,  and  by  investing  the  autho- 
rities of  each  area  with  the  whole  of  its 
administration,  you  reduce  the  expendi- 
ture, and  you  make  the  problem  of  local 
taxation  a  much  easier  one  to  solve.  By 
the  creation  of  County  Boards  you  also 
make  the  work  of  the. Local  Government 
Board  lighter.  In  the  County  Boards 
you  will  find  a  proper  authority  for  con* 
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trolling  Poor  Law  Quardians  and  School 
Boards,  for  granting  licences,  and  you 
have  in  it  the  proper  body  for  stimu- 
lating education  in  its  higher  grades. 
The  County  Boards  will  bo  invaluable 
to  the  English  Universities  in  the  great 
work  they  have  undertaken  of  superin- 
tending education  all  over  the  country. 
The  unselfish  activity  of  the  Universities 
in  leading  the  intellectual  life  of  the 
nation  is  beyond  all  praise.  They  are 
doing  work  which  elsewhere  is  done  by 
the  State,  only  they  are  doing  it  with 
jiuperior  wisdom.  The  supreme  danger 
of  a  Democracy  is  that  it  does  not  recog- 
nize its  own  Ignorance.  The  dangerous 
success  of  false  prophets  will  be  mini- 
mized as  long  as  the  English  Univer- 
sities lead  the  rising  Democracy.  I  do 
not  speak  of  the  Scotch  Universities,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  they  have  always 
been  essentially  Democratic  bodies,  and 
that  to  their  influence  is  due  so  much 
that  is  characteristic  of  Scotland.  But 
the  County  Boards  have  another  func- 
tion to  perform.  What  is  the  present 
danger  of  our  rural  life  ?  The  loss  of 
so  many  of  our  most  useful  men.  The 
attraction  to  a  young  farmer  of  becoming 
a  landowner  in  our  Colonies,  or  in  the 
United  States  of  America,  is  great,  and 
doubly  so,  since  lack  of  capital  renders 
the  stocking  of  a  new  farm  so  difficijdt. 
On  a  County  Board  you  can  give  him 
the  same  position  he  has  now  in  the 
hunting  field — a  local  interest  and  in- 
fluence, and  a  sense  of  citizenship  which 
may  make  him  think  twice  before  he 
leaves  the  old  countrv  for  hard  work  in 
a  new  country.  Unfortunately,  we  can- 
not increase  the  number  of  landowners, 
not  because  there  is  no  land  in  the 
market,  but  because  there  are  no  agri- 
culturists who  will  buy,  and  we  cannot 
pass  a  Homestead  Act.  The  greater 
the  number  of  landowners,  the  greater 
is  your  safeguard  against  experimental 
or  complicated  agrarian  legislation,  for 
the  numbers  who  would  resist  such  legis- 
lation become  a  bulwark  of  stability. 
When  the  acreage  is  very  small  it  is  re- 
spected as  a  personalty.  A  Continental 
owner  of  10  acres  has  much  more  abso- 
lute ideas  of  property  than  the  owner  of 
10,000  acres  in  Great  Britain;  and  I 
would  much  rather  be  the  tenant  of  the 
latter  than  of  the  former,  who  looks 
upon  his  10  acres  as  a  pure  investment. 
The  same  reasons  which  plead  in 
favour  of  County  Boards  can  be  urged 
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in  favour  of  those  reforms  which,  ten 
farmers  are  justified  in  asking^  for. 
long  as  none  of  the  '*  three  F's  "  of  Ii 
Land  Laws  are  to  be  discovered  in  thi 
I  do  not  suppose  they  will  meet  ^ 
much  opposition  in  this  House.  T! 
are  certainly  not  hidden  in  the  clause 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  will 
troduce  to  secure  compensation  for  i 
exhausted  improvements.  The  grea 
the  number  of  improving  tenants  th* 
are,  so  much  the  better  for  the  coi 
try.  I  expect,  however,  that,  as 
rule,  the  landlord  will  carry  out  1 
permanent  improvements,  leaving 
the  farmer  his  capital  for  other  pi 

Soses.  The  best  remedy  for  agricultu: 
epression  and  agricultural  wrougs 
and  I  do  not  deny  there  are  such  in  € 
ceptional  cases — lies  in  the  willingness 
landowners  to  meet  their  tenants  ha 
way,  which  we  see  everywhere  aroui 
us.  When  we  note  that  the  Bill  h 
been  demanded  by  very  moderate  lai 
reformers,  and  recommended  by  tJ 
Boyal  Agricultural  Commission,  it  cai 
not  be  called  revolutionary.  Moreove 
it  is  a  result  of  the  power  given  to  oi 
party  to  contract  himself  out  of  tli 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  instead  < 
having  made  it  a  matter  for  joii 
agreement.  The  notion  that  ag^cu 
tural  depression  can  be  cured  by  legii 
lation,  or  is  due  to  existing  laws,  c 
to  the  tenure  of  our  land  system,  i 
totally  fallacious.  The  same  cause 
which  have  produced  agricultural  de 
pression  here  have  been  working  on 
the  same  results  under  a  totally  di&ren 
system  of  land  tenure  in  other  parts  o 
Europe.  I  speak  from  my  own  ex 
perience  and  ooservation. 

The  influence  of  America  on  our  rura 
economy  is  a  factor  which  cannot  b< 
overlooked.  It  is  a  growing  influence 
and  I  do  not  believe  that  it  will  be  con 
fined  to  rural  matters.  The  relatione 
between  the  English-speaking  communis 
ties  on  the  face  of  the  globe  must  neces* 
sarily  become  more  and  more  intimate, 
and,  I  believe,  more  friendly.  The  facj 
of  the  financial  surplus  of  the  Unitecl 
States  being  their  great  political  em- 
barrassment is  one  of  the  most  extra* 
ordinary  events  in  history.  That  oui 
people  can  so  easily  obtain  a  share  in 
that  prosperity  is  certainly  most  grati- 

fying. 

Scotland,  my  Lords,  does  not  expect 
so  rich  a  harvest  of  legislation  as  last 
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year.  XTntil  Scotch  administratioii  is 
put  on  a  more  definite  footing,  Scots- 
men know  that  they  can  only  get  their 
wanta  attended  to  hy  a  series  of  happy 
coincidenGes.  Scotland  is,  however, 
looking  forward  to  the  measures  pro- 
mised in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
All  the  Royal  and  Parliamentary  burghs 
of  Scotland  have  been  consulted  on 
the  Police  Bill,  and  there  is  no  doubt 
that  a  codification  of  the  police  and 
municipal  laws  of  Scotland  would  be 
attended  with  beneficial  results.  Scot- 
land, my  Lords,  will  be  pleased  to  hear 
that  the  TJniTersities  are  to  have  thisir 
wants,  not  investigated,  but  satisfied. 
When  it  is  considered,  in  addition  to 
what  I  have  already  said  about  the 
Scotch  Universities,  that  Edinburgh  is 
in  numbers  the  most  important  Uni- 
versity of  the  United  Eangdom,  that 
Glasgow  is  equally  outgrowing  its 
cradle,  and  that  the  Scotch  Universities 
have  to  contend  with  a  competition — 
of  which  I  do  not  complain,  but  growing 
fiercer  every  day — of  the  English  Uni- 
versities, owing  to  the  fact  that  the 
latter  are  more  and  more  widening  their 
sphere  of  influence,  I  trust  that  a  mea- 
sure ardently  desired  by  the  Scotch 
people  will  be  allowed  to  pass  this  Ses- 
sion, and  that  it  will  be  one  of  many. 
The  privilege  of  increasing  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  people  can 
attain  prosperity  is  one  which  cannot  be 
taken  from,  us.  It  is  the  privilege  we 
mo«t  care  for. 

I  hope,  and  I  firmly  believe,  in  con- 
clu»on,  that  England  is  destined  to  con- 
tinue to  give  an  ezaii^le  to  the  world  of 
a  strong  and  sober  Democracy,  all  the 
stronger  because  it  unites  steady  pro- 
gress with  unbroken  loyalty  to  our 
ancient  Monarchy.  I  beg  to  second  the 
Motion  of  my  noble  Friend. — [See  page 
13  J 

TnE  Marquess  op  SALISBURY: 
My  Lords,  I  believe  that  as  far  as  my 
not  very  long  experience  in  this  House 
reaches,  there  exists  no  instance  of  an 
Amendment  being  moved  to  the  Ad- 
dress, and  I  imagine  that  such  a  prac- 
tice has  been  abandoned  for  a  consider- 
able time.  In  fact,  I  do  not  believe 
that  since  the  displacement  of  Lord 
Melbourne's  Administration  in  1841 
that  course  has  been  taken.  I  believe 
that  this  alteration  in  our  practice  is  a 
wise  one,  because  circumstances  must 
be  exceedingly  exceptional  which  would 


make  any  Motion  of  that  kind  desirable 
in  this  House.  But  even  if  the  case 
were  otherwise,  I  should  find  it  difficult 
to  frame  a  bill  of  indictment  against 
so  impalpable  and  formless  a  Queen's 
Speech  as  this.  I  think  that  some  feel- 
ing of  that  kind  must  have  pressed 
upon  the  two  noble  Lords  who  have  so 
ably  moved  and  seconded  the  Address, 
because  they  felt  it  necessary,  in  order 
to  give  some  additional  interest  to  their 
agreeable  discourses,  to  fall  back  upon 
such  matters  as  the  proceedings  of 
the  French  Assembly  some  12  months 
ago,  and  the  military  merits  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  sits  upon  the  Gross 
Benches,  and  whose  presence  here  we 
all  welcome  as  a  high  honour  to  the 
House.  One  of  the  noble  Lords  said 
that  the  Speech  was  one  which  must 
give  great  satisfaction  to  the  House  to 
hear.  However  that  may  be,  I  doubt 
whether  it  is  one  that  gave  great  satis- 
faction to  its  authors  to  compose.  It 
gives  me  the  impression  of  an  ordeal  by 
fire.  A  number  of  burning  questions  lie 
about— matters  of  the  deepest  interest  to 
the  world — and  the  Speech  moves  about 
among  the  red-hot  ploughshares  with 
delicate  steps,  scarcely  touching  one  of 
them,  and  certainly  not  allowing  to  re- 
main upon  its  surface  the  slightest  imprint 
of  their  contact.  There  are  many  subjects 
of  interest  just  now.  There  is  the  ques- 
tion of  the  constitution  of  Egypt,  of  the 
future  of  Egypt,  and  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  that  country,  and  of 
the  way  in  which  that  policy  is  to  be 
received  by  Foreign  Powers.  We  learn 
from  the  Speech  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  suppressed  with  rapidity 
and  completeness  a  formidable  rebellion 
in  Egypt.  Let  me  say  in  passing  that 
the  words  used  are  those  which  are 
usually  employed  by  those  who  have 
territorial  possession  of  a  country,  and 
who  are  repressing  a  rebellion  against 
their  own  authority.  Then  we  are  told 
that— 

''The  withdrawal  of  the  British  troops  is 
proceeding  as  ezpeditioasly  as  a  prudent  con- 
sideration of  the  circumstances  will  admit/' 

But  the  great  anxiety  of  the  world  is  to 
know  whether  the  British  troops  are  to 
be  withdrawn  altogether,  and  when ; 
and  upon  neither  of  those  questions 
does  the  Speech  give  us  the  slightest 
hint  as  to  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government.  The  Government 
are  able  to  say  that  they  have  submitted 
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to  the  friendly  consideration  fof  the 
Powers  the  mysterious  arrangement  by 
which  the  stability  of  the  Khedive  and 
the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the 
Egyptian  people  are  to  be  secured.  But 
we  have  not  a  hint  that  any  one  of  those 
Powers  has  expressed  its  approval  of  the 
arrangements  proposed.  And  when  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  tells 
us  that  the  result  of  the  administration 
of  the  Government  is  that  we  remain 
on  terms  of  as  great  friendship  as  be- 
fore with  all  the  Powers  of  Europe, 
he  must  have  forgotten  almost  entirely 
the  condition  of  our  relations  with 
France. 

**To  those  objects  my  policy  has  heen  di- 
rected in  the  past  and  will  be  addressed  in  the 
future ;  and  I  continue  to  rely  with  confidence 
on  its  just  appreciation  by  other  countries.'' 

But  no  intimation  is  given  us  as  to 
whether  any  circumstances  have  arisen 
that  should  induce  us  to  believe  that 
that  confidence  will  be  justified.  And 
so  with  respect  to  other  questions. 
Matters  of  local  government  have  ex- 
cited a  great  deal  of  interest,  but  they 
are  not  put  into  the  forefront  of  the 
Speech ;  they  come  as  a  sort  of  supple- 
ment to  the  measure  for  the  government 
of  the  Metropolis — 

"  And,  if  time  should  permit,  will  be  followed 
by  other  measures  relating  to  reform  of  Local 
Government" 

— apparently  on  the  same  model,  and 
belonging  to  the  same  class,  as  the  Me- 
tropolitan Government  Bill.  The  ques- 
tion of  tenant  right  bus  excited  the 
liveliest  interest  in  the  country.  The 
Government  on  this  matter  has  adopted 
a  form  of  language  of  which  it  is 
difRcult  to  penetrate  the  meaning.  On 
other  questions  wo  arc  to  have  measures ; 
on  this  subject  of  compensation  to 
tenants  we  are  only  to  have  a  proposal. 
But  what  precise  distinction  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government*  mean  to  draw  be- 
tween the  treatfhent  of  those  subjects 
it  is  difficult  to  ascertain.  I  suppose 
that,  in  using  that  language,  the  Go- 
vernment desire  to  depreciate  the  im- 
portance of  their  measure  on  that  subject 
which  they  intend  to  introduce,  and  do 
not  like  to  put  it  upon  the  level  in  point 
of  definiteness  and  distinctness  with  such 
measures  as  those  relating  to  the  police 
of  Scotland  and  to  the  reform  of  the  Uni- 
versities in  that  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom.   Then  comes  the  most    burning 
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question  of  all,  the  question  of  future 
legislation  for  Ireland.  Do  the  Govern- 
ment say  they  intend  to  legislate  for  Ire- 
land? They  do  not  say  so.  Do  they 
say  they  do  not  intend  to  legislate  for 
Ireland?  They  do  not  say  so.  They 
say  there  may  be  legislative  needs  for 
Ireland,  for  which  preparation  has  not 
yet  been  made,  and  with  which  it  is  poe- 
sible'time  may  be  found  for  dealing.  X 
suppose  that  is  intended  as  a  delicate 
hint  to  the  Irish  Members,  that  if  they 
will  only  employ  the  usual  means  of  in- 
fluence which  have  so  often  succeeded 
with  the  Government,  those  means  of 
influence  may  yet  succeed  again.  But  X 
hope  that  this  mode  of  announcing  mea- 
sures, dealing  with  the  most  important 
and  difficult  part  of  the  task  confided  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  will  not  be 
made  into  a  precedent.  Hitherto  we 
have  spoken  of  the  announcements  of  the 
Queen's  Speech.  If  the  present  practice 
is  followed,  we  shall  have  to  drop  the 
phrase,  and  speak  hereafter  of  the  innu- 
endoes of  the  Queen's  Speech.  Those  who 
have  studied  the  Speech  have  adopted 
two  difi"erent  interpretations  of  the  pecu- 
liar character  appertaining  to  it.  To 
some  it  seems  that  the  difficulty  arises 
from  the  fact  that  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  now  divided  from  the  body 
of  the  Government  by  a  distance  of 
something  like  1,000  miles,  and  that 
the  headless  trunk,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, begins  to  feel,  as  might 
be  expected,  symptoms  of  paralysis. 
But  others  think  that  it  is  the  result 
of  the  study  of  military  art,  to  which, 
under  the  tutelage  of  my  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  (Lord  Wolseley),  the 
Government  have  been  recently  forced 
to  devote  their  attention,  and  that  this 
soft  and  unobtrusive  language  is  merely 
a  screen,  that  the  whole  thing  is  a 
masked  battery,  and  that  later  on  the 
mask  will  be  withdrawn,  and  a  formid- 
able array  of  destructive  legislation  will, 
in  due  time,  be  displayed.  I  do  not 
venture  to  decide  that  question  or 
hazard  any  prophecies,  for  1  know  well 
that  in  Parliamentary  matters,  as  in 
other  matters,  the  only  safe  thing  to 
prophesy  is  the  unexpected.  But,  my 
Lords,  I  have  no  objection  to  this 
particular  line  of  treatment  when  it 
deals  with  measures  for  extending  the 
Lord  Mayor's  dinner,  or  for  relieving 
the  deadness  of  country  life,  which  the 
noble  Lord  put  forward  as  an  object.    I 
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do  not  knov  that  my   noble  Friends 
roand  me  are  prepared  to  say  that  coun- 
try life  is  flo  absolutely  dead ;  but  any 
meaauree  which  may  infuse  into  it  any 
amount  of  resuscitation  will  be  accepted 
with  gratitude.     The  policy  of  dealing 
by  innuendo  with  unimportant  measures 
might  be  passed  over  without  remark  ; 
hut  with  respect  to  the  burning  ques- 
tions of  the  day,  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  it  is  singularly  misplaced.     First 
take  Egypt.     With  respect  to  that  coun- 
try, we  have  undoubtedly,  since  Parlia- 
ment met  last  year,  witnessed  a  g^eat 
transformation  scene.    For  the  first  six 
months  of  last  year  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
Temment  was  instinct  with  the  doctrines 
connected  with  the  name  of  that  distin- 
guished Gentleman,  Mr.  Bright,  who  has 
left  the  GoTemment.    For  the  last  six 
months  they  have  returned  to  an  earlier 
and  a  sounder  model ;  but  their  repent- 
ance does  not  entirely  wash  away  their 
sin.    It  does  not  efface  the  effects  of 
their  temporary  concession  to  the  policy 
of  weakness,  yaciUation,  and  self-efface- 
ment. '  The  result  of  their  action,  or 
want  of  action,  at  the  proper  time,  has 
been  that  the  mechanism  has  been  de- 
stroyed by  which  the  results  they  now 
look  for  should  be  attained.     Had  they 
interfered  in  time,  the  Khedive's  Go- 
Temment,  or  the  traditions  which  sup- 
ported it,  and  the  religious  and  other 
influences  which  belong  to  them,  under 
the  sanction   of   the  Ottoman  Power, 
would    have    remained    upright,    and 
the  future  coqduct  of  Egypt  by  their 
help  might  not  have  been  ^fficult.    But 
all  the  powers  the  Khedive's  Govern- 
ment possessed  of  itself  have  been  swept 
away,  and  for  the  future  all  the  power 
of  i^gTpt  most  be  derived  from  the  pro- 
tective influence  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment   Now,  how  do  you  hope  to  exer- 
cise that  influence  ?    If  you  are  about 
to  leave  a  military  force  there,  it  is  as  if 
jou  left  it  at  GwaHor  or  Secunderabad. 
It  is  not  difficult  to  understand,  what- 
ever objections  there  might  be  to  such 
a  course,  how  such  machinery  would  in- 
sure the  objects  you  say  you  have  in 
view — the  internal  peace  and  stability  of 
theKhedive'aGovemmentand  the  future 
prasperity  of  Egypt.    Even  if  you  pro- 
posed to  take  any  diplomatic  facilities, 
in  caae  ul  need,  for  returning  with  your 
Forces  to  Egypt,  some  species  of  security 
for  those  objects  would  still  be  preserved. 
But  if  we  lightly  understand  the  policy  of 


Her  Majesty's  Government — at  present 
we  have  it  only  from  non-official  sources— 
they  intend  to  rely  for  the  future  predo- 
minance of  England  in  Egypt  only  on  the 
prestige  derived  from  the  success  of  the 
arms  of  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend.  I 
do  not  dispute  the  greatness  of  that  pres- 
tige. I  do  not  dispute  that  our  Army 
has  dealt  a  good  lesson  to  Egypt  and  to 
the  Eastern  world — a  very  wholesome 
lesson — but  the  recollection  of  the  power 
of  it  will  speedily  fade  away.  Bemem- 
ber  this — that  you  failed  before  in  your 
endeavour  to  maintain  the  Government 
of  Egypt,  whether  by  your  own  fault  or 
not,  though  you  had  not  only  your  own 
military  prestige,  proved  in  every  quarter 
of  the  world,  to  sustain  you,  but  the 
prestige  of  France  as  well.  You  will 
have  that  no  longer;  you  will  be  by 
yourselves.  Do  you  not  imagine,  when 
the  troops  are  withdrawn  and  the  Khe- 
dive is  left  to  himself,  when  political 
changes  sweep  from  time  to  time  over 
the  surface  of  English  and  European 
politics — do  you  not  imagine  that  old 
ambitions  will  revive,  and  old  intrigues 
will  be  renewed ;  and  that  the  effect  of  the 
lesson  given  at  Tel-eUKebir  will  be  en- 
tirely forgotten  ?  But  even  if  that  were 
not  the  case,  you  must  remember  that 
you  will  have,  not  alone,  to  deal  with 
the  influences  that  may  arise  among  the 
Egyptian  people.  You  must  calculate 
upon  the  future  action  and  influence  of 
France  in  this  difficult  question.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  addressed  himself 
with  great  ability  to  show  that  France 
was  not  injured  by  what  we  have  done 
in  Egypt.  That  may  be  the  case ;  but  I 
thought  he  fell  into  an  error  which  is  too 
common,  and  which,  I  fear,  has  misled 
the  Government — that  the  interests  of 
France  in  Egypt  are  only  individual 
interests — the  interests  of  the  bond- 
holder and  merchant.  Unfortunately, 
France  is  actuated  by  less  substantial 
and  far  more  formidable  and  powerful 
motives — ^namely,  the  result  of  their 
own  action  in  Egypt,  the  exploits  of 
their  Army,  the  fame  won  there  by  the 
First  Napoleon,  and  the  engineering 
achievement  accomplished  there  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Third.  These  are 
sentimental  influences ;  but,  unhappily, 
no  one  can  read  the  expression  of  French 
opinion  without  feeling  that  France  is 
deeply  dissatisfied  at  being  deprived  of 
the  authority  which  she  formerly  pos- 
sessed.   As  time  goes  on,  and  as  the 
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internal  politics  of  France  dear  them- 
selves, and  she  becomes  more  of  a  power 
in  Europe  than  she  is  now,  you  must 
expect  that  your  position  in  Egypt, 
unless  very  strongly  secured,  will  be 
attacked,  not  only  by  the  ambitions 
which  may  spring  up  among  the  Native 
population,  but  by  the  intrigues  of 
Foreign  Powers  as  well.  There  are 
other  eiroumstances  which  ought  not  to 
be  forgotten  in  dealing  with  the  attitude 
of  France  towards  this  country  in  Egypt. 
The  constant  changes  of  Government  in 
France  have  seemingly,  and  in  reality, 
weakened  that  country,  and  have  made 
the  power  of  the  Central  Government 
over  its  distant  agents  far  feebler  than 
it  was  before.  Now,  what  you  have  to 
fear,  in  your  dealings  in  every  part  of 
the  world,  is,  not  so  much  the  antagon- 
ism of  the  Central  Government,  which  is 
enlightened  and  knows  its  own  interests, 
but  the  action  of  distant  agents,  who  are 
actuated  by  traditional  feelings  which 
they  cannot  shake  ofiP ;  and,  in  proportion 
as  the  Central  Government  is  weak,  you 
will  find  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
these  matters  in  Egypt  increase.  I  say 
this  to  illustrate  what  I  have  ventured 
to  advance — namely,  that  at  this  mo- 
ment the  policy  of  dealing  with  this 
Egyptian  Question  by  hints  and  innuen- 
does is  singularly  misplaced.  The  time 
is  come  when  it  would  be  of  g^eat  diplo- 
matic importance,  and  of  great  assistance 
to  the  conduct  of  England  in  the  future, 
that  her  position  with  respect  to  Egypt 
should  be  fully  and  rigidly  defined.  We 
hear  from  one  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  troops  are  not  to  stay  in 
Egypt.  We  hear  from  another  Member 
that  they  are  to  stay  until  certcdn  objects 
are  to  be  achieved,  which  we  know  can- 
not be  achieved  at  an  early  period.  We 
hear  from  Mr.  Chamberlain  that,  con- 
sidering the  interests  it  has,  it  is  im- 
possible for  England  to  look  with  apathy 
on  anarchy  in  Egypt ;  and  from  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney) 
we  hear  an  inspired  panegyric  on  an- 
archy, which  he  appears  to  regard  as 
the  highest  blessing  that  can  be  bestowed 
upon  a  nation.  That  seems  to  show  that 
you  have  no  definite  policy ;  and  those 
who  look  forward  to  the  time  when  your 
troops  will  leave  the  country,  and  when 
their  own  influence  and  power  will  be 
restored  again,  are  encouraged  to  make 
their  preparations  for  that  period,  and 
to  keep  alive  every  source  of  discontent 
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and  disturbance  which  may  be  at  their 
command.    My  Lords,  the  same  may  be 
said  with  regard  to  Ireland.    Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  changed  their 
poHoy  in  Ireland.    We  have  had  efforts 
to  maintain  the  law  which  we  cannot  too 
highly  applaud.  I  think  that  the  greatest 
praise  is  due  to  Lord  Spencer  for  his 
exertions ;  but  we  cannot  but  regret  that 
all  these  efforts  were  not  made  12  or  18 
months  ago.     In  this,  as  in'  the  former 
case,  your  change  of  policy,  of  course, 
does  not  wipe  out  the  evils  you  have 
done.     The  agency  by  which  you  con- 
ducted, to  a  great  extent,  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  by  your  act,  is  gone. 
You  formerly  had  the  landowners   of 
Ireland  between  you  and  the  rest  of  the 
population.    I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
injury  you  have  done  them,  and  the 
resentments  it  may  leave  behind — that 
is    another   subject  of  discussion — but 
you  have  shattered  their    power,  and 
they  are  now  perfectly  useless  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  English  Gt)- 
vernment,  or  of  maintaining  the  con- 
nection    between    the    two    countries. 
Thus,  the  greater  burden  is  thrown  on 
the  Central  Government.     On  it  now 
rests  the  whole  exclusive  responsibility 
of  making  head  against  what  seems  to 
be  a  rising  popular  feeling  in  that  coun- 
try.   With  these  difficulties  in  front  of 
you,  of  which  nobody  can  underrate  the 
magnitude,  I  would  ask,  have  you    a 
clear  and  settled  policy  ?    Do  your  Mi- 
nisters know  what  they  are  going  to  do  ? 
Are  they  able  to  announce  what  they 
will  grant  and  what  they  will  refuse,  so 
as  to  remove  all  the  hopes  of  agitation  ? 
From  the  phrases  of  the  Speech,  one 
would  imagine  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  never  heard  of  the  fierce 
conflict  that  has  been  going  on  between 
its  Members  on  the  subject  of  their  Irish 
policy.     Why,  we  have  had  a  regular 
tournament  all  the  winter  between  the 
various  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— a  tournament  in  which  Lord 
Hartington  has  challenged  all  comers. 
It  was  begun  by  the  noble   Earl  the 
Secretary  of.  State  for  the  Colonies,  who . 
avowed  that  his  great  nostrum  for  Irish 
evils  was  spending  a  million  or  two  on 
emigration.    Lord  Hartington  hastened 
to  assure  the  world  that  that  was  a 
delusion,  and  was  utterly  opposed  to  the 
feelings  and  prejudices  of    the    Irish 
people.     Then  there  was  the  serious 
question,  which  is  the  burning  questioa 
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of  the  hour — the  extension  of  local  go- 
Tomment  in  that  oonntrj.  Mr.  Healy, 
before  he  went  to  prison,  elaborated  a 
carefal  acheme  in  that  direction,  and 
the  matter  has  been  dealt  with  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Qovemment  both  inside  and 
outside  the  Cabinet.  I  think  Mr.  Her- 
bert Qladetone  said  he  was  in  favour  of 
considering  Home  Hule ;  Mr.  Ashley 
would  not  grant  Home  Hule,  but  would 
gjTe  every  possible  extension  of  the 
municipal  and  Parliamentary  franchise ; 
while  Mr.  Courtney,  as  I  have  said,  pro- 
nounced a  perfectly  Pindaric  eulogium 
on  the  advantages  of  anarchy.  Mr. 
Chamberlain  again — I  should  be  sorry 
to  miaquote  him,  because  it  is  so  strange 
in  a  Member  of  the  Government  to  give 
utterance  to  such  words — said — 


4« 


As  long  as  Ireland  is  without  any  institu- 
tion of  local  goTemmont  worthy  of  the  name, 
•o  long  the  seeda  of  diaontent  and  disloyalty 
will  Temain,  only  to  burst  forth  into  luxurious 
growth  at  the  first  favourable  season." 

Unfortunately,  we  have  not  had  many 
utterances  from  Mr.  Gladstone  in  this 
Becess.  His  constituents  in  Mid  Lothian 
have,  to  their  great  grief,  failed  to  re- 
ceive a  defence  of  his  policy ;  but 
we  progress  rapidly  in  these  times, 
and  new  ways  of  communication  are 
constantly  discovered  by  distinguished 
men.  Mr.  Gladstone,  having  abandoned 
the  senate  and  the  platform,  has  taken 
refage  behind  the  tea-table,  and  there 
he  informs  M.  Cldmenceau  that  the 
"curse  of  Ireland  is  centralization." 
He  adds — 

**  What  I  hope  and  desire,  what  I  labour  for 
and  hare  at  hesjt,  is  to  decentralize  authority 
there.  We  hare  disestablished  the  Church,  and 
h\re  relieved  the  tenant  class  of  many  grier- 
ances,  and  are  now  going  to  produce  a  state  of 
thinga  which  will  make  the  humblest  Irishman 
re:dize  that  he  is  a  governing  agency,  and  that 
the  goTemment  is  to  be  earned  on  for  him  and 
bv  him." 

I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  the  humblest 
Irishman  as  a  governing  agency.  Now, 
these  are  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  Mr. 
Chamberlain ;  what  does  Lord  Harting- 
ton  say  ?    He  says — 

**  It  is  sapposed  by  some  that  by  changes  in 
the  system  of  local  self-government  we  can 
restore  contentment  to  the  country.  It  would 
be  madness,  in  my  opinion,  to  give  Ireland 
more  extended  self-government,  unless  we  can 
receive  from  the  Irish  people  some  assurance 
that  thla  boom  would  not  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  agitation." 

VOL.  CCLXXVI.    [thibd  ssbies.] 


Nov,  it  is  not  for  me  to  reconcile  these 
divergent  opinions ;  it  is  enough  to  say 
that  Mr.  Chamberlain's  and  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's  views    are    regarded  by  Lord 
Hartington  as  madness.      What  I  do 
wish  to  press  upon  the  House  and  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is,  that  this 
is  no  mere  question  of  inconsistency. 
It  is  not  an  ordinary  Party  device  of 
comparing  the  present  with  the  former 
opinions  of  an  adversary.     It  is  a  ques- 
tion whether,  in  a  crisis  of  singular  im- 
portance in  Irish  history,  the  Govern- 
ment have  presented  to  the  Irish  people 
a  plain  and  distinct  policy  in  which  they 
are  all  agreed,  or  whether,  by  their  ex- 
pressed disagreement,  they  are  not  en- 
couraging the  Irish  people  to  further 
efforts  in  agitation.    Two  or  three  years 
ago  we  used  to  hear  a  gpreat  deal  of  the 
Concert  of  Europe.     That  has  entirely 
disappeared  from  the  speeches  of  the 
advocates  of  the  Government ;  we  have 
ceased  to  hope  for  such  great  things, 
and  only  ask  now  for  the  concert  of 
Downing  Street.      We  ask   only   that 
Downing  Street  shall  be  at  one  with 
itself,  because  we  cannot  but  feel  that 
these   strange  divergencies  of  opinion 
are  not  the  result  of  accident,  but  are  a 
necessary  part  of  Party  strategy.     If 
this  difference  of  opinion  had  concerned 
merely  Egypt,  I  might  have  thought 
that  predominant  diplomatic  considera- 
tions had  driven  the  Government  to  it ; 
but  in  respect  to  Ireland  it  is  impossible 
not  to  feel  that  the  speeches  on  one  side 
or  another  are  addressed  successively  to 
the  two  wings  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
When  the  Radicals  begin  to  think  that 
the  pledges  of  1880  are  not  being  ful- 
filled, Mr.  Chamberlain  is  sent  down  to 
pacify  them ;  and  when  the  Whigs  begin 
to  think  that  those  pledges  are  taken 
too  seriously,  Lord  Hartington  is  com- 
missioned to  set  the  matter  right.    I  can 
well  imagine  that  in  so  divided  a  flock 
what  is  called,  in  American  parlance, 
**  sitting  on  the  gate,"  may  be  a  judicious 
art,  ana  a  necessary  resource  of  Party 
tactics.    But,  however  necessary  it  may 
be  for  Party  cohesion  and  to  secure  the 
obedience  of  confiding  Badicals,  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  no  course  can  be  pursued 
more  dangerous  to  the  interests  of  the 

Empire.  

Earl  GBANYILLE  :  I  do  not  always 
agree  with  the  noble  Marquess,  and, 
therefore,  it  is  a  great  satisfaction  to 
me  to  be  in   accord  with   him  in  at 
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leaat  four  of  tlie  statemeDts  lie  lias 
niado.  In  the  first  place,  I  acknow- 
ledge the  justice  of  his  remark,  that 
there  was  ncithing  to  criticize  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech ;  and  if  the  noble 
Marquess  cannot  find  something  to  criti- 
cize, I  defy  the  rest  of  mankind  to  do 
BO.  I  agree  with  him  also  in  his  wel- 
come to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
whom  we  are  all  so  glad  to  see  amongst 
us,  and  I  cordially  agree  with  the  com- 
pliment he  paid  to  the  Mover  and  Se- 
conder of  the  Address.  The  remarks 
of  the  Seconder  of  the  Address  were 
statesmanlike,  and  not  merely  of  a  con- 
ventional character ;  and  with  regard  to 
the  noble  Earl,  your  Lordships  will  have 
observed  the  excellent  tone  and  sub- 
stance of  his  speech.  In  an  hereditary 
Chamber  it  is  interesting  to  see  what 
qualities  descend  from  generation  to 
generation  ;  and,  from  what  we  have 
heard  to-day,  I  cannot  doubt  that  the 
blood  of  the  Lambtons,  the  Greys,  and 
the  Bussells  will  produce  the  results  of 
which  the  promise  has  been  given  this 
evening.  The  noble  Marquess  complains 
of  a  want  of  vigour  in  the  Speech,  which 
he  attributes  to  the  absence  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone ;  but  the  whole  tradition  of  Lord 
John  Bussell's  experience  would  be  con- 
trary to  that  contention.  Then,  again, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  when  the  noble 
Marquess  makes  it  his  principal  com- 
plaint against  the  Queen's  Speech  in 
that  it  deals  in  innuendoes,  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  noble  Marquess's  speech 
just  delivered  consists  entirely  of  innuen- 
does, with  hardly  any  positive  attack  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government  at  all.  Undet* 
these  circumstances,  it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  go  into  any  details  respecting 
the  Bills  announced  in  the  Speech.  The 
noble  Marquess  has  spoken  of  Ireland, 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  is  a 
very  great  tribute  to  the  Government  of 
Ireland  at  this  moment  that  the  noble 
Marquess  has  not  fpund  one  single  thing 
to  complain  of  in  the  Government  of 
that  country  during  the  last  six  months 
which  have  elapsed  since  Parliament 
first  adjourned  in  the  month  of  August. 
All  his  attacks  have  been  founded  upon 
speeches  made  by  Gentlemen  not  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  upon  unwarranted  gossip  at 
dinner  parties.  I  certainly  do  venture  to 
take  upon  me  to  state,  whatever  shades 
of  difference  maybe  detected  in  our  views 
with  regard  to  the  condition  of  Ireland, 
I  am  quite  certain  that  no  Member  of 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  has,  on  tb 
one  hand,  declared  in  favour  of  anythin, 
like  Home  Bule,  any  separation  of  th 
connection  between  the  two  countriei 
nor,  on  the  other  hand,  has  anyon 
denied  that  there  may  be  measure 
for  giving  more  interest  in  the  govern 
ment  of  Ireland  to  the  Irish  people 
which  it  may  be  desirable  to  pasi 
Like  my  noble  Friends  the  Mover  an 
Seconder,  the  noble  Marquess  spok 
with  reference  to  Lord  Spencer.  1 
may  be  an  invidious  task  to  me  t 
award  any  praise  to  a  Colleague;  bu 
I  cannot  help  saying  on  this  occasion— 
and  I  do  so  entirely  uninfluenced  b; 
personal  or  political  feelings — that  '. 
believe  what  has  been  said  by  the  tbre 
noble  Lords  who  have  preceded  me  doe 
not.  in  the  slightest  degree,  exceed  th< 
merits  of  the  case.  Within  a  sbor 
time,  since  Lord  Spencer  and  Mr.  Tre 
velyan  have  been  associated  in  the  Go 
vernment  of  Ireland,  they  have  boti 
taken  upon  themselves  these  ardaoui 
duties,  the  undertaking  and  discharg< 
of  which  require  both  physical  anc 
moral  courage.  One  of  the  reasons  f  o] 
the  great  success  of  Lord  Spencer  ii 
that  capacity  has  been  that,  on  the  om 
hand,  no  one  loves  Ireland  more,  nc 
one  is  more  associated  with  the  feeling 
of  the  best  portion  of  the  Irish  people, 
no  one  is  more  desirous  of  reforming 
any  grievances  that  exist,  and  no  one, 
at  the  same  time,  combines  with  that 
the  highest  sense  of  duty  in  carrying  on 
in  a  firm  and  determined  manner  the  wai 
upon  the  enemies,  not  only  of  this  coun- 
try, but  of  Ireland  itself.  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Marquess  complains  in  par- 
ticular of  the  want  of  concert  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Aa 
I  said  before,  I  have  not  been  reading 
all  the  productions  of  the  day ;  but  1 
certainly  have  seen  some,  and  I  certainly 
have  been  told  of  other  speeches  and 
articles,  not  of  Liberals  accusing  Con- 
servatives of  being  disunited,  but  of 
different  Members  of  the  great  united 
Conservative  Party  complaining  of  their 
Leaders  and  followers,  and  making  up 
what  appears  to  me  to  be  a  quanrm 
in  that  great  and  historical  JParty; 
and  while  speaking  on  this  subject 
the  noble  Marquess  might  have  dis- 
pelled some  illusions  which  have  been 
created  on  this  s;de  of  the  House.  Then 
the  noble  Marquess  went  on  to  speak 
with  regard  to  Egypt,  and,  as  usual,  he 
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began  bj  accuBing  the  GoTemment  of 
radllation  and  weakness  in  the  first  por- 
tion of  their  dealings  with  the  Egyptian 
Qnestion.     The  noble  Marquess  has  not 
explained  what  he  wished.    Did  he  wish 
for  more  deciMve  language  on  our  part, 
or  for  earlier  decided  action  ?    I  want  to 
know  what  the  thing  is  he  complains  of. 
Did  not  we  speak  loud  enough?    The 
great  complaint  last  jear  was  with  regard 
to  the  Dual  Note,  in  which  we  spoke  very 
firmly,  and  which,  I  may  say,  we  have 
adhered  to,  carrying  out  everything  that 
was  stated  in  that  Note.  That  Note  was 
complained  of  as  being  of  too  aggressive 
a  character  by  the  noble  Marquess  and 
some  of  his  Friends.     Then,  is  it  want 
of  action  that  is  complained  of?    One 
Member  of   the  late  Qovernment  has 
twice  stated  that  100  policemen  would 
have  settled  the  whole  thing.  Once  it  was 
said  on  his  own  authority,  and  once  on 
that  of  M.  Gambetta.     I  do  not  know 
what  force   it   was  that  M.  Gambetta 
(tmtemplated  using  on  behalf  of  France ; 
I'Ut  I  do  not  think  it  was  his  intention 
to  send  100  BergenU-de-ville  to  effect  that 
purpose.     Another  Member  of  the  late 
Cabinet  only   this  week   said  that  we 
ought  to  have  landed    1,000    men    at 
Alexandria.     I  believe  that  the  landing 
of  a  force  before  the  successful  opera- 
tions of  the  Fleet  would  have  been  mad- 
ness.   I  remember  at  the  time  there  was 
a  discussion  as  to  whether  we  should 
postpone    any   action    on  the    part  of 
the  Fleet,  and  it  was  then  stated  that 
it  would    require  a  whole    month    to 
effect  a  oombined  land  movement  with 
France,  whilst  during  that  time  the  forts 
were  being  fortified,  not  to  mention  the 
immense  moral  effect  that  such  a  post- 
ponement would  have  against  us.     I 
believe,  on  the  contrary,  if  we  had  not 
used  every  possible  means  before  adopt- 
ing measures  of  force — if  we  had  not  con- 
vinced the  whole  of  Europe  of  our  deter- 
mination in   this  sense — I  believe  the 
danger  of  an  early  intervention  on  our 
part  would  have  been  immense,  and  I 
Tory  much  doubt  whether  it  would  have 
been  effectual,  while  the  result  might 
have   been   a  general    European  war. 
My  Lords,    the    noble    Marquess    has 
treated  this  part  of  the  question  lightly ; 
and,  as  he  has  preferred  going  into  the 
speeches  of  Cabinet  Ministers,  and  in- 
numerable persons  not  in  the  Oabinet, 
I  may  make    some   reference    to   the 
speeches  he  made  at  Edinburgh.   Those 


speeches  were  announced  as  very  im- 
portant ones.    They  were  to  have  the 
effect  sometimes  attributed  to  the  Mid 
Lothian  speeches  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  and 
of  course  they  were  carefully  prepared 
before  they  were  made.     I  confess  I  felt 
very  nervous  and  embarrassed  as  to  what 
might  be  the  power  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess,  and  what  the  noble  Marquess 
might  do  in  attacking  the  Government 
policy  on  that  occasion ;  and  I  must  say 
that  I  never  was  more  relieved  in  my  life 
than  when  I  read  those  speeches,  because 
it  appeared  to  me  that  the  arguments  of 
the  noble  Marquess  were  based  exclu- 
sively on  historical  statements  of  fact, 
which   I   knew,  when  the  opportunity 
came,  could  be  absolutely  and  entirely 
destroyed.     I  am  not  going  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  with  details  of  the  noble 
Marquess's  speeches;    but  I  will  give 
you  an  instance  of  the  sort  of  argument 
he  adduced  in  holding  up  the  Govern- 
ment to  reprobation.     He  described  us 
as  having  asked  the  permission  of  Europe 
to  invade  Egypt,  and,  after  having  re- 
ceived a  refusal  of  that  permission,  as 
having  proceeded  to   take  Egypt.      I 
must  say  that  if  the  Government  had 
been  guilty  of  such  conduct  it  would 
have  been  very  hypocritical,  very  in- 
consistent, and  very  audacious;  and  my 
only  reason  for  supposing  that  Europe 
is  not  indignant  is  that  I  think  it  just 
possible    that    Europe    doubted    every 
single  assertion  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess made.     I  am  at  a  loss  to  know 
when  and  where  we  asked  the  permission 
of  Europe  to  invade  Egypt ;   and  when 
he  states  that  we  have  now  taken  Egypt, 
I  can  only  state  that  we  have  not  taken 
it,  and  that  we  do  not  intend  to  take  it. 
That  is  the  sort  of  representation  which 
was  made.    I  will  take  another  instance. 
The  noble  Marquess  attacked  the  bom- 
bardment,  and    asked  what  could  be 
thought  of  a  Government  which  had 
taken  a  vast  Fleet  to  Alexandria,  where 
it    had    no    international    right,    and, 
being  there,   demanded   things    to  be 
done  on  shore,  and  those  demands  being 
refused  they  proceeded  to  bombard  a 
commercial  port   contrary  to   Interna- 
tional Law. 

The  Marqxtess  of  SALISBUEY  : 
Not  contrary  to  International  Law,  but 
in  a  place  where  they  had  no  inter- 
national right  to  be. 

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  I  am  right ; 
contrary  to  International  Law. 

0  2 
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Earl  CAIRNS  :  It  was  Mr.  Bright 
who  said  that  it  was  against  Inter- 
national Law. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  I  will  admit  it 
to  be  a  perfectly  legitimate  argument 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bright,  but  not 
in  the  mouth  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
With  regard  to  the  Fleet,  what  occurred 
first  was,  that  in  September  Sir  Edward 
Malet  applied  to  the  Oovernment,  stating 
that  a  panic  existed ;  but  he  applied 
not  so  much  on  account  of  what  might 
be  done  as  because,  if  excitement  oc- 
curred, it  might  be  desirable  there  should 
be  a  place  of  refuge.  We  sent  a  ship, 
as  did  the  French,  and  sent  a  telegram 
explaining  why  it  was  sent ;  and  when 
that  ship  was  removed,  we  had  another 
despatch  from  Sir  Edward  Malet  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  his  original  request 
for  a  ship  would  not  be  disregarded.  It 
has  been  stated  that  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  our  disregard  of  Sir  Edward 
Malet's  caution  against  sending  a  ship 
— exactly  the  reverse  of  what  he  did 
advise — that  there  was  a  massacre  at 
Alexandria ;  that  event  having  happened 
eight  months  later.  I  now  come  to 
another  part  of  the  question.  I  think 
it  was  on  the  15th  of  May  I  stated 
in  this  House  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
Egypt.  The  principal  portion  of  that 
statement  was  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment and  ourselves  had  ordered  squad- 
rons to  go  to  Alexandria.  The  noble 
Marquess  spoke  immediately  afterwards, 
and  said  he  had  no  objection  to  make  to 
the  statement  I  had  just  delivered.  He 
said  that  we  had  inherited  obligations 
from  the  late  Government  with  regard 
to  Tewfik,  and  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  we  should  support  those 
obligations,  not  only  by  despatches,  but 
by  force  if  necessary.  Well,  it  would 
be  perfectly  consistent  if  Mr.  Bright  or 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  had  used  the  noble 
Marquess's  recent  arguments,  because 
they  always  objected  to  the  despatch  of 
the  Fleet  to  Alexandria ;  but  is  it  pos- 
sible to  conceive  how  the  noble  Marquess 
can  lay  down  the  principle  that  he  en- 
tirely approves  of  our  action,  and  then 
hold  up  the  Government  to  execration 
at  Edinburgh  because  we  have  taken  a 
course  which  he  entirely  approved  of  at 
the  time?  I  go  further.  He  said, 
being  there,  we  asked  for  things  to  be 
done  on  shore  which  we  had  no  interna- 
tional right  to  do.    Well;  but  on  the 


1st  of  June  last,  the  noble  Marquei 
stated  in  this  House  that  if  Her  M^f 
jesty's  Government  were  allowing  tl 
forts  at  Alexandria  to  be  built,  an 
were  refusing  to  allow  the  Fleet  to  tali 
the  precautions  which  at  once,  and  will 
out  any  breach  of  International  LaT 
would  put  a  stop  to  these  works,  1 
thought  they  were  running  a  grei 
risk,  and  were  taking  a  most  impnidei 
course.  However,  I  do  not  complain  f 
much  of  the  noble  Marquess  changin 
his  opinions  so  greatly  within  six  montlii 
as  that  he  should  have  said  that  ^ 
bombarded  the  commercial  part  of  Hi 
town.  It  was  said  by  Arabi  Bey  and  b 
a  small  section  of  the  hostile  Press  o 
the  Continent  that  we  bombarded  tb 
commercial  part  of  the  port  of  Alea 
andria  ;  but  all  our  official  Beporti 
both  civil  and  military,  concur  with  th 
statements  of  the  Admiral  and  the  Nave 
officers  —  that  the  greatest  care,  bu 
manity,  and  skill  were  exercised  to  con 
centrate  the  bombardment  exclusively 

• 

un  the  forts  and  the  earthworks  whicl 
had  been  erected.  My  Lords,  it  ha 
been  said  that  the  great  business  o 
an  Opposition  was  to  oppose.  Well,  '. 
admit,  my  Lords,  that  it  is  a  very  im 
portant  function  of  an  Opposition  t< 
criticize  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment; but  that  ought  to  be  done  fairly 
in  accordance  with  the  ordinary  princi 
pies  of  justice,  and  with  due  regarc 
to  historical  facts.  I  beg  your  Lord< 
ships'  pardon  for  having  dwelt  so  long 
on  this  subject ;  but  I  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  put  your  Lordships  on  your  guard 
The  noble  Marquess  stated  in  the  summei 
of  last  year  that  there  were  two  thingf 
which  affected  the  honour  of  this  country. 
One  was  the  maintenance  of  Tewfil[ 
in  his  position  as  Khedive ;  the  othex 
was  the  removal  of  Arabi  from  the 
country.  Now,  both  these  things  we 
have  done.  With  regard  to  Tewfik,  I 
have  always  been  of  opinion  that  oui 
honour  was  deeply  engaged  in  the  main- 
tenance of  that  Prince.  The  sudden 
deposition  of  Ismail  greatly  weakened 
the  authority  of  the  Khediviat.  A  de- 
position of  Tewfik  would  have  been 
fatal  to  it.  I  believe  that  was  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
(liord  Wolseley)  on  the  Cross  Benches. 
The  removal  of  Arabi  has  been  ac- 
complished ;  and  since  that  time  I  may 
fairly  say  that  order,  peace,  and  pros- 
perity have  been  established  in  Egypt, 
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and  we  hare  been  enabled  to  com- 
muDicate  that  fact  to  the  Powers,  to- 
gether with  a  general  ezpresBion  of 
oar  riews.  That  communication  was 
certainly  made  earlier  than  I  had  hoped 
to  be  able  to  make  it.  Some  are  of  opi- 
nion that  it  is  desirable  to  annex,  or, 
what  amounts  to  the  same  thing,  to 
maintain  a  complete  protectorate  over 
Egypt.  This  is  a  policy  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Gk>yemment  could  not 
easily  pursue,  considering  the  statements 
they  haTe  inyariably  made  to  Parlia- 
ment and  to  Foreign  Powers.  Besides, 
I  belieTO  it  is  entirely  out  of  the  question 
as  a  wise  measure  on  the  part  of  this 
oountzy.  Lord  Palmerston  was  always 
strongly  against  it,  and  Lord  Beacons- 
field  once  told  a  Foreign  Ambassador 
that  he  would  not  take  Egjrpt  as  a  gift. 
India  has  been  mentioned ;  but  there  is 
one  great  difference  between  India  and 
Egypt  India  is,  comparatively  speak- 
bg,  isolated  from  European  nations, 
other  than  ours ;  whereas  Egypt  has  as 
neighbours  many  of  the  nations  of 
Europe,  and  their  inhabitants  are  swarm- 
ing in  Egypt.  This,  in  itself,  would 
constitute  an  immense  di^culty  if  we 
were  to  take  upon  ourselves  the  whole 
government  of  the  country.  The  other 
alternative  proposed  is  that,  having 
by  means  of  our  sailors  and  soldiers 
achieved  that  remarkable  success,  we 
ought  to  leave  Egypt  entirely  to  solve 
its  own  problems.  In  the  first  place,  if 
we  wished  to  wash  our  hands  completely 
of  Egypt,  I  am  convinced  that  other 
Powers  would  intervene.  In  the  second 
place,  as  we  did  enter  into  military  ope- 
rations, and  as  we  did  carry  them  to  a 
6ucces^Ful  issue,  it  appears  to  me  that 
ve  should  be  absolutely  without  any 
justification  for  those  operations  if  we 
were.to  leave  Egypt  in  a  state  of  anarchy, 
and  without  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
having  a  stable  and  beneficent  Govern - 
meat.  The  noble  Marquess  wishes  me 
t'>  state  the  exact  date  of  the  withdrawal 
of  our  troops  from  Egypt.  My  Lords,  I 
cannot  conceive  that  it  would  be  prudent 
for  me  to  make  such  a  statement.  We 
shall  not  keep  our  troops  there  any  longer 
than  is  necessary ;  but  it  would  be  an 
act  of  treachery  to  ourselves,  to  Egypt, 
and  to  Europe,  if  we  withdrew  them 
without  having  a  certainty,  or,  if  not  a 
certainty — because  we  cannot  have  cer- 
tainty in  the  affairs  of  this  life — until 
there  is  a  reasonable  expectation  of  a 


stable,  a  permanent,  and  a  beneficent 
Government  being  established  in  Egypt. 
The  noble  Marquess  says  that  our  infiu- 
ence  in  Egypt  consists  in  our  troops, 
and  that  when  they  are  withdrawn  the 
memory  of  their  prowess  will  fade  away. 
But  before  the  Expedition,  and  under  a 
system  which  gave  the  French  an  equal 
control  with  ourselves,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  influence  of  this  country 
in  Egypt  was  very  strong.  To  what  is 
that  influence  owing  ?  Aa  regards  our 
influence  in  Egypt,  I  believe  that  it  will  be 
considerably  increased  and  strengthened 
by  what  has  occurred  there  during  the 
past  six  months.  It  is  all  very  well 
for  the  noble  Marquess  to  twit  me 
with  respect  to  the  abolition  of  the  Dual 
Control.  Does  he  say  we  ought  to  have 
maintained  the  Control  or  not  ?  There 
was  not  even  an  innuendo  that  we  ought 
to  have  maintained  it.  Last  year  he 
urged  us  very  much  not  to  rely  on 
France,  but  to  rely  on  ourselves;  and 
now  he  makes  it,  in  a  sort  of  indirect 
manner,  an  accusation  that  we  are  not 
in  agreement  with  France.  I  doubt 
whether  anyone  in  this  House,  or  the 
other  House,  is  more  desirous  than  I 
have  been  all  my  life  to  maintain  the  . 
best  possible  relations  with  France.  I 
do  not  think  it  quite  reasonable ;  but  it 
is  certainly  natural  that  there  should  be 
some  little  irritation  at  this  moment  in 
France.  But  I  believe  that  the  real 
interests  of  both  countries  are  iden- 
tically the  same  in  regard  to  the  go- 
vernment of  Egypt — that  it  should  be 
orderly  and  stable,  and  such  as  best  to 
conduce  to  the  prosperity  and  peace  of 
the  country.  I  can  most  sincerely  say 
that  we  shall  hope  for  the  good  feel- 
ing of  France.  My  noble  Friend  who 
seconded  the  Motion  referred  to  the 
approval  by  the  Powers  of  our  action. 
There  is  no  phrase  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
to  that  effect,  because  we  have  had 
no  official  communications  on  the  sub- 
ject. From  the  French  Government  we 
have  had  no  communication  whatever. 
That  may  be  an  unfavourable  Ayiiiptom. 
But  the  state  of  political  atl'airs  in  that 
country  may  sufficiently  account  for  the 
silence  of  the  French  Government.  From 
Turkey  we  have  had  no  communication, 
except  that  the  Sultan  approves  of  the 
abolititm  of  the  Ct>ntrol.  With  regard 
to  Germany,  Italy,  and  AuKtria,  general 
expres»i<m»  of  apjiroval  have  been  re- 
ceived ;  and  information  has  reached  us 
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from  St.  Petersburg  that  the  Bus&ian 
answer  will  be  of  a  somewhat  similar 
character.  My  Lords,  if  anyone  ever 
deserved  the  confidence  of  his  country, 
Sir  Edward  Malet  deserves  it,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  way  in  which  he  con- 
ducted the  affairs  of  Egypt  in  times  of 
extraordinary  difficulty  ;  but  we  thought 
it,  would  not  be  fair  to  centre  in  one  man 
^constructive  as  well  as  diplomatic  duties  ; 
and,  therefore,  we  looked  out  for  a  man 
who  should  be  best  fitted  to  assist  him 
in  the  work  of  construction  in  Egypt. 
We  found  'that  person  in  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Dufferin,  who  had  arranged 
in  so  permanent  a  fashion  the  affairs  of 
the  Lebanon,  who  had  great  experience 
of  government  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic,  and  who  had  also  been  so  suc- 
cessful in  diplomacy.  He  was,  we  thought, 
of  all  men  especially  fitted  to  work  with 
Sir  Edward  Malet  in  carrying  out  exactly 
the  principles  which  the  Government 
had  laid  down.  I  trust  and  believe  this 
policy  of  the  Government  will  be  that 
which  is  best  calculated  for  the  pros- 
perity and  peace  of  Egypt,  which  it  is 
the  interest  of  France  and  all  the  Powers, 
as  it  undoubtedly  is  of  this  country,  to 
secure  and  maintain. 

The  Duke  of  ABERCOEN  said.  Par- 
liament was  congratulated  in  the  gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne  upon  the 
improved  condition  of  Ireland ;  and  much 
of  that  improvement  was  said  by  Mem- 
bers and  supporters  of  the  Government, 
out  of  Parliament,  to  be  due  to  the  re- 
medial measures,  as  they  were  called, 
which  had  been  introduced  by  the  pre- 
sent Government.  He  was  glad  to  say 
that  there  had  been  a  considerable  im- 
provement in  the  state  of  the  country ;. 
but  that  improvement  was  solely  due  to 
the  vigour  and  courage  with  which  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Spencer)  was  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
and  it  was  an  absolute  delusion  to  sup- 
pose that  remedial  measures  had  in  any 
degree  contributed  to  that  result.  On 
the  contrary,  the  remedial  measures, 
which  chiefly  consisted  in  the  confiscation 
of  the  landlord's  property,  had  increased 
agitation  and  created  dissatisfaction  in 
the  country  population,  because  expec- 
tations were  raised  which  could  not  be 
fulfilled.  He  had  been  resident  in  Ire- 
land during  the  last  five  months,  and  he 
found  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  every- 
one competent  to  form  a  judgment  that 
the  tenants  were  much  more  discontented 
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and  unsettled  than  they  were  at  the  clos 
of  the  Duke  of  Marlborough's  Vice 
royalty,  before  any  remedial  legislatio 
was  introduced  or  even  tfdked  of.  Tfa 
improved  state  of  Ireland  during  tfa 
last  four  months  was  entirely  due  to  th 
vigour  with  which  Lord  Spencer  ha 
carried  out  the  law;  and,  in  doing  so,  h 
had  done  precisely  what  the  Conserva 
tive  Party  had  been  urging  the  Govern 
ment  for  the  last  three  years  to  do,  an< 
precisely  what,  up  to  last  May,  they  re 
fused  to  do.  Had  the  Government  actei 
with  the  same  vigour  in  1880,  we  shoul* 
not  have  seen  Ireland  in  the  disastrou 
position  it  was  now  in ;  and  in  the  cours 
he  had  taken  Lord  Spencer  had  acte< 
upon  the  lines  laid  down  by  the  Conser 
vative  Party,  and  in  direct  opposition  t< 
those  laid  down  and  enunciated  by  Mi 
Gladstone  as  his  Irish  policy.  But  let  i 
not  for  a  moment  be  supposed  that  tha 
improvement  was  a  solid  or  a  permanen 
one,  or  that  any  relaxation  of  the  vigor 
ous  measures  now  used  would  not  b< 
followed  by  a  renewal  of  outrages  equally 
numerous  and  atrocious  as  those  whicl 
had  disgraced  the  last  three  years,  anc 
which  could  only  be  kept  in  abeyance  ai 
the  present  time,  and  for  some  time  tc 
come,  by  the  rigid  enforcement  of  the 
law.  But  while  a  good  deal  had  beec 
said  and  admitted  about  the  improve- 
ment which  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
during  the  last  few  months,  he  was  sorrj 
to  be  obliged  to  dispel  the  illusion  oJ 
noble  Lords  opposite,  by  pointing  oul 
that  that  improvement  was^only  a  com- 
parative improvement  upon  the  fright- 
ful series  of  agrarian  outrages  that  had 
marked  both  occasions  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Governments  and  the  development  of  his 
Irish  policy.  When  Mr.  Gladstone  took 
Office  in  the  last  days  of  1868,  thepfficial 
Ketums  of  the  agrarian  outrages  foi 
that  year  were  only  160.  Under  Mr, 
Gladstone's  Government  they  rose  at 
once  in  1869  to  767,  and  in  1870  to 
1,(529,  or  12  times  the  amount  of  agrarian 
outrages  in  the  average  years  of  the  pre- 
ceding Conservative  Government,  when 
he  (the  Luke  of  Abercom)  was  Lord 
Lieutenant.  Simultaneously,  again,  with 
Mr.  Gladstone's  second  advent  to  power, 
in  1 880,  when  he  ridiculed  Lord  Beacons- 
field's  warnings,  when  he  announced  that 
there  was  an  absence  of  crime  and  out- 
rage such  as  was  unknown  in  the  history 
of  Ireland,  and  refused  to  renew  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  or  to  take  any 
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precaution  against  seditious  agitation, 
the  agrarian  outrages,  ooinoident  with 
his  resumption  of  Office,  rose  in  that 
year  to  2,585,  and  in  1881  to  the  fright- 
ful amount  of  4,439,  or,  again,  to  12 
times  the  amount  of  the  average  annual 
agrarian  crimes  during  the  six  years  of 
I^rd  Beaoonsfield's  Ooyernment  which 
preceded  him.     The  first  eight  months 
of  1882  showed  no  improrement,  the 
Betoms  of  outrages  for  those  months 
heiog  close   upon  3,000 ;   hut  the  last 
four   months,   in    consequence    of  the 
rigorous  action  of  Lord  Bpencer  at  the 
latter  end  of  the  summer,   showed   a 
great  improrement  over  those  frightful 
amounts.    Yet  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  each  month,  even  then,  still  showed 
an  average  amount  of  agrarian  crime 
four  times  the  amount  of  the  average 
monthly  agrarian  crimes  during  the  six 
years  of  the  preceding  Conservative  Oo- 
vemment.     Nor  was  it  easy  to  exagge- 
rate the  present  dangerous  state  of  Ire- 
land when  we  were  too  well  aware,  hy 
recent  trials,  that  any  official  engaged  in 
the  direct  administration  of  the  law, 
&om  the  Lord  Lieutenant  down  to  the 
honest  juror,  lived  in  daily  danger  from 
the  hand  of  the  assassin,  unless  protected 
by  armed  police.     Such  were  the  fruits 
of  a  legislation  of  remedial  policy  in  the 
fourth  year  of  its  trial.  It  would  be  seen 
from  these  £acts  and  figures  that  on  each 
occasion  when  Mr.  Gladstone  had  at- 
tempted to  initiate  a  special  Irish  policy, 
that  that  policy  had  been  marked  by 
an  immediate  and  unexampled  burst  of 
sedition,  outrage,  and  murder.    But  the 
Government  seemed  equally  unable  to 
learn  experience  from  the  past  or  caution 
for  the  future,  for  we  had  heard  a  fresh 
danger  to  Ireland  shadowed  out  in  the 
spe^es  of  prominent    Members    and 
supporters  of  the  Oovemment — notably 
in  Uiose  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade^who  appeared  to  have  some 
hidden  art  of  forciug  his  Colleagues, 
whatever  might  be    their  opinion,   to 
come  round  to  his  own — speeciies  which 
pointed  to  the  future  establishment  of 
local  County  Boards  all  over  Ireland, 
and  to  a  possible  future  reduction  of  the 
franchise  in  that  country.     But  there 
was  a  good  deal  more  than  that,  for, 
according  to  a  daily  paper,  supposed  to 
be  an  organ  of  the  Gbvernment,  the 
Prime  Minister  himself  had  expressed 
the  most  advanced  views  of  decentraliza- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  had  declared  that 


the  desire  he  had  most  at  heart  was— 

for  these  were  his  words  as  reported — 

**  To  make  every  Irishman  realize  that  he  is 
a  governing  agency,  and  that  the  Goyemment 
is  carried  on  for  him  and  hy  him." 

Those  words,  stripped  of  Mr.  Gladstone's 
Utopian  and  transcendental  phrases, 
meant  simply  that  the  very  Irishmen 
who  were  now,  and  who  had  been  for 
the  last  three  years,  defying  the  Imperial 
Government — men  of  the  type  of  Town 
Councillor  Carey  (now  on  his  trial),  who 
was  a  good  example  of  what  a  local 
County  Board  man  would  be  in  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland — were  to  be 
the  very  men  into  whose  influences  the 
Government  was  to  be  handed  over.  If 
at  any  time  the  great  body  of  Irishmen 
should  show  themselves  to  be  fit  for  such 
self-government,  such  utterances  would 
not  seem,  as  they  did  now,  merely  those 
of  an  almost  morbid  sentimentalism ; 
but  that  such  rash  views  should  be 
enunciated  now,  in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland,  showed  an  amount  of  delusion 
which  even  experience  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone's policy  had  not  prepared  the 
country  for.  Such  measures  as  local 
representative  County  Boards  in  Ireland 
and  a  reduction  of  the  franchise  in  Ire- 
land, now  or  at  any  time,  we  were  now 
able  to  foresee  would  place  the  whole 
local  and  representative  power  of  Ire- 
land in  the  hands  of  the  party  of  sedi- 
tion, and  would  be  a  fatal  and  perma- 
nent blow  to  the  whole  loyal  population. 
Nothing  in  the  present  state  of  the  coun- 
try could  be  more  suicidal  than  such 
measures  for  the  integrity  of  the  Em- 
pire, for  the  Government  itself,  and 
even  for  the  Liberal  Party  in  Ireland. 
The  scenes  that  took  place  in  Ireland  at 
some  of  the  Local  Boards  at  this  time 
ought  to  be  a  sufficient  warning  to  the 
Government  that  the  representative 
bodies  of  a  much  lower  type  that  they 
looked  forward  to  instituting  would  be 
nothing  in  three- fourths  of  Ireland  but 
hot- beds  of  sedition,  and  the  strongest 
impetus  that  could  be  given  to  absolute 
Home  Hule  or  separation  from  this 
country.  But  the  lowering  of  the  fran- 
chise in  Ireland  would  be  a  still  more 
serious  and  dangerous  catastrophe.  The 
fact  that  such  measures  should  be  con- 
templated as  possible  or  probable  by 
Members  of  the  Government  showed,  in 
addition  to  our  former  experience  of  the 
results  of  their  policy,  how  little  Mr. 
Gladstone  or  his  Collt^aguee  uu4erstood 
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the  nature  of  Iiish  difficulties  or  of  the 
Irish  character.  He  had  had  six  years' 
experience  of  the  goyemment  of  Ire- 
land, and  at  one  period  during  the 
Fenian  insurrection,  in  times  that  might 
have  been  as  troublous  as  these  if 
they  had  not  been  met  with  vigour,  and 
he  believed  that  the  Irish  were  a  people 
easily  governed  if  governed  with  un- 
varying firmness  and  justice,  but  they 
would  not  be  ruled,  and  never  had  been 
ruled,  by  unlimited  concession,  concilia- 
tion, and  laxity  at  one  moment,  and  by 
unlimited  and  spasmodic  coercion  at  an- 
other. But  we  had,  unfortunately,  too 
sound  an  experience  of  the  disastrous 
condition  into  which  Ireland  had  been 
brought  by  this  ignorance  of  the  Irish 
character  and  by  the  wavering  and  shifty 
policy  of  the  Government  during  their 
first  two  years  of  Office — a  policy  alter- 
nating from  Kilmainham  Treaties  and 
the  tampering  with  sedition  for  Party 
votes  to  fitful  coercion  and  repression — 
a  policy  which  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  Chief  Secretary  had  the  courage 
by  resignation  of  Office  to  decline  to 
participate  in.  The  Government  had 
never  been  able  to  realize  that  there 
were  three  distinct  Parties  in  Ireland 
— first,  as  they  were  too  well  aware,  a 
large  body  of  seditious  men,  who,  he 
believed,  were  in  a  minority,  as  those 
who  forced  on  the  first  French  Bevolu- 
tion  were  in  a  minority  at  first,  but  who 
were  formidable  from  a  combined  power 
of  mischief,  who  were  irreconcilable  and 
whom  nothing  would  propitiate;  they 
had  then  a  large  body  of  honest  and 
loyal  men,  who  alone  were  ready  to 
support  law  and  order  and  the  union 
with  this  country  at  any  sacrifice ;  and, 
lastly,  they  had  still  a  larger  body  of 
men,  who,  having  no  strong  views  of 
their  own,  had  been  passive  witnesses 
of  the  seditious  outrages,  and  who  were 
ready  to  throw  in  their  lot  with  which- 
ever should  prove  the  stronger — the 
seditious  agitator  or  the  Imperial  Go- 
yemment, but  who  would  inevitably  join 
that  Party  whom  the  Government,  by 
the  unconditional  lowering  of  its  flag  to 
the  claims  of  sedition,  would  have  de- 
clared the  strongest  and  made  omnipo- 
tent in  Ireland.  While  this  was  the 
hazardous  position  of  the  population  of 
Ireland,  to  concede  such  measures  as 
local  representative  boards  of  sedition 
all  over  Ireland  and  a  reduction  of  the 
franchise  there  to  a  household,  or  rather 
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to  a  hovel  franchise,  at  the  sentimental 
cry  of  ignorant  or  interested  doctrinaires 
of  the  Liberal  school — interested  because 
they  hoped  to  propitiate  by  them  the 
Irish  vote  in  England — would  be  an  act 
not  only  of  folly,  but  of  criminal  folly. 
There  was  but  one  safe  and  statesman- 
like course  in  Ireland  at  present — to 
show  that  the  law  was  stronger  than 
sedition,  and  to  show  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  resolved  to  enforce  that  law. 
The  time  for  sentimental  theories  and  of 
attempts  to  propitiate  those  who  were 
irreconcilable  was  gone  by ;  and  if  the 
Government  could  learn  wisdom  they 
must  already  be  fully  aware  of  that. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  pursue  the  course  they  had 
lately — but  too  late — adopted  in  reso- 
lutely combating  the  seditious  and  revo- 
lutionary element  in  Ireland,  he  could 
assure  them  of  the  hearty  support  of  the 
whole  loyal  population  of  Ireland,  whe- 
ther they  were  Conservatives  or  whether 
they  were  Liberals ;  all  would  join 
heartily,  regardless  of  all  Party  feeling^, 
in  support  of  a  Government  which,  for- 
getting its  former  errors,  showed  itself 
earnestly  bent  on  enforcing  the  law.  It 
might  be  said  that  he  was  premature  in 
referring  to  subjects  which  were  not  for- 
mally laid  before  the  House  in  the  gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne;  but  these 
subjects  were  sufficiently  in  the  air,  if 
not  at  this  moment  actually  on  the  plat- 
form of  practical  politics,  to  make  the 
speeches  of  prominent  Members  of  the 
Government,  as  well  as  the  allusions  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  in  reference 
to  them,  matters  of  the  gravest  alarm. 
He  had  had  experience  for  50  years  in 
Irish  affairs,  both  in  public  and  private 
life,  and  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  g^ve 
a  solemn  warning  that  measures  such  as 
the  establishment  of  local  county  repre- 
sentative boards  all  over  Ireland  and 
the  reduction  of  the  franchise  to  a  house- 
hold franchise  could  lead  but  to  one  of 
two  alternatives — the  disintegration  of 
the  Empire  or  civil  war.  The  future 
aspect  of  Ireland  with  such  possible 
changes  was  a  most  dark  and  gloomy 
one.  The  only  ray  of  light  that  could 
be  hoped  for  in  its  future  horizon  was 
that  which  would  arise  from  a  rule  of 
unvarying  firmness  and  justice — not  one 
halting  between  sentimental  concession 
and  undecided  coercion.  But,  whatever 
might  be  its  future,  in  looking  back  to 
the  policy  of  the  last  three  years,  history 
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would  record  the  name  of  Mr.  Gladstone 
as  that  of  the  statesman  who,  without 
evil  intentions,  but  who,  warped  by 
prejudice  and  infatuated  by  Party  spirit, 
had  wrought  greater  ruin  and  deso- 
lation on  Ireland,  and  greater  degra- 
dation of  ita  national  character,  than 
any  Minister  who  for  the  last  two  cen- 
turies had  goremed  that  country. 

EaslCOWPEB  said,  that  he  had  not 
intended  to  address  their  Lordships  upon 
that  occasion ;  but  when  the  noble  Duke 
who  had  just  spoken  (the  Duke  of  Aber- 
com)  had  inveighed  against  the  remedial 
measures  for  Ireland  which  had  been 
promoted  and  carried  into  law  by  the 
present  Oovemment,  he  (Earl  Oowper) 
could  not  sit  silent ;  and  he  could  not 
help  saying  that  whether  or  not  those 
measures  had  had  any  actual  influence 
in  restoring   quiet  and  order  in  that 
country,  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  quite 
impossible,    after    the    Tory    stringent 
measures  of  repression  and  coercion  had 
been  passed,  that  remedial  legislation 
should   not  be  proposed.    Personally, 
soon  after  be  went  to  Ireland,  he  had 
acknowledged  and  had  clearly  seen  the 
necessity,  in  the  then  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  for  exceptional  coercive  legis- 
lation for  that  country ;    and,  indeed, 
the  necessity  for  it  had  been  generally 
acknowledged,  and  it  might  even  have 
been  wished   that  that  legislation  had 
been  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment at  an  earlier  period.     It  was 
also  pretty  well  known  that  the  Crimes 
Act  had  been  drafted  before  he  and  Mr. 
Forster  left  Office.     But  he  wished  it 
to  be  dearly  understood  that  he  should 
never  have  lent  his  name  to  such  mea- 
sures if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  introduced  measures  for    redress- 
ing the  grievances  under  which,  most 
undoubtedly,   the  Irish  tenantry  were 
suffering  at  the  time,  and  which  were 
considered  to  be  important.     It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  crimes  which  had 
been  committed,  and  the  agitation  that 
had   taken    place,    had  been   directed 
against  the  measures  which  the  land- 
lords had  taken  to  enforce  the  payment 
of  their  rents,  and  that  the  Coercion 
Acts  were  passed  to  protect  the  landlords 
in  enforcing  the  law  against  their  ten- 
ants.   In  these  circumstances,  he  was 
satisfied  that  the  Liberal  Party  would 
never  have  assented  to  this  exceptional 
and    tremendous   coercive    legislation, 
which  frequently,  owing  to  the  state  of 


things  in  Ireland,  was  made  use  of  to 
carry  out  Acts  which,  in  many  instances, 
were  unjust,  unless  it  was  to  be  followed 
by  remedial  measures.  He  did  not 
desire  to  trouble  their  Lordships  further 
on  the  point  on  that  occasion ;  but  he 
could  not  allow  the  noble  Duke's  ob- 
servations to  pass  unnoticed.  He  was 
glad  that  remedial  measures  were  passed, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  Ireland  would  go  on 
increasing. 

The  Marquess  of  WATEEFORD 
said,  that  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
sat  down  (Earl  Cowper)  had  declared 
that,  if  it  had  not  Seen  for  remedial 
legislation,  the  Crimes  Act  would  not 
have  been  passed  ;  but  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Waterford)  desired  to  point 
out,  on  the  contrary,  that  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  remedial  legislation  indi- 
cated by  the  Government  the  Crimes 
Act  would  never  have  been  necessary. 
The  noble  Earl  was  the  first  speaker  in 
their  Lordships'  House  that  night  who 
had  taken  credit  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  remedial  legislation  for 
Ireland.  The  slight  and  few  allusions 
which  were  made  to  Ireland  in  the  gra- 
cious Speech  from  the  Throne  needed 
some  comment,  because  they  were  told, 
at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  what  had 
been  called  the  remedial  legislation, 
that  it  only  required  to  pass  those  mea- 
sures into  law  to  bring  about  a  vast  im- 
provement in  the  social  condition  of  the 
country  ;  and  the  Ministers  who  had 
spoken  on  this  subject  during  the  winter 
had  taken  credit  to  themselves  and  their 
remedial  legislation  for  the  improvement 
which  had  taken  place.  But  now,  in 
Her  Majesty's  g^cious  Speech,  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  dare  to  state  that  their 
remedial  legislation  had  had  any  effect 
whatever,  because  they  knew  well  that  it 
was  the  Crimes  Act,  and  the  Crimes 
Act  alone,  which  had  produced  the  im- 
provement on  the  surface  of  society — 
because  he  was  sorry  to  say  it  was  only 
on  the  surface — that  had  taken  place. 
As  an  Irish  landlord,  he  endorsed  every 
word  the  noble  Duke  below  him  (the 
Duke  of  Abercorn)  had  said  with  regard 
to  the  administration  of  Irish  affairs  by 
the  noble  Earl  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  (Earl  Spencer),  and  he 
thought  too  much  credit  could  not  be 
given  him  for  the  manly  and  courageous 
manner  in  which  he  had  administered 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  the  success  which 
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had  attended  his  efforts  towards  bring- 
ing to  justice  the  authors  of  a  hideous 
conspiracy.  But  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters were  well  aware  that  if  the  Crimes 
Act  were  suspended  for  only  one  month, 
they  would  have  all  the  horrors  re-en- 
acted despite  their  remedial  legislation  ; 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  evi- 
dently thought  the  same,  because  in  a 
speech  he  delivered  to  his  constituents 
last  week  at  Hawick,  he  said,  referring 
to  the  National  League — 

''  If  the  moyement  had  been  unchecked,  in 
three  months  we  should  have  had  our  worst 
difficulties  all  over  again.  The  outrages  would 
have  been  as  numerous  as  ever,  and  the  country 
would  have  been  uninhabitable  to  any  ordi- 
nary or  civilized  person." 

That  statement  was  a  proof  that  the 
Irish  Executive  believed  that  their  re- 
medial legislation  had  not  had  any  of 
the  results  they  anticipated.  But  what 
was  most  curious  in  regard  to  this  para- 
graph in  Mr.  Trevelyan's  speech  was 
that,  as  far  as  he  [the  Marquess  of 
Waterford)  could  make  out,  the  National 
League  hfid  never  been  checked.  It 
was  not  declared  illegal.  No 'doubt, 
two  small  Provincial  meetings  of  farmers 
at  Ballymena  and  Loughrea  were  pre- 
vented ;  but  two  days  before  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  made  his  speech 
at  Hawick,  a  very  large  meeting  of  the 
National  League  took  place  in  Dublin, 
which  was  not  interfered  with ;  at  which 
were  present  four  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  at  which  speeches  were  made 
of  the  most  inflammatory  character,, 
daring  the  Irish  Government  to  inter- 
fere with  their  meeting,  although  they 
might  have  the  courage  to  suppress 
small  meetings  in  the  country.  Mr. 
Sexton  stated  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  himself  admitted  that  the 
National  League  was  perfectly  legal. 
Mr.  Sullivan  showed  the  identity  of  the 
National  League  with  the  Land  League, 
by  saying  that  the  "same  tree  would 
produce  the  same  fruit."  Six  columns 
of  The  Freeman  were  taken  up  with  the 
report  of  this  meeting ;  and  yet  Mr. 
Treyelyan  led  his  constituents  to  sup- 
pose that  this  movement,  which  he  said 
if  unchecked  would  have  such  frightful 
effects,  had  been  checked.  They  all 
knew  that  the  National  League  was 
merely  the  Land  League  in  disguise, 
and  if  it  was  unchecked  would  have  the 
effects  specified  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for    Ireland.      He    (the    Marquess    of 
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Waterford)  had  taken  part  in  seyera 
debates  in  their  Lordships'  House  upoi 
the  administration  of  the  Land  Act 
They  had  declared  that  that  Act  wa 
being  administered  against  all  principlei 
of  justice,  and  had  shown  how  the  land 
lords  could  not  expect  any  fair  play  fron 
the  manner  in  which  the  Act  had  beei 
carried  out,  and  the  class  of  men  wh< 
were  chosen  as  Judges.  They  atatec 
that  these  Courts  were  formed  entirely 
in  the  interest  of  the  tenants,  and  thai 
the  landlords  were  given  no  chanc< 
whatever.  The  statements  were  indig- 
nantly repudiated  by  noble  Lords  op- 
posite ;  but  they  could  hardly  have  ex- 
pected that  Mr.  Trevelyan,  in  a  speeci: 
which  he  delivered  on  October  3  to  fl 
deputation  in  Dublin,  would  admit  in 
so  many  words  every  one  of  the  charges 
which  they  had  made.  A  deputation, 
which  Mr.  Trevelyan  himself  admitted 
was  one-sided,  watted  upon  him  in 
Dublin  to  demand  the  dismissal  of  the 
valuers  who  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Land  Commission,  and  not  by  the  Go- 
vernment, after — as  the  Land  Commis- 
sion stated  in  a  letter  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  of  Commons — most  care- 
ful consideration,  for  the  purpose,  not 
only  of  expedition  in  the  decisions,  but 
to  get  rid  of  appeals,  by  satisfying  both 
parties  that,  through  the  assistance  of 
an  expert,  the  decisions  were  absolutely 
fair.  The  tenants,  and  those  who  acted 
for  them,  knew  well  that  if  fair  decisions 
were  arrived  at,  with  the  help  of  com- 
potent  Court  valuers,  the  ridiculous  re- 
ductions which  had  been  taking  plaoa 
could  not  possibly  go  on  ;  and  therefore 
there  was  a  storm  of  clamour  raised 
against  the  appointment  of  the  valuers. 
But  how  did  Mr.  Trevelyan  meet  that 
storm  ?  Did  he  answer  the  deputation 
by  saying  that  the  Land  Court  was  a 
judicial  tribunal,  and  that  the  Govern* 
ment  had  no  power  to  interfere  with 
their  appointments  ?  No  ;  but  he  took 
upon  himself  to  terrorize  the  valuers,  by 
stating  that  if  the  reductions  did  not 
continue  on  the  same  scale  as  heretofore, 
no  matter  whether  they  were  fair  or  not, 
the  valuers  would  be  dismissed.  Hc^ 
even  laid  down  a  scale  upon  which  th^ 
valuers  were  to  proceed,  and  said 
that— 

**■!£  the  tenants  came  to  the  conclusion  that; 
they  haye  lost  very  decidedly  by  the  changei^' 
I  am  quite  certain  that  the  Government  bat 
quite  sympathy  enough  with  the  tenants  tQ 
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fad  thai  it  has  taken  a  step  which  is  injuring 

tuCSQ* 

And,  again — 

'*  The  Gk>Temin«nt  will  recognize  that  it 
has  made  a  mistake,  and  will  undo  the  mis- 
take.'* 

Was  not  that  exactly  what  they  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  had 
held  that   the  Government  was  doing 
with  regard  to  the  administration  of  this 
Act  ?  They  said  that  the  landlords'  pro- 
perty was  being  confiscated  by  packed 
Courts,  under  the  control  of  the  Goyem« 
ment,   for  political  purposes;  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  came  for- 
ward, in  answer  to  political  partizans, 
who  threatened  to  withdraw  their  sup- 
port, and  said  that  he  would  interfere 
with  a  Court  of  Justice  if  one  party  to 
the  suit  was  not  satisfied  with  the  deci- 
sion.   At  the  time  the  Land  Act  passed 
the  Sub-Commissioners  were  not  named. 
They  had  only  the  names  of  the  Chief 
Commissioners  before  them,    and  im- 
mense stress  was  laid  upon  these  appoint- 
ments; but   when  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioners made  arrangements  for  efficiently 
and  fairly  carrying  out  the  law  of  the 
land,  the  Goremment  stepped  in  and 
dismissed  the  Taluers  who,   the  Chief 
Commissioners  declared,  were  necessary 
to  assist  the  Sub-Commissioners  to  arrive 
at  just  decisions.     Would  such  an  inter- 
ference be  tolerated  for  one  moment  in 
any  Court  of  Justice  in  England  ?    And 
was  it  not  a  perfect  parody  on  justice 
that  a  deputation  of  partizans,  assisted 
by  clamour,  should  be  able  to  lay  down 
how  an  Act  of  Parliament  should  be  ad- 
ministered ;    or  for  the  Government  to 
stoop  so  low  as  to  dismiss  an  official  of 
a  Court  upon  the  application  of  a  few 
tenants  for  political  purposes?    Such, 
however,  had  been  the  case  with  the 
Court  valuers.     By  the  removal  of  those 
officials  the  Government  had  practically 
taken  away  from  the  landlord  the  power 
to  value  his  own  estate,  and  had  handed 
that  power  over  to  the  tenant.    The 
cases  of  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide  finished 
the  Court  valuers ;  and  yet  those  deci- 
sions were  so  fair  that  only  one  tenant 
appealed.  That  was  the  case  of  a  holder 
of  four  farms ;  and,  after  most  careful 
valuation  by  two  of  the  chief  valuers  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal,   the  Court   was 
obliged  to  confirm  every  one  of  the  deci- 
sions.   A  violent  article  appeared  in  Th$ 
F^t$wMM*$  Journal^  and  the  Court  valuers, 
not  having  accepted   Mr.  Trevelyan's 
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scale  of  reductions,  were  dismissed.  Mr. 
Trevelyan,  in  his  speech  in  ''another 

Slace,"  stated  that  his  answer  to  the 
eputation  did  not  bear  the  interpreta- 
tion now  placed  upon  it.  He  said  he  had 
''often  re-assured  the  landlords,"  al- 
though if  he  attempted  to  do  so  he  was 
signally  unsuccessful,  and  he  now  sought 
to  re-as6ure  the  too  ants.  But  Mr.  Samuel 
Black,  a  member  of  the  deputation,  and 
his  friends  in  the  North  of  Lreland  un- 
derstood the  speech  exactly  as  he  under- 
stood it.  Mr.  Boyd,  of  Limavady,  a 
leading  Liberal  in  the  North,  speaking 
at  a  meeting  where  Mr.  Black  was  pre- 
sent, said — 


"  Has  not  the  Chief  Secretary  practically  pro- 
claimed to  our  friends,  the  Court  valuers,  *  You 
are  on  your  trial  for  three  months.  If  during 
that  time  your  reductions  of  rent  are  too  small 
to  please  the  farmers,  you  will  then  be  sent  off, 
bag  and  baggage ;  but  if  you  act  discreetly  and 
do  not  encourage  this  howl  of  discontent  and 
give  substantial  reduction,  for  the  next  three 
months,  you  will  then  be  firmly  seated  in  your 
saddles,  and  your  £1,000  a-year  will  be  secured 
to  you.'  " 

And  he  was  not  contradicted.  No  wonder 
the  Government  did  not  take  credit  for 
having  settled  the  Land  Question  when 
the  Land  Act  had  been  denounced  on  all 
the  platforms  in  the  South- West  and 
Midland  Counties  of  Lreland.  And  in 
the  North — at  meetings  where  a  large 
number  of  Liberal  M.P.'s  were  present 
— resolutions  had  been  passed  that  it 
was  necessary  to  amend  the  Land  Act 
without  further  delay,  and  laying  down 
five  provisions  in  which  the  Act  needed 
amendment,  notably  among  them  the 
improvement  in  the  Purchase  Clauses. 
And  there  was  no  doubt  that  further 
pressure  would  be  brought  to  bear  on 
the  Government,  from  the  tenants'  Re- 
presentatives, to  alter  and  amend  an  Act 
which  the  Government  stated  was  to 
give  so  much  satisfaction.  In  fact,  as 
far  as  he  (the  Marquess  of  Waterford) 
could  make  out,  nobody  valued  the  Land 
Act,  and  even  the  Government  seemed 
to  have  lost  their  love  for  it,  and  there 
was  no  mention  of  it  in  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech.  The  landlords,  on 
their  side,  did  not  much  admire  an  Act 
administered  as  this  had  been,  which 
carried  ruin  and  destruction  to  their 
class  throughout  the  land,  and  which 
had  rendered  their  properties  entirely 
unsaleable.  He  was  readiug  in  the 
paper  the  other  day  the  account  of  two 
different  classes  of  property  put  up  for 
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Bale  on  the  same  day — one  was  seToral 
landlords'  properties  in  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Court  in  different  counties,  for 
which  there  was  not  one  single  bidder ; 
the  other  was  the  tenant  right  of  12 
acres  23  perches  of  land,  at  the  annual 
rent  of  £13  bs,  8i.,  for  which  the  tenant 
right  fetched  £29  the  statute  acre — an 
increase  of  something  like  £12  an  acre, 
compared  with  what  the  tenant  right  in 
the  same  county  fetched,  on  an  ayera|2:e, 
before  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act.  He 
was  sure  their  Lordships  had  read  with 
satisfaction  the  letter  written  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  Sir 
Thomas  M'Clure,  stating  the  principles 
upon  which  the  selections  of  the  new 
Bub-Commissioners  were  made,  though, 
at  the  same  time,  it  seemed  somewhat 
curious  that  he  should  apparently  make 
excuses  for  what  he  had  done  respecting 
them.  His  Excellency,  in  writing  to  a 
rev.  doctor  upon  the  matter,  said — 

*'  In  making  my  Belection,  I  have  Btndiously 
soarched  for  those  ivhose  practical  knowledge 
and  experience  of  farming  would  enable  them 
to  act  skilfully  in  the  difficult  cases  brought  be* 
fore  them,  and  whose  integrity  of  purpose,  im- 
partiality, and  independence  of  position  and 
character,  would  make  their  decisions  respected 
by  all  parties  coming  Jbefore  them.'' 

But  some  of  the  appointments  could 
hardly  come  up  to  the  description  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Water- 
ford)  took,  as  a  sample  of  the  new 
appointments,  Mr.  William  Gray,  of 
Maze,  one  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland's  most  ardent  adherents.  He 
found  that  on  January  17,  1882,  he 
made  the  following  remark  in  a  public 
speech :  — 

''I  may  be  asked,  what  standard  would  I 
propose  for  fixing  rents  P  My  reply  would  be, 
*  Take  the  valuation,  deduct  the  taxes,  and  the 
half  would  be  a  fair  rent.'  For  instance,  if 
Griffith's  valuation  of  a  farm  be  20«.  per  acre, 
and  the  taxes,  say,  d«.,  then  8«.  6(/.  per  acre 
would  be  a  fair  rent." 

And,  again — 

*^  Landlords  would,  at  8«.  6</.  per  acre,  have 
plenty  to  live  on—indeed,  as  much  as  is  good 
for  them." 

Now,  could  this  gentleman  come  up  to 
the  noble  Earl's  conditions  as  to  integrity 
of  purpose  and  impartiality  to  all  parties, 
which  the  noble  Earl  required  before 
making  the  appointment  ?  If  Mr.  Gray 
might  be  taken  as  a  sample  of  the  Sub- 
Oommissioners  appointed  to  replace  the 
valuers,  he  eould  perfectly  understand 

The  Marquess  of  Waterford 


why  the  tenants  were  so  jubilant  at  the 
latter's  dismissal.  He  should  also  like 
to  know  whether  Mr.  Fitzpatrick,  of 
Limerick,  or  Mr.  Kiernan,  of  Monaghan, 
came  up  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  de- 
scription, and  whether  any  of  those 
newly  appointed  had  ever  had  any  con- 
nection with  the  Land  League  ?  Those 
appointments  demanded  explanation,  and 
further  explanation  was  required  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland's  answer  to 
the  deputations  and  the  dismissal  of  the 
Court  valuers  in  answer  to  mere  clamour 
from  the  worst  section  of  the  Irish 
people.  There  was  no  doubt,  from  the 
tone  of  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech, 
that  the  Government  had  at  last  given 
up  the  false  theory  that  their  remedial 
legislation  was  a  success.  He  was  glad 
to  hear  that  the  Government  would  not 
give  their  support  to  Home  Bule ;  but  at 
the  same  time  Mr.  Gladstone  and  his 
family  seemed  to  be  dangerously  playing 
with  the  question. 

LoBD  CAELINGFOED  (Lord  Peivt 
Seal)  said,  he  was  not  prepared  at  that 
moment  to  supply  the  information  de- 
sired by  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Waterford)  as  to  cer- 
tain Assistant  Commissioners  ;  but  it 
would  be  forthcominfc  if  the  noble  Mar- 
quess desired  it.  He  (Lord  Carling- 
ford)  thought  their  Lordships  had  no 
desire  to  prolong  this  discussion.  He 
had  heard  the  speeches  of  the  noble 
Marquess  and  of  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Abercorn),  who  had 
formerly  governed  Ireland,  with  pro- 
found regret,  because  they  were  speeches 
too  full  of  passion  and  prejudice  to  be  of 
any  practical  value.  Those  speeches  con- 
sisted almost  exclusively  of  references  to 
the  history  of  the  past,  and  protests 
against  possible  future  legislation.  As 
to  the  past,  it  would  be  scarcely  profit- 
able to  debate  a  history  which  had 
been  over  and  over  again  discussed  in 
that  House ;  while  as  to  the  measures 
of  the  future,  they  were  not  before  their 
Lordships,  aud  it  would  be  time  enough 
to  deal  with  them  when  they  arrived ; 
but  there  was  nothing  in  the  Speech 
which  the  House  was  now  discussing 
which  need  give  cause  for  alarm,  either 
to  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  or  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess who  had  just  spoken.  The  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
seemed  to  think  that  there  was  some 
mystery,*  something  below  the  surface  of 
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the  words  in  that  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  which  referred  to  Irish  measures. 
He  talked  of  innuendoes.  Neither  on 
that  subject,  nor  upon  any  other  subject, 
had  there  been  any  innuendoes.  The 
Speech  simply  said  it  would-  be  impos- 
Bible,  and  it  would  not  be  rigbt,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  claims  of  the  other 
parts  of  the  United  £[ingdom,  to  give 
any  considerable  portion  of  the  time  of 
this  Session  to  Irish  measures  of  the 
£rst  class ;  but  it  went  on  to  say  that 
that  need  not  preyent  some  useful  work 
in  the  way  of  legislation  for  Ireland 
being  done — that  was  to  say,  the  carry- 
ing of  certain  measures  of  a  minor  kind. 
T^^ith  regard  to  the  question  of  Court 
raluers,  that  was  a  question  to  whicb 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Waterford),  like  a  good  many  others, 
had  attached  a  most  exaggerated  im- 
portance. He  talked  as  if  it  was  a  case 
of  interference  on  the  part  of  the  GK>- 
remment  with  the  Judicial  functions  of 
the  Land  (Tourta.  It  was  nothing  of  the 
kind ;  it  was  merely  a  question  of  ma- 
chinery— the  question  of  deciding  whe- 
ther it  was  beet  to  employ  valuers,  or 
to  double  the  number  of  the  non-legal 
Assistant  Commissioners.  The  change 
was  originally  made,  not  because  the 
Qovemment  or  the  Land  Commission 
had  any  reason  to  believe  that  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  were  acting  unfairly  in 
their  decisions ;  it  was  done  for  two  pur- 
poses—for the  purpose  of  expediting  the 
hnsmess  and  gettin  g  more  rapidly  through 
the  work,  and  also  with  the  hope  that 
the  number  of  appeals  might  be  re- 
duced, and  that  confidence  in  the  Sub- 
Commissions  might  be  increased.  That 
hope  proved  to  be  absolutely  unfounded, 
as  no  effect  of  that  kind  was  produced 
by  the  appointment  of  the  valuers.  Sus- 
picions had  been  aroused  among  the 
tenantry  which  could  not  be  disregarded 
without  the  risk  of  destroying  confidence 
in  theOourts ;  and  the  change  had,  there- 
fore, been  introduced  of  which  the  noble 
Marquess  now  complained. 

The  Marquess  of  WATEEFORD 
pointed  out  that  the  change  was  not 
made  hy  the  Government,  but  by  the 
Chief  Commissioners. 

Loan  CARIilNQFORD  (Lord  Pbivt 
Bsal)  said,  that  the  plan  of  employing 
Taluers  had  been  tried  by  the  Irish  Go- 
Tsmment  on  the  suggestion  of  the  Land 
Commission;  but  what  he  was  saying 
was  that  confidence    in   the  Commis- 


sioners was  in  danger  of  being  lost,  and 
that  was  a  very  grave  matter  to  be  con- 
sidered: However  much  the  landlords 
of  Ireland  might  dislike  the  operations 
of  the  Land  Act,  they  surely  could 
not  wish,  in  their  own  interest,  that 
it  should  be  robbed  of  a  great  part  of 
its  benefits  by  absolutely  losing  the  con- 
fidence of  the  tenants.  That  being  the 
case,  he  wanted  to  know  why  the  Go- 
vemioent,  when  they  found  that  the  ex- 
periment had  failed,  should  be  blamed 
for  doing  what  they  had  done  ?  Why 
should  they  be  expected  to  persist  in 
what  had  turned  out  to  be  a  mistake?  He 
believed  it  was  far  better  to  adopt  the 
alternative  system  of  doubling  the  num- 
ber of  Assistant  Commissioners.  It  was 
better  that  the  same  men  should  deal 
with  the  valuation  of  a  farm,  and  should 
fix  a  fair  rent  for  it.  The  two  things, 
upon  an  Irish  holding,  were  quite  dif- 
ferent; but  it  was  very  desirable  that 
the  two  things  should  not  be  separated. 
Whatever  fault  might  be  found  with  any 
of  the  new  Assistant  Commissioners,  he 
could  only  say  at  that  moment  that  he 
knew  that  infinite  pains  had  been  taken 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Spencer)  to 
obtain  competent  and  impartial  men  for 
the  duty.  He  should  be  very  much  sur- 
prised if  his  noble  Friend  had  failed  in 
finding  any  but  the  right  men.  With 
regard  to  a  certain  answer  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  did  not 
remember  the  exact  expression  to  which 
reference  had  been  made ;  but  he  knew 
it  had  been  taken  up  "  elsewhere,"  and 
that  Mr.  Trevelyan  had  made  an  ample 
vindication  of  himself.  He  said  that  he 
had  endeavoured  to  remove  the  appre- 
hensions of  the  tenants,  and  he  asked 
why  he  should  not  do  so?  Over  and 
over  again  endeavours  had  been  made  to 
relieve  the  apprehensions  of  the  land- 
lords. It  was  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  as  far  as  they  could,  to  remove  the 
apprehensions,  and,  if  possible,  to  gain 
the  confidence  of  both  landlords  and  ten- 
ants in  the  operation  of  the  Land  Act. 
He  must  protest  against  the  extravagant 
statement  that  the  Land  Courts  were 
under  the  control  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment; the  statement  was  too  baseless 
and  extravagant  to  be  argued  against. 
He  certainly  must  also  express  his 
astonishment  at  some  of  the  expressions 
used  by  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the 
Duke  of  Abercorn).  He  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  noble  Duke  say  that  not  only 
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had  none  of  tlie  good  effects  expected . 
followed  from  the  Land  Act,  but  that  he 
would  have  had  no  remedial  measures 
at  all,  but  would  have  trusted  to  coercion 
alone. 

TheDukk  of  ABERCOEN  was  under- 
stood to  say  he  did  not  mean  that.  What 
he  intended  to  convey  was,  that  reme- 
dial measures,  without  the  enforcement 
of  the  law  against  crime,  would  not  be 
effectual  in  securing  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Privy 
Seal)  asked  what  the  noble  Duke  did 
mean  by  his  speech  if  he  did  not  mean 
that  ?  The  noble  Duke  said  the  present 
improved  condition  of  Ireland  was  in  no 
degree  due  to  the  remedial  measures  of 
the  Government,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  had  the  courage 
to  refuse  to  agree  to  any  of  these  con- 
cessions. It  was  too  soon  to  discuss  the 
full  effects  of  the  remedial  measures; 
the  true  name  for  them,  however,  was 
not  concession,  but  reform  —  reform 
proved  to  be  necessary  and  called  for, 
as  all  other  reforms  of  great  magnitude 
both  in  this  country  and  Ireland  had 
been  called  for,  and  granted  after  careful 
inquiry  and  consideration.  The  Govern- 
ment refused  to  accept  the  view  that  re- 
medial measures  were  of  no  avail,  and 
that  they  roust  trust  simply  to  coercion. 
They  would  pursue  the  course  they  had 
hitherto  pursued ;  they  would  enforce 
the  law  with  the  powers  which  they  now 
happily  possessed,  and  would  enforce  it 
without  relaxation.  But  while  they  con- 
tinued to  maintain  order  and  punish 
crime  with  unceasing  vigour  and  vigi- 
lance, they  would  never  give  up  the  hope 
of  redressing,  in  due  time,  all  proved 
grievances  in  Ireland. 

The  Eabl  of  BELMORE  said,  that 
Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan,  the  Chief  of  the 
Land  Commission,  had  stated  in  Court 
that  the  real  object  of  the  valuators  was 
to  inform  the  Court  what  the  letting 
value  of  land  was,  so  that  the  Court 
should  be  in  a  position  to  fix  a  fair  rent. 
It  was  remarkable  that,  within  the  last 
few  days,  since  the  valuators  had  been 
done  away  with,  one  of  the  most  pro- 
minent advocates  of  the  tenants  in  the 
North,  Mr.  Todd,  had  stated  that  the 
Sub-Commissioners  ought  to  be  obliged 
to  do  the  very  same  thing  in  open  Court. 
This  was  what  the  valuators  were  to  do ; 
they  had  to  inform  the  Court  what  was 
the  full  letting  value  of  the  land,  sup- 
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posing  it  to  be  in  the  landlord's  hands. 
From  that  full  value  the  Court  would 
make  the  deductions  necessary  to  arrive 
at  the  fair  rent.  The  impression  of  the 
tenants  as  to  the  partiality  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  was  shown  by  resolutions 
passed  at  a  meeting  in  Donegal,  stating^ 
that  they  had  had  confidence  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goveroment ;  that  that  confidence 
had  been  destroyed  by  recent  decisions 
of  Sub-Commissioners,  and  calling  upon 
their  Members  of  Parliament  to  get 
satisfactory — or  packed — Sub-Commis- 
sioners appointed,  as  had  been  done  in 
Tyrone  and  Londonderry  through  the 
act  of  their  Members.  He  contended 
that  the  general  feeling  with  respect  to 
the  Land  Courts  was  that  those  bodies, 
which  should  be  thoroughly  impartial, 
were  very  much  biassed.  He  thought 
it  was  very  cold  comfort  for  the  land- 
owning classes  of  Ireland  to  be  told 
that  the  Government  had  resolved  not  to 
depart  from  the  policy  they  had  hitherto 
pursued.  He  had  always  disliked  the 
first  part  of  the  Act,  but  had  strongly 
supported  the  Purchase  Clauses.  As 
regarded  the  Act  of  1870,  of  which  that 
of  1881  was  confessedly  the  complement, 
brought  in  with  the  best  intentions,  it 
had,  in  many  instances,  done  more  harm 
than  good  to  the  tenants  themselves, 
because  it  had  led  to  the  abuse  of  un- 
limited credit.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Abercorn) 
that  the  only  way  to  govern  Irishmen 
was  by  a  combination  of  justice  and 
firmness,  and  not  by  an  attempt  to  com- 
bine conciliation  with  coercion.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Carlingford)  would  state  what  were  the 
mysterious  measures  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
intended  to  propose  this  Session. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Privy 
Seal)  :  It  is  not  usual  to  enumerate 
measures  in  the  Queen's  Speech  unless 
they  are  of  the  first  class.  I  do  not 
wish  to  bind  the  Irish  Office  absolutely 
to  a  list  of  measures ;  but  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  hopes  to  be  able 
to  bring  in  Bills  relating  to  the  Sea  and 
Coast  Fishery  Fund,  the  Dublin  Police 
and  Constabulary,  Loans  to  Distressed 
Unions,  in  cases  where  the  Union  ia 
unable  to  pay  its  way  in  consequence 
of  the  present  distress,  a  renewal,  with 
extension,  of  the  Sunday  Closing  Act, 
the  Registration  of  Voters,  and  probably 
also  a  Bill  for  amending  the  system  of 
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Xjonatio  AsylamB,  and  a  Bill,  to  which 
J  mjself  attach  great  importance,  for 
Union  Bating  in  Ireland.  There  is  no 
intention  of  introducing  a  Bill  dealing 
with  any  part  of  the  Land  Act. 

liOBB  W Ay£NEY  said,  he  felt  bound 
to  congratulate  the  Government  on  the 
Buoceaa  of  the  measures  adopted  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Spencer).  He  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that,  at  a 
yery  large  meeting  in  Ulster,  composed 
of  tenant  farmers,  they  resolved,  what- 
ever countenance  Home  Eule  might 
receive  anywhere  else,  that,  in  the  Im- 
perial Province  of  Ubter,  they  would 
not  endare  such  outrages  and  disturb- 
ances as  were  common  in  other  parts  of 
the  country.  If  the  laws  were  firmly 
administered  the  Government  would 
succeed,  after  long  perseverance  and 
long  strife,  in  making  the  other  three 
Provinces  as  loyal  as  Ulster.  In  Dub- 
lin they  had  gathered  together  the 
threads  of  a  great  conspiracy ;  but  much 
remained  to  be  done.  Let  those  who 
were  content  to  obey  the  law  know  that 
they  would  be  protected  in  it,  and  let 
those  who  had  the  disposition  to  violate 
the  law  be  pursued  to  the  very  utter- 
most, and  in  the  end  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land would  be  secured. 

£abi«  DE  la  WABB  said,  that, 
though  they  had  been  informed,  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech,  that  the  re-org^niza- 
tion  of  the  affairs  of  Egypt  under  the 
authority  of  the  Khedive  had,  in  part, 
been  accomplished,  the  country  was  left 
vexy  much  in  the  dark  as  to  the  origin 
of  Uie  war,  if  it  was  a  war.  The  Prime 
liOnister  had  designated  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria,  which  resulted  in 
the  destruction  of  a  great  commercial 
city,  and  the  campaign  which  followed 
aitOTwards  as  a  "military  operation." 
But  that  so-called  military  operation  was 
carried  on  in  defiance  of  the  protest  of 
the  Sultan,  the  Sovereign  of  Egypt. 
Now,  although  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  supplied  the  country  with  very 
meagre  information  with  regard  to  events 
which  ultimately  led  to  the  war,  there 
was  sufficient  evidence  to  show  that 
financial  questions  had  had  a  very  large 
share  in  producing  the  unhappy  results 
which  had  ensued.  When  Mr.  Goschen 
went  to  Egypt,  in  1876,  not  as  repre- 
senting the  British  (Government,  but  in 
the  interest  of  the  bondholders,  financial 
matters  were  seriously  disturbing  the 
country;  taxation  was  increasing,  and 


large  loans  had  been  advanced  at  high 
rates  of  interest,  the  first  of  these  standing 
in  the  name  of  Goschen,  in  1 862,  before 
the  accession  of  Ismail  Pasha.  Thus,  what 
was  supposed  to  be  in  the  cause  of  civili- 
zation had  already  begun  to  vex  and 
harass  the  country  so  far  back  as  1862. 
This  was  continued  by  a  series  of  loans, 
which  reached,  in  one  instance,  the  high 
rate  of  28  per  cent.  The  suri  sacra 
fames  of  money-lenders  became  supreme 
in  1879,  when  the  country  found  itself 
burdened  with  nearly  £100,000,000  of 
debt ;  while  out  of  that,  deducting  inte- 
rest, expenses,  and  sinking  fund,  only 
about  one-half  was  realized  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt.  Therein  lay  the' 
chief  source  of  that  discontent  which  had 
since  prevailed  in  the  country.  Instead 
of  European  civilization,  the  Native  popu- 
lation found  European  exaction  and  op- 
pression, which  at  length  produced  great 
uneasiness  and  discontent.  While  mat- 
ters were  assuming  this  serious  form  in 
Egypt — when  the  countiy  was  becoming 
bankrupt,  and  the  population  oppressed 
by  taxation  for  the  payment  of  the  inte- 
rest of  the  Debt,  which  absorbed  a  large 
portion  of  the  Bevenue — a  step  was,  un- 
happily, taken  by  this  country  and  by 
other  countries  of  Europe  to  intervene 
between  the  creditors  and  the  Egyptian 
Government,  and  to  throw  a  certain 
amount  of  protection  over  the  bond- 
holders, even  so  far  as  to  require  the 
payment  of  coupons  before  the  claims  of 
Native  servants  of  the  State.  Serious 
results  had  followed  upon  that  course. 
Now,  it  had  been  from  the  first  the 
view  put  forward  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, that  the  movement  in  Egypt 
was  only  a  military  one ;  and  it  had  been 
described  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville)  as  a ' '  military  rebellion."  It 
was,  in  some  sense,  a  military  rebellion ; 
but  if  they  looked  to  what  took  place  in  the 
year  1879,  they  would  see  that  the  cause 
of  it,  so  far  as  it  related  to  the  Army, 
was  not  a  political  one,  but  rather  to 
obtain  redress  for  private  wrongs.  That 
was  the  account  given  by  Mr.  Vivian, 
who  then  represented  the  British  Go- 
vernment at  Cairo,  in  a  despatch  dated 
February,  1879,  in  which  he  attributed 
the  rising  to  the  reductions  in  the 
Army,  which  had  recently  been  made 
on  a  large  scale,  by  which  about  2,500 
officers  were  put  on  half-pay,  without 
receiving  the  heavy  arrears  due  to  them. 
No  doubt,   the  military  came  forward 
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on  this  occasion;  but  discontent  was 
spreadinp^  through  the  whole  popula- 
tion, while  a  heavy  taxation  was  rigidly 
enforced  for  the  payment  of  foreign 
creditors ;  and  if  proof  were  wanting 
that  the  movement  was  a  national 
one,  and  not  a  military  one  only,  so 
early  as  1879  and  1880,  large  numbers 
of  persons,  civil  as  well  as  military,  were 
exiled  to  the  Soudan  for  taking  part  in 
it.  He  was  much  struck  with  the  candour 
of  a  correspondent  of  one  of  the  daily 
papers,  who,  writing  from  Cairo,  had 
said  that,  before  he  went  there,  bethought 
Arabi's  influence  was  entirely  confined  to 
the  military,  but  afterwards  discovered 
that  his  Party  was  actually  the  nation. 
He  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  believed  that  to 
be  a  true  statement  of  the  case.  He 
would  ask,  then,  whether  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Q-overnment  was  a  straight- 
forward one,  and  whether  they  had  not 
been  treading  very  closely  in  the  steps 
of  a  neighbouring  country  which  not 
very  long  ago,  under  the  pretext  of 
self  -  defence,  invaded  and  .  practically 
annexed  a  friendly  State,  all  the  while 
themselves  professing  friendship  and 
alliance  ?  So  fell  Tunis  into  the  hands 
of  France,  and  so  was  E^pt  falling 
into  the  hands  of  England.  A  great 
deal  had  been  said  of  the  danger  to  the 
interests  of  this  country  of  rebellion  and 
anarchy  in  Egypt.  But  what  was  the 
danger?  Was  it  to  the  Suez  Canal? 
The  Suez  Canal  was  never  menaced. 
And  where  was  the  anarchy  and  rebel- 
lion? He  found  in  official  Papers  a 
story  only  of  a  people  striving  to  free 
themselves  from  foreign  interference  and 
oppression,  and  that  struggle  crushed  by 
a  Government  which  called  itself  Liberal, 
under  the  pretext  that  the  interests  of 
this  country  were  endangered.  If  Her 
Majesty's  G-overnment  had  guided  and 
directed  the  national  movement ;  if  they 
had  co-operated  with  the  Sovereign  of 
the  country,  instead  of  opposing  and 
ignoring  the  legitimate  authority  of  the 
Sultan,  those  results  would  have  been 
avoided  which  had  led  to  great  loss  of 
life  and  destruction  of  property,  and 
had  inflicted  upon  an  unoffending  people 
the  miseries  of  war.  It  was  difficult  to 
discover  what  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were.  First,  the 
avowed  object  was  to  restore  the  status  quo 
ante  in  Egypt ;  then  it  was  something  not 
quite  the  status  quo  ante  ;  and  now  it  was 
a  Constitution  with  an  elected  Chamber, 
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which  was  as  nearly  as  possible  what  was 
desired  and  asked  for  by  the  country 
and  did  exist  before  the  outbreak  of  the 
war,  but  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment declined  to  sanction.  Doubtless  the 
interests  of  this  country  in  Egypt  were 
great ;  but  they  were  best  maintained  not 
by  a  policy  of  interference  and  one  whicli 
obstructed  the  Government  and  alienated 
the  Native  population,  but  by  a  friendly 
policy  of  justice  to  the  people  and  of 
good  faith  with  the  Sovereign  and  Go- 
vernment of  the  country.  If  this  course 
had  been  pursued  our  interests  in  Egypt 
and  throughout  the  Ottoman  Empire 
would  have  been  best  secured,  and  our 
legitimate  influence  in  the  East  would 
have  been  more  firmly  established. 

Address  agreed  to,  nemine  dissentients ^ 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Staves. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  Earl  of  Eedesdale  appointed, 
nemine  dissentients,  to  take  the  Chair  in 
all  Committees  of  this  House  for  this 
Session. 

Committee  foe  Peivileoes  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

SUB-COMMTTTBE   FOE  THE  JoUENALS 

Appointed. 

Appeal  Committee — Appointed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Eight 
o'dock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  Ibth  February,  1883. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  dock. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went; — and  having  re- 
turned ; — 
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PABUAJIENTARY  OATH  (MB. 
BRADLATJGH). 

Mr.  speaker  :  Before  I  call  to  the 
Table  any  Members  who  may  be  wait- 
ing to  take  the  Oath  required  by  law,  I 
think  it  will  be  coiiTeaient  that  I  should 
read  a  letter  which  I  have  received  from 
Mr.  Bradlaughy  cue  of  the  Members  for 
Northampton.     It  is  as  follows : — 

T9  tit  Bifht  ffoHorablt 

7A#  Sp€ak$r  of  th$  Hou»$  of  Common*, 

Sir, 

On  tMo  7nd  Httrch  la$t  I  tcaa,  for  the  third 
timt,  duty  tUcttd  one  of  the  hurgeeeee  for  the 
horowgh  of  Xorthampton  to  eerve  in  the  present 
Poriianunt^  and  have  ever  tinee  been  ready  and 
wiUimg  to  do  all  things  by  law  required  to  entitle 
tne  to  tit  and  vote.  The  ITouee  on  the  6th  March 
Uttf  vithoui  hearing  tne,  thought  Jtt  to  prohibit 
ne  from  fuljllling  the  obligations  imposed  by  sta- 
t»!e.  My  constitiuntt  petitioned  to  be  heard  at 
Ihs  Bar  of  the  TTohmo  in  support  of  their  right  to 
my  rota  and  speech  as  one  of  their  lawful  represent 
tatireSf  and  /,  through  you.  Sir,  applied  for  leave 
to  sleUe  to  the  Souse  the  grounds  of  law  upon 
«r4i>A  /  claimed  to  bo  entitled  to  obey  the  law  and 
take  my  seat.  The  Souse  did  not  express  its  plea' 
surty  eithar  on  the  petition  of  my  constituents  or 
en  my  appBeation. 

la  two  suits  I  have  endeavoured  to  obtain  a 

jttdgwun^of  the  Sigh  Court  of  Justice  ;  Ist,   on 

the  Ugality  of  the  cutministering  of  the  Oath  by 

m*  OH  February  2lst  last  ;  and,  2nd,  on  the  law- 

fn^mss  of  the  atiof  the  House  in  preventing  me 

fr.tn  complying  with  the  statute.     On  the  Jlrst 

pvint  the  Court  refused  to  give  judgment  on  dc' 

mtnrrcr  on  the  ground  that  the  pleadings  (which 

f**Uowed  precisdy  the  recitals  in  the  Journals  of 

the  Souse)  were  so  drawn  as  to  necessitate  judg" 

ment  in  my  favour  ;  and  also  refused  to  allow  the 

issues  of  fact  to  bo  tried  on  the  ground  that  such 

action  was  friendly,  and  therefore  collusive.     On 

the  2nd  point  ths  Court  said  that  it  refused  to 

Muppou  that  the  Souse  of  Commons  would  do  "  an 

act  which  in  itself  was  flagrantly  wrong**  and 

farther  the  Court  refused  to  permit  the  exact  facts 

(3  he  ascertained  by  a  jury  on  the  ground  that  the 

or^er  tf  the  Souse  must  be  taken  to  imply  an  ad- 

juiieation  for  contempt. 

I  hey.  Sir,  under  these  circumstances,  to  respect' 
fuUjf  state  that,  accompanied  by  my  introducers,  I 
shell  according  to  statute,  and  to  the  law  and  custom 
ef  Parliament,  present  myself  at  the  opening  of  the 
Setsioa  to  be  caUed  by  yoti  to  the  Table,  m>  order 
that  1  miy  do  all  things  which  may  be  lawfully 

VOL.  COLXXVI.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


65    ParUamsHt— Privilege^      (FaBEUARY  15,  1883|         Memhir  impruomd.      66 

required  of  me  to  enisle  me  to  sit  and  vote  pur^ 
suant  to  the  unimpeached  return  of  my  eonsti* 
tuents, 

I  have  the  honor  to  be. 
Sir, 
Tour  most  obedient  Servant, 

CS.  SRADLAUOS. 

Mr.  LABOXJOHERE  said,  that  as 
Mr.  Bradiaugh  had  always  been  anxious 
to  act  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  and 
feelings  of  the  House,  so  far  as  was  con- 
sistent with  his  duty  to  his  constituents, 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  venture,  with 
regard  to  the  letter  which  had  been  read, 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington).  He  wished 
to  ask,  Whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  during  the 
present  Session  to  bring:  in  any  Bill 
enabling  Members  to  affirm  or  to  take 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance  as  they  pleased  ? 
In  the  event  of  that  being  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  had  requested  him  to  state  .that 
he  would  not  present  himself  at  the 
Table  to  take  the  Oath  until  the  fate  of 
that  Bill  had  been  decided. 

Tab  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  he  was  glad  to  be  in 
a  position  very  easily  to  give  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  to  the  question  put  to  him 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  He 
begged  to  state  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  that  night  to  give  Notice 
of  Motion  for  to-morrow  to  ask  for  leave 
to  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Act.  The  Bill  would  be 
introduced  with  the  object  of  enabling 
Members  who  objected  to  take  the  Oath 
to  make  a  solemn  Affirmation  in  its 
stead. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  :  I  wish 
to  give  Notice,  Sir,  that  when  that  Bill 
comes  to  a  second  reading  I  shall  offer 
it  the  strongest  opposition  in  my  power. 

PABLIAMEXT-PRIVILEGE— ^lEMBEB 
IMPRISONED  (MR.  HEALY). 

QXTESTIOW. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  I  beg  most  respect- 
fully to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  upon  a 
question  of  Privilege,  Whether  you 
have  yet  received  any  letter  from  the 
Dublin  Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench,  inform- 
ing you  of  the  arrest  and   imprison- 
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nient  of  Mr.  Healj,  a  Member  of  this 
Ilouse  ? 

Mr.  speaker,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  had  received  such  a  letter,  which  he 
would  read  to  the  House  before  the 
proceedings  on  the  Address  commenced. 

NEW  WEITS  DURING  THE  RECESS. 

Mr.  Speaker  acquainted  fhe  House, 
— ^that  he  had  issued  Warrants  for  A^u? 
Writs,  for  Chelsea  Borough,  v.  llie^ht 
honble.  Sir  Charles  Wentworth  Dilke, 
baronet,  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board;  for  Haddington  County, 
Honble.  Francis  Charteris,  commonly 
called  Lord  Elcho,  called  up  to  the 
House  of  Peers ;  for  Mallow  Borough, 
V.  Eight  honble.  William  Moore  John- 
son, one  of  the  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland. 

NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN.* 

Right  honble.  Sir  Charles  Wentworth 
Dilke,  baronet,  for  Chelsea;  Honble. 
Algernon  Fulke  Egerton,  for  Wigan ; 
Samuel  Smith,  esquire,  for  Liverpool ; 
Lord  Elcho,  for  Haddington  ;  William 
O'Brien,  esquire,  for  Mallow. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— MEMBER 
IMPRISONED  (MR.  HEALY). 

^fr.  Speakeb  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  a  Letter  from  the 
Bight  honourable  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland, 
which  Mr.  Speaker  read  to  the  House 
as  followeth : — 


Queen't  Bench,  Dublin, 

February  9, 1883. 
Mr,  Speaker, 

I  have  the  honour  of  making  known  to 
you  for  the  information  of  the  Houeeof  Commons, 
(hat  on  the  24 M  day  of  January,  1883,  an  order 
was  made  by  the  Court  of  Queen**  Bench  in  Ire 
land,  that  Timothy  Michael  Healy,  esquire,  one 
of  the  Members  of  Parliament  for  the  County  of 
Wicklow,  do  enter  into  Recognisances  himself  in 
£1,000,  with  two  or  more  Sureties  in  an  aggregate 
sum  of  £1,000,  to  be  of  good  behaviour  toward* 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen  and  all  Her  Majesty's 
Subjects  for  the  space  of  twelve  months,  and  in 
default  of  entering  into  such  Recognisances  with 
such  Sureties,  that  he  be  imprisoned  for  the  space 
of  six  calendar  months  unless  in  the  meantime  he 
shall  have  entered  into  such  Recognisances, 

And  I  have  further  to  state  that  the  said 
Timothy  Michael  Healy,  having  failed  to  comply 
with  the  said  Order,  a  Jf'a)  rant  was  issued  from 
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the  Court  of  Queen*  s  Bench  on  the  7th  day .  of 
the  present  month  of  February  for  the  arrest  and 
commitment  to  Prison  of  the  said  Timothy  Michael 
Healy,  and  that  he  has  been  arrested  and  com" 
mitted  to  Prison  accordingly,  I  have  thought  it 
right  to  make  this  Communication  for  the  purpose 
of  accounting  for  the  probable  absence  of  the 
honourable  Member,  and  of  testifying  my  pi'ofound 
respect  for  the  Honourable  House. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 

Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  Servant, 

OEOROEA,  CMAY, 

Chief  Justice  of  Irelemd, 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
Sir,  before  formally  movinjr  that  the 
letter  which  has  been  read  by  you  be 
laid  upon  the  Table,  I  think  it  may  be 
convenient  that  I  should  make  one  or 
two  observations.  The  Motion  would, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  be  made 
as  a  matter  of  course,  and  need  no  ex- 
planation whatever  ;  but,  having  regard 
to  recent  occurrences,  and  to  what  may 
be  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members,  the 
question  may  perhaps  arise  why,  in  the 
communication  which  has  been  made, 
the*  same  course  should  not  be  taken  as  in 
the  case  of  the  announcement  of  the  ini"> 
prisonment  of  Mr.  Gray,  the  Member  for 
Carlow.  I  wish  to  state  in  a  few  words 
what  is  the  invariable  practice  of  the 
House  in  such  cases.  I  will  not  enter 
into  any  defence  of  the  course  we  now 
propose  to  adopt,  neither  will  I  deal 
witli  any  recital  of  precedents,  although 
I  believe  that  what  I  am  about  to  state 
can  be  abundantly  supported  by  pre- 
cedent. I  believe  the  Privileges  of 
Parliament  are  in  no  way  affected  by 
the  committal  to  prison  of  Mr.  Healy,  or 
that,  having  regard  to  the  matter,  any 
question  of  Privilege  now  arises  upoa 
which  the  House  is  in  any  way  called 
upon  to  interfere.  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment are  protected  from  arrest,  but  only 
under  certain  circumstances.  There  may 
be  imprisonment  for  three  different 
causes.  In  the  first  place,  there  may  be 
imprisonment  on  civil  process  ;  secondly, 
for  contempt  of  Court ;  and,  thirdly,  for 
crime,  or  for  matters  within  the  category 
of  crime.  As  to  the  first  branch  of 
offence,  every  Member  of  Parliament  is 
protected  from  arrest  in  respect  of  civil 
process,  and  the  House  has  always 
ordered,  and  would,  no  doubt,  insist 
upon  the  discharge  of   a  Member  so 
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arretted,  holdinj^  that  the  presence  in 
the  House  of  a  Member  of  Parliament 
is  of  more  importance  than  the  discharge 
of  a  pecuniary  obligation.     As  to  the 
second  class,  that  of  imprisonment  for 
contempt  of  Conrt,  that  offence  may  be 
dirided  into  tvro  classes.     It  may  be  of 
a    grave    character,   partaking  of   the 
character  of  a  criminal  offence  ;  or  it 
may  bo  of  a  minor  characterr-for  in- 
stance, a  refusal  to  pay  a  certain  sum 
of  money  which  has  been  ordered  to  be 
paid  by  the  Court.     In  order  to  decide 
under  which  category  the  offence  is  in- 
cluded, it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
House,  upon  receiving  notice  that  one 
of  its  Members  has  been  imprisoned  for 
contempt  of  Court,  to  refer  the  matter 
to  a  Committee  appointed  for  the  pur- 
poae  of  inquiring  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  imprisonment,  and    to    inquire 
under  which  category  of  offences  the 
imprisonment    has    been    ordered.      I 
believe  that,  in  all  such  cases,  the  House 
lias,  without  question,  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry.    But  as  to  the  third 
class    of   offences — that   is,    crime,    or 
offences  coming  within  the  category  of 
crime — the  House  has  never  taken  any 
steps  to  interfere  with  imprisonment  of 
offenders  of  that  class,  it  having  been 
repeatedly  held    that  committal    of   a 
Member  for  refusal  to  give  bail  to  keep 
the  peace  came  within  the  category  of 
those  matters  into  which  the  House  has 
not  thought  it  necessary  to  inquire.     I 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  make  this 
short  statement  in  order  to  remove  any 
apprehension  that  may  exist  in  the  mind 
of  any  hon.  Member  as  to  the  reason 
why  it  is  not  proposed,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow,  to  move. 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.    I  believe 
the  case  which  has  been  communicated 
to  the  House  does  not  in  any  way  in- 
fringe on  the  Privilege  of  the  House, 
and  that  it  is  not  the  duty,  neither  is  it 
open  to  the  House  to  take  any  action 
upon  it.     Of  course,  in  anything  I  have 
said  I  do  not  in  the  least  intend  it  to  be 
inferred  that  the  policy  which  has  led 
to  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Healy,  or  the  cir- 
cumstances which  led  to  that  arrest,  may 
not  be  a  matter  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House.     All  I  wish  to  say  is  that 
this  is  not  a  case  affecting  Privilege,  and 
that  the  House  has  no  ground  for  taking 
action  in  the  matter.  I  therefore  simply 
move  that  the  letter  which  has  been 
read  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<*  That  the  Letter  of  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland 
do  lie  on  the  Table." — {7 he  Jfarquese  of 
Hartington.) 

Mb.  PAENELL,  in  rising  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion,  said :  I  think, 
Sir,  it  would  have  been  very  much  more 
satisfactory  if  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  had  extended  his  remarks 
so  as  to  put  the  House  into  possession  of 
the  precedents,  which  he  said  existed  in 
support  of  his  argument,  that  the  arrest 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  in  default  of 
finding  bail,  does  not  constitute  a  matter 
for  inquiry  by  this  House  with  regard  to 
a  breach  of  its  Privileges.  I  am  sure 
that  the  House,  in  considering  a  question 
of  this  very  grave  and  important  charac- 
ter— namely,  the  arrest  of  a  Member  in 
default  of  finding  bail  on  a  warrant 
issued  only  four  or  five  days  before  the 
meeting  of  the  House,  when  the  alleged 
offence,  which  had  formed  the  subject  of 
the  inquiries  of  the  tribunal  in  question, 
had  taken  place  so  long  ago  as  two 
months,  and  \vhen  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  in  Ireland  had  for  that  time  the 
Member  in  question  within  their  juris- 
diction, and  on  several  occasions  actually 
present  in  Court/and  desirous  of  having 
his  case  investigated,  and  when  the  Court 
bad  persistently  refused  from  time  to 
time  to  go  into  this  matter,  or  to  take 
any  step  whatever  during  that  interval 
of  two  months  until  the  time  came  for 
Parliament  to  re-assemble — I  think, 
having  regard  to  all  these  circumstances, 
the  House,  in  considering  this  matter, 
should  require  to  have  before  it  full  and 
adequate  information  as  to* the  grounds 
and  character  of  the  arrest.  What  did 
the  demand  in  the  case  mean  ?  Did  it 
mean  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy),  who  has  always  been 
most  punctual  in  his  attendance  at  this 
House,  and  who  we  have  every  reason 
to  suppose  would  be  as  punctual  in 
future,  and  would  have  been  in  his 
place  from  day  to  day  during  this  Ses- 
sion, did  it  mean  that  he  was  to  give 
bail  as  regards  an  offence  that  he  might 
be  supposed  to  commit  in  this  House, 
or  which  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
supposed  he  was  to  commit  in  this 
House,  or  did  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  suppose  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  give  bail  as  regards  an  imaginary 
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offence,  which  he  had  nerer  committed, 
and  which  in  all  probabilitj,  owing  to 
his  attend aDce  at  this  House,  he  could 
neyer  commit?  The  case,  I  think,  is 
materiallj  altered  when  we  come  to 
consider  the  circumstances  of  the  matter, 
and  I  would  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  important  fact  that  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  is  most 
meagre  in  its  details.  We  are  not  in- 
formed, in  accordance  with  precedents, 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  offence  for  which 
the  hon.  Member  was  required  to  find 
bail.  We  are  not  informed  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  committed  an j  offence 
at  all.  We  are  only  told,  in  the  most 
curt  fashion,  that  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  called  upon  the  hon.  Member  to 
find  bail;  that  the  hon.  Member  refused 
to  find  bail,  and  that  a  warrant  was 
issued  by  the  Cf>urt  of  Queen's  Bench 
for  his  arrest.  That  is  all  the  informa- 
tion that  has  been  vouchsafed  by  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  to 
this  High  Court  of  Parliament,  and  I 
submit  that  this  House  has  not  been 
treated  in  accordance  with  the  prece- 
dents observed  by  even  higlier  legal 
functionaries  than  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Dublin. 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Charlton  I  find  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  took  the  trouble  to 
write  to  Mr.  Speaker,  and  to  inform 
him  that  he  had  issued  his  warrant — 

"  For  the  committal  of  P.  L.  Charlton,  Esq., 
for  contempt  of  the  .High  Court  of  Chancery, 
by  writing  a  certain  letter  to  William  Brougham, 
Esq.,  a  Master  of  the  said  Court,  which  letter 
was  followed  hy  another  addressed  to  my- 
self. I  have  thought  it  right  to  make  this 
communication  to  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
accounting  for  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member, 
and  to  testif}*^  m'y  profound  respect  for  this 
honourable  House." 

There  is  a  very  great  distinction  between 
the  method  of  procedure  followed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  the  day  in  that  case 
and  the  method  of  procedure  adopted  by 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford.  I 
regret  exceedingly  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess who  now  leads  the  House  did  not 
give  his  reasons  as  to  why  he  thought 
this  grave  matter  ought  not  to  become 
the  subject  of  an  inquiry  by  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  House.  We  have  seen,  from 
time  to  time,  that  Committees  have  been 
appointed  as  a  matter  of  course  to  in- 
vestigate the  committal  of  Members  of 
the  House  sentenced  in  accordance  with 
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the  law.  We  know,  from  what  we 
gathered  from  the  newspapers,  that  the 
jurisdiction  invoked  by  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  in  the  case  is  of  an  obso- 
lete character.  We  are  entitled  also  to 
say,  as  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  ex- 
amine the  precedents,  that  no  Court  ia 
England  has  over  invoked  this  particular 
jurisdiction  for  the  purpose  of  checkings 
or  preventing  political  offences.  We 
are  given  to  understand  that  this  is  the 
first  time  that  the  sumniary  jurisdiction 
of  the  magistrates — for  that  is  the  juris- 
diction claimed  as  inherent  in  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench — for  the  purpose  of 
committing  to  prison,  in  default  of  find- 
ing bail,  rogues  and  vagrants  upon  the 
high  road,  has  been  used  for  the  purpose 
of  imprisoning  a  Member  of  this  House, 
and  I  feel  sure  that  the  House  will  pay 
much  more  attention  to  this  g^ave  exer- 
cise of  jurisdiction  than  that  which  the 
Leader  of  the  Government  invites  them 
to  pay.  We  have  before  us  the  fact  that 
a  Member  of  the  House  has  been  ar- 
rested almost  on  his  way  to  perform  the 
duties  which  the  Constitution  and  the 
mandate  of  his  constituents  impose  on 
him.  We  have  also  the  tardy  action  of 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  which  re- 
frained for  two  months  from  taking  any 
action  in  the  matter.  We  mighjk  reason- 
ably suppose  that  had  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  proceeded  at  once,  the 
whole  of  the  imprisonment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  might  have  expired  by  this  time, 
for,  in  these  days,  it  is  idle  to  suppose 
that  a  sentence  of  six  months'  imprison- 
ment can  be  carried  out  upon  a  Member 
like  my  hon.  Friend.  If  there  was  such 
urgency  for  the  action  of  the  Court,  and 
if  the  alleged  offence  was  one  of  such, 
gravity,  why  did  the  Court  delay  so  long 
before  taking  any  step  ?  Why  was  its 
action  withheld  until  the  evident  neces- 
sity for  it  had  long  since  disappeared/ 
and  until  my  hon.  Friend  was  about  to 
resume  his  Parliamentary  duties  ?  We 
cannot  suppose— and  I  do  not  wish  to 
impute  it— that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment desired  in  this  way  to  get  rid  of  a 
troublesome  opponent  in  this  House; 
but  depend  upon  it  that  it  will  be  im- 
puted to  the  Government  in  Ireland. 
There  are  many  people  who  look  upon 
this  peculiar  action  as  another  proof  of 
the  desire  of  the  Ministry  to  get  rid  of 
troublesome  Members  of  this  House ; 
and  they  will  consider  that  it  is  because 
my  hon.  Friend  has  shown  remarkable 
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ability  in  defending  the  rights  of  his 
cottotiy,  that  he  has  been  marked  out, 
and  that  hia  Parliamentary  right  has 
been  taken  from  him  at  this  moment  by 
the  extraordinary  action  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  Sir,  I  trust  that  the 
House  will,  acoordiug  to  precedent,  ap- 
point a  Select  Committee  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiring  into  the  nature  of  this  ar- 
rest, and  into  the  letter  which  you,  Sir, 
have  read  to  the  House.  I  beg  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Hesolution  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  to  inquire  and  report  whe- 
ther this  matter  requires  the  further  at- 
tention of  this  House. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  lesTe  ont  the  words  "  do  lie  on  the  Table," 
in  order  to  add  the  words  *'  informing  the  House 
cf  the  trial,  arreet,  and  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
Hmly,  a  Member  of  this  Uoose,  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into  all  the  matters  connected  with  the  proceed- 
ings referred  to  therein,  and  of  reporting  whe- 
ther they  demand  the  further  attention  of  this 
House." -(Jfr.  FmmtU.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  words 

5 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
He5RT  Jajcbs)  said,  that  he  had  very 
little  to  add  to  what*had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartingtou)  ; 
but  he  would  remind  the  House  that 
as  the  question  came  before  them  en- 
tirely as  a  matter  of  Privilege,  and 
took  precedence  as  such,  they  could 
not  now  enter  either  into  the  policy  of 
the  course  of  those  who  had  engaged 
in  those  prosecutions,  nor  into  particular 
proceedings  during  the  trial  in  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench.  If  those  proceedings 
were  illegal,  there  was  a  right  in  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy), 
as  in  erery  other  subject,  to  contest  their 
legality ;  and  the  House  must  leave  the 
persons  affected  by  them  to  their  remedy 
elsewhere.  The  House  could  only  deal 
with  the  question  of  Privilege,  and  it 
was  only  in  that  way  that  action  could 
be  taken.  In  regard  to  that,  his  noble 
Friend's  proposition  was  that  there  was 
no  Privilege  in  regard  to  the  arrest  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament  upon  criminal 
proceedings,  or  on  proceedings  of  the 
nature  of  criminal  proceedings.  He  (the 
Attorney  Oeneral)  would  support  the 
•tatement  by  precedents,  one  of  which 
he  thought  was  conclusive.    It  was  de- 


clared, by  a  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  passed  in  1626,  that  the  Privilege 
of  that  House  was — 

"That  no  Peer  of  Parliament  iittingin  Par- 
liament was  to  he  imprieoned  or  restrained  with- 
out the  sentence  or  Order  of  the  House,  unless 
it  were  for  treason  or  felony,  or  for  refusing  to 
give  surety  of  the  peace ;  " 

and  in  1697  a  similar  Besolution  was 
adopted  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
asserting  that  there  was  no  Privilege  in 
the  case  of  breach  of  the  peace.  The 
letter  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  just  read, 
stated  distinctly  that  Mr.  Healy  was 
called  upon  and  ordered  to  give  surety 
for  the  peace,  and  refused  to  do  so.  Of 
course,  sureties  for  the  peace  could  not 
be  given  except  to  prevent  .a  breach  of 
the  peace.  That  Besolution,  both  of  the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  House  -of  Com- 
mons, pointed  to  a  proceeding  of  the 
character  of  a  criminal  proceeding,  and 
therefore  he  did  not  think  the  House 
could  interfere.  The  House  had  always 
acted  (m  that  rule,  and  in  the  cases  of 
Lord  George  Gordon,  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien, 
and  Mr.  Feargus  O'Connor,  it  had  never 
inquired  into  the  propriety  of  the  arrest. 
If  it  did,  it  would  come  into  conflict  with 
the  Courts  of  Justice  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  criminal  law  ;  and  he  was 
sure  they  would  not,  in  supporting  their 
right  to  claim  Privilege,  question  the 
way  in  which  the  Criminal  Law  was  ad- 
ministered. All  that  his  noble  Friend 
and  himself  now  said  was  not  urged  by 
way  of  objection  to  any  Motion  which 
might  be  made  in  order  to  challenge  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  or  to  comment 
on  proceedings  elsewhere.  He  merely 
submitted  that  it  would  be  contrary  to 
all  the  precedents,  if  the  House  were 
now  to  call  in  question  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  by  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  in  Ireland ;  and  he  would  respect- 
fully suggest  to  the  House  that  it  would 
be  asserting  an  undue  claim  of  Privilege 
if  it  were  to  interfere  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  had  given  them  very 
substantial  reasons  why  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell)  should 
be  adopted.  He  had  shown  that  the 
whole  question  was  involved  in  such 
doubt  and  confusion,  and  that  it  was  of 
so  novel  a  character,  that  the  House 
could  not  judge  whether,  in  the  present 
instance,  it  was  maintaining  ita  Pri- 
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vileges  or  not.  Therefore,  there  ought 
to  be  some  such  inquiry  as  was  proposed. 
The  Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  the  letter 
communicating  this  arrest,  actually 
named  a  Member  of  the  House  who  had 
no  existence.  He  spoke  of  **  Timothy 
Michael  Realy,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  County  of  Wicklow."  No 
such  person  existed.  Mr.  Healy,  as 
everyone  but  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  knew,  was 
Member  for  the  Borough  of  Wexford. 
That  was  an  illustration  of  the  confusion 
in  which  the  question  was  involved,  and 
he  must  say  also  an  illustration  of  the 
want  of  respect  shown  by  the  learned 
Judge  to  the  House.  The  House  was 
now  dealing  with  a  question  of  Privi- 
lege. If  it  were  not  so,  they  would  not 
now  be  discussing  it ;  and  he  contended 
that  they  ought  carefully  to  ascertain 
whether  or  not  Privilege  had  been 
struck  at  by  the  fact  and  the  manner  of 
that  arrest.  Precedent  for  the  case  there 
was  none,  and  there  could  be  none,  be- 
cause he  believed  this  was  the  first  time 
in  the  history  of  the  House  that  a  Mem- 
ber had  been  committed  under  an  obso- 
lete Statute^  violently  strained  in  its  ap- 
plication ;  and  therefore  he  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  the  House  to  do 
what  had  been  done  in  other  doubtful 
cases — namely,  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  circumstances. 
If  they  did  not,  they  would,  ia  his  opi- 
nion, establish  a  very  evil  precedent  for 
the  future. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  fact  was 
that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  was  imprisoned 
for  declining  to  give  bail  under  a  certain 
Act,  which,  by  its  very  terms,  excluded 
the  idea  of  its  being  applicable  to  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  The  Act  of  Ed- 
ward III.,  under  which  the  proceedings 
were  taken,  was  an  Act  directed  against 
common  strollers,  vagrants,  and  similar 
persons,  who  were  likely  to  create  a 
breach  of  the  peace  in  the  most  ordinary 
and  vulgar  acceptation  of  the  term. 
During  all  the  centuries  it  had  been  in 
operation  there  was  not  an  instance  of 
its  having  been  strained  to  cover  the 
case  of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  who, 
in  the  exercise  of  his  constitutional  duty 
in  rendering  an  account  to  his  consti- 
tuents, had  used  words  which  might  or 
inight  not  be  pleasing  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  That  Act  empowered 
magistrates  to  demand  securitieB  for  good 
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behaviour  from  vagrant  and  vagabond 
persons,  and  it  was  passed  to  help  ma- 
gistrates to  deal  summarily  with  high- 
waymen and  peacebreakers  throughout 
the  rural  district,  and  was  never  directed 
against  Members  of  Parliament,  criti- 
cizing the  conduct  of  the  Government. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  at  present  a  sufferer 
by  that  interpretation  of  this  Act ;  but 
the  Privilege  of  every  Member  of  the 
House  was  gravely    attacked   when  a 
Court  of  Justice  could  order  a  Member 
of  I'arliament  to  find  securities  for  any 
sum,  no  matter  how  enormous,  under  an 
Act  intended  to  restrain  highwaymen 
and  vagrants  from  breaking  the  peace. 
If  that  jurisdiction  was  to  be  upheld,  no 
Irish  Member  would  be  safe  against  the 
monstrous  interpretation   given  to  the 
Act  by  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General    had    warned  the   House 
against  attempting  anything  which  would 
look  like  a  criticism  of  the  administra- 
tion of  justice.     They  could  not  forget 
that  on  a  recent  remarkable  occasion, 
this  very  Lord  Chief  Justice,  addressing 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  excused 
himself  from  discharging  his  judicial 
functions  in  a  certain  case,  on  the  ground 
that  he  had  prejtfdged   the  case,   and 
therefore  could  not  discharge  his  duty 
with  impartiality;  and  yet  it  was  the 
proceedings  of  this  self-condemned  tri- 
bunal that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman endeavoured  to  screen  from  the 
legitimate  inquiry  of  Parliament.    For 
his  own  part,  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
sure  that  hie  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wexford  was  quite  prepared  to  treat 
with  indifiEerence  this  infringement  of 
his  lawful  liberties.     His  hon.  Friend, 
he  was  sure,  regarded  this  scandalous 
misinterpretation  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, never  intended  to  apply  to  such 
cases,  as  an  additional  reason  why  the 
masses  of  the  Irish  people  should  desire 
that  the  policy  which  the  hon.  Member 
advocated  should  be  considered  quite 
apart  from  the  question  of  the  Privilege 
of  that  House.     He  believed  that  the 
Government  were  actuated  in  this  matter 
by  the  recollection  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  were  allowed  to  appear 
in  his  place,  he  would  be  one  of  the 
most  powerful,  if  not  the  most  powerful, 
witness  to  the  breach  of  faith  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  promises 
which  they  solemnly  gave  last  year  to 
complete    the   legislation  they  had  in 
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hand,  by  amendinp^  the  Land  Act.  The 
OovemmeDt  also,  he  had  no  doubt,  de- 
sired to  screen  themselves  from  the  cri- 
ticism of  a  powerful  opponent  in  the 
House.  The  Oovernment,  by  their  ac- 
tion in  this  matter,  had  done  all  in  their 
power  to  proToke  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  do  something  that  mipfht  give  a  fur- 
ther excuse  to  renegade  Liberals  to  show 
that  they  were  well  worthy  of  the  atro- 
cities of  Turkey  and  Bulgaria.  He  would 
not  intervene  further  between  the  House 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan), 
who  was  evidently  anxious  to  spring  up 
to  defend  his  Government  in  their  most 
unjustifiable  proceedings,  and  their  small 
r^ard  to  the  straining  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, when  they  had  to  deal  with  the 
Hepresentative  of  a  popular  Irish  consti- 
tuency. He  had  long  since  predicted  the 
career  that  lay  before  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that,  on  the  present  occasion,  they  were 
about  to  witness  a  further  effort  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  show  how  the 
aoinirer  of  Charles  James  Fox  could  de- 
fend coercion  and  lawlessness  of  the 
worst  description  for  the  consideration, 
forsooth,  of  the  Chief  Secretary's  OfBce, 
and  for  a  seat  in  the  Ministerial  Ca- 
binet.        

MB.TBEVELYAN:  Sir,  I  rise  only  for 
one  moment  to  make  a  speech  of  extreme 
brerity ,  because  I  wish  to  keep  absolutely 
within  the  lines  laid  down  by  yourself. 
1  understand  that  this  is  not  the  occasion 
to  defend  the  policy  of  the  present  ap- 
plication before  the  Queen's  Bench,  a 
course  which  I  may  say  was  stated 
publicly  and  completely  by  me  on  the 
1st  December  last.  So  far  from  shrink- 
ing from  any  examination  of  this  ques- 
tion, I  can  fairly  say  that  I  court  it 
more  eaeerly  than  an  examination  of 
any  single  question  relating  to  our  con- 
duct in  Ireland,  for  I  conceive  it  is  one 
of  the  most  important,  as  it  is  one  which 
most  carefully  needs,  and  I  think  will 
bear,  the  consideration  of  the  House.  I 
gathered.  Sir,  by  your  silence  during 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  that  it  was 
within  the  bounds  of  this  debate  to 
refer  to  the  delay  that  had  occurred 
between  the  speaking  of  those  words 
which  brought  about  the  proceedings 
and  the  final  committal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  to 
prison.     On  that  point  it  would  not  be 


right  to  keep  silence,  because  it  would 
involve  a  misconception  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Court.  The  real  fact  is  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  might 
have  had  his  case  brought  before  the 
Court  and  diRcusaed  and  judgod  on  the 
5th  December,  the  first  day  on  which  he 
appeared.  [Mr.  Parnell  :  Yes ;  at  a 
day's  notice.!  The  interruption  is  need- 
less, as  the  hon.  Member  will  see  as  I 
go  on.  On  that  day  Mr.  Davitt  applied 
for  an  adjournment  of  a  week  or  10 
days,  and  I  see  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  was  in  Court  at  the  time, 
and  by  his  silence  apparently  gave  con- 
sent to  the  application.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  supported  the  ap- 
plication, and  the  Tiord  Chief  Justice 
admitted  the  reasonableness  of  it ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  carefully  explained 
both  to  Mr.  Davitt  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  that,  owing  to  the 
arrangements  of  the  Winter  Assizes  and 
the  Christmas  holidays,  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely unlikely  that  the  case  would 
come  on  without  yery  considerable  delay. 
That  was  stated  most  clearly  by  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice;  but,  in  spite'  of 
that,  Mr.  Davitt  urged  his  applicationi 
and  it  was  supported,  as  I  say,  by  the 
tacit  consent  of  the  Member  for  Wex- 
ford. And  when  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  asked  that  the  same  course 
should  be  adopted  in  all  three  cases, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  did  not 
object.  The  first  occasion  on  which  a 
full  Court  could  be  got  together  after 
that  was  the  17th  January,  because  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  very  rightly 
thought  it  should  not  come  before  one 
or  two  Judges.  The  case  was  heard  on 
the  17th,  and  very  fully  argued  on  both 
sides.  Judgment  was  given  on  the 
2dth  that  the  defendants  should  give 
bail ;  and  I  think  the  longest  time  that 
could  be  given  was  given  after  the 
service  of  the  order,  to  enable  the  Gen- 
tlemen concerned  to  find  bail  if  they 
wished,  and  to  make  up  their  minds, 
with  the  very  serious  contingency  of 
going  to  prison  if  they  preferred  that. 
After  that -space  had  elapsed,  and  not 
till  then,  the  warrant  was  served.  I 
need  not  use  many  words  in  repudiating 
the  statement  that  the  Government  was 
anxious  to  rid  themselves  of  the  pre- 
sence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford. 
For  myself  I  most  deeply  regret  the 
hon.  Member  chose  the  course  he  has. 
I  would  ssk  hon.  Members  to  reserve 
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their  judgment  on  the  policy  which  the 
Odvernment  adopted  on  this  matter, 
and  to  Tote  solely  and  entirely  on  the 
legal  question  as  to  whether  this  is  a 
matter  of  Privilege,  or  whether  it  is  not. 
Mr.  GORST  said,  he  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  a  little  more  informa- 
tion than  the  Goyemment  was  inclined 
to  give  them  in  the  matter.  For  him- 
self, he  thought  they  had  not  treated 
the  question  with  ihe  consideration  which 
its  importance  deserved.  He  hardly 
thought  that  at  so  early  a  period  of  the 
Session  they  should  hav6  cause  to  regret 
the  ahsence  of  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
Whatever  their  disagreements  with  him 
might  be,  he  always  treated  the  House 
with  full  information  on,  and  full  prece- 
dents for,  the  course  he  asked  the  House 
to  take  on  occasions  such  as  the  present. 
What  had  been  the  conduct  of  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
on  this  occasion  ?  He  merely  said  there 
were  precedents,  without  giving  a  single 
one.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General,  who  followed  the 
noble  Marquess,  when  ohallenged  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  referred  them  not  to  any 
precedent,  but,  as  an  authority  for  the 
Privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons,  he 
referred  them  to  a  Resolution  passed  by 
the  House  of  Lords  in  the  days  of  the 
Stuarts.  That  was  the  only  precedent 
produced  up  to  that  time  for  the  course 
the  Government  proposed  to  take  in  re- 
fusing a  Committee  of  Inquiry  to  deter- 
mine at  once  this  important  question  of 
Privilege.  They  must  treat  this  matter 
of  Privilege  exactly  as  if  it  were  the 
case  of  an  English  Member,  and  he 
protested  against  the  doctrine  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  that  the  House  had  no  juris- 
diction to  inquire  into  the  legal  proceed- 
ings which  had  taken  place.  The  very 
fact  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  given  them  that  ex-parte  information 
was  sufficient  cause  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  take  evidence  and 
inform  the  House  what  those  proceed- 
ings had  been.  Contrary  to  all  pre- 
cedent, and  contrary  to  what  was  neces- 
sary for  the  safety  of  the  Members  of 
the  House,  the  learned  Judge,  in  the 
information  he  had  given  to  the  Speaker, 
had  not  condescended  to  state  the  nature 
of  the  offence  for  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  been  committed.  That  was ' 
contrary  to  all  precedent.    In  support 
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of  that  statement  he  would  refer  the 
House  to  a  Hesolution  of  the  Committee 
of  Privileges  which  sat  in  1831,  and  to 
the  work  of  Sir  Erskine  May.  That 
Committee,  in  summing  up  precedents, 
stated  that  it  was  established  generally 
that  Privilege  was  not  claimable  for  an 
indictable  offence.  This  was  not  an 
indictable  offence  at  all.  Then,  in  Sir 
Erskine  May's  book,  it  was  stated  that 
it  was  usual  to  state  the  cause  of  com- 
mitment. When  Feargus  O'Connor  was 
committed  to  prison  the  police  magis- 
trate, Mr.  Henry,  subsequently  Sir 
Thomas  Henry,  after  he  had  committed 
him  to  prison,  informed  the  Speaker 
that  Feargus  O'Connor  had  been  com- 
mitted to  prison  for  seven  days  for 
assaulting  a  police-constable,  and  men- 
tioned the  Statute  under  which  he  was 
committed.  In  that  case  special  infor- 
mation was  given  regarding  the  offence 
committed  and  the  Statute  under  which 
the  committal  was  made.  He  would 
ask  hon.  Members  to  contrast  that  with 
the  information  before  the  House  in  the 
present  case,  for  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
of  Ireland  did  not  tell  them  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  had  com- 
mitted any  crime.  All  the  information 
contained  in  the  letter  presented  to  the 
House  was  that  Mr.  Healy  had  been 
held  to  bail  for  good  behaviour.  Before 
the  House  consented  to  pass  over  such  a 
very,  grave  act  as  the  imprisonment  of  a 
Member,  and  before  they  consented  to 
depart  from  precedent  and  from  their 
ancient  Privileges,  they  should  require 
some  further  information  from  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  than  that  which 
they  had  already  received. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  the 
House  had  lately  got  rid  of  a  good  many 
of  its  Privileges;  and  he,  therefore, 
thought  it  would  be  well  if  it  took  care 
of  those  that  remained.  He  did  not, 
however,  think  the  House  would  be 
caring  for  the  remnant  of  its  Privi- 
leges, if  it  refused  to  grant  the  in- 
vestigation into  the  circumstances  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Healy's)  im- 
prisonment. It  had  been  pointed  out 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  been  put  in 
prison  just  at  the  opening  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  that  that  imprisonment  would 
not  be  over  until  the  Session  had  almost 
closed.  If  they  did  not  look  on  that  as 
an  attack  on  the  Privileges  of  Parlia* 
ment  he  would  be  very  much  surprised. 
Under  those  circumstances,  could  they 


M 


^ 


^\, 


81     Psrliament — Privilege —     |F£bbi7Akt  15,  1882)         Memher  impruoned. 


82 


doubt  for  a  moment  that  the  three 
Jndgee,  who  were  well  aware  that  Mr. 
Healjr  took  an  active  part  in  the  House 
in  opposing  the  policj  of  the  Govern- 
ment, had  purposely  framed  his  sentence 
so  as  to  exclude  him  from  Parliament  ? 
Why  was  it  that  Mr.  Healy's  imprison- 
ment had  been  so  long  delayed?  It 
was  decided  last  Session  that  the  cldture 
could  only  be  applied  by  a  certain  ma- 
jority of  Members  of  that  House ;  but  it 
now  appeared  that  so  far,  at  least,  as 
Irish  Members  were  concerned,  the 
cWur$  might  now  be  applied  by  three 
Irish  Judges.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  in  this  case  there  was  no  trial,  no 
jury,  and  that  Mr.  Healy's  imprison- 
ment was  the  act  of  three  Judges ;  and 
if  anyone  would  tell  him  that  that  was 
no  interference  with  the  Privileges  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  he  would  be 
very  much  astonished,  indeed,  at  his 
innocence.  It  might  be  said  that  Mr. 
Healy  was  at  liberty  to  find  bail ;  but 
the  Judges  in  question  very  well  knew 
that  Mr.  Healj  would  not  give  bail,  be- 
cause, by  doing  so,  he  would  be  making 
an  admission  of  guilt,  whereas  he  'very 

§roperly  regarded  himself  as  innocent, 
he  Judges  knew  very  well  that  Mr. 
Healy  would  not  give  bail ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  believed  the  object  was  to  keep 
the  hon.  Member  out  of  the  House  that 
Session.  If  that  was  not  an  attack  on 
the  Privileges  of  the  House,  he  did  not 
know  what  else  it  was ;  and  he  would 
be  very  much  mistaken,  indeed,  if  the 
House  did  not  regard  it  in  that  light. 

Ma.  P.  MARTIN  said,  he  desired  to 
coDfine  himself  simply  to  the  question 
of  Privilege.  He  had  listened  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Marquess  Tthe 
Marquess  of  Harting^n),  when  he  asKed 
that  the  letter  do  lie  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  with  surprise,  and  did  not 
understand  why  that  course  had  been 
adopted.  He  submitted  inquiry  by  a 
Committee  was  the  usual  political  and 
natural  mode  of  proceeding.  In  assent- 
ing to  these  Amendments  there  was  no 
binding  assertion  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  the  extent  of  their  authority  to 
interfere.  There  were  circumstances  of 
as  novel  character  in  the  present  case. 
Last  Session,  notwithstanding  the  find- 
ings of  previous  Committees  in  respect 
to  the  somewhat  analogous  case  of  con- 
tempt of  Court,  the  Prime  Minister  had 
moved  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr. 


Gray)  was  entitled  to  complain  in  their 
commitment.  He  might  observe,  as  to 
the  Besolutions  cited  by  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, that  they  did  not  in  themselves 
distinctly  apply  to  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy).  He 
had,  as  he  understood,  been  committed 
for  refusal  to  give  bail  to  be  of  good 
behaviour,  and  not  for  "  surety  of  peace." 
The  letter  of  the  Chief  Justice  was  of  a 
vague  and  unsatisfactory  character.  It 
gave  no  definite  and  precise  particulars  of 
the  nature  of  the  offence  alleged  to  have 
been  committed,  or  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  warrant  was  issued, 
and  their  brother  Member  was  detained 
in  custody.  On  that  ground  alone,  the 
House  ought  not  now  to  adopt  a  Reso- 
lution, the  effect  of  which  was  to  justify 
the  imprisonment  complained  of  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  It 
was  not  right  to  prejudge  the  case  without 
full  inquiry.  That  the  House  would  not 
at  the  end  of  the  investigation  interfere 
with  the  committal  by  a  Court  of  com- 
petent' jurisdiction  was  answered  by  the 
precedent  in  Mr.  Oray's  case.  A  Com- 
mittee would  place  before  the  House  the 
full  facts,  and  a  decision  could  then  be 
come  to  which  would  command  con- 
fidence and  respect  in  Ireland. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  only 
rise  to  make  two  or  three  observations 
with  reference  to  what  fell  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst).  He  charged  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  with  resting 
this  case  upon  the  precedents  of  the 
Stuart  time.  If  that  had  been  the  case, 
in  my  opinion,  precedents  of  the  Stuart 
time  would  be  the  best  of  all  precedents; 
because  it  was  at  that  time  that  Parlia- 
ment was  asserting  its  Privileges  against 
the  Crown ;  and  during  the  whole  his- 
tory of  the  Stuart  time,  questions  of 
Privilege,  and,  I  may  say,  the  question 
of  the  liberties  and  Privileges  of  Parlia- 
ment, were  decided.  But,  passing  by 
that  singular  misreading  of  the  history 
of  this  country,  I  come  to  the  point  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  argu- 
ment. He  said  you  cannot  find  any 
precedent,  except  one  of  200  years  ago; 
and  another  hon.  Member  said  that  this 
matter  was  so  new  that  it  ought  to  be 
inquired  into  by  a  Committee.  Now, 
the  point  is  not  new,  neither  is  it  ob- 
scure ;  but  it  is  exactly  one  of  those 
points  which  the  House  is  frequently 
called  upon  to  decide.    The  matter  does 
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not  rest  there,  for  you  may  go  back  for 
many  centuries,  to  the  time  when  the 
Beports  were  in  Norman- French,  and 
there  you  will  find  that  the  exemptions 
are  treason -felony  and  refusing  to  give 
surety  for  breach  of  the  peace.  Century 
after  century  that  has  been  acted  upon. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham, with  his  usual  courage,  has  cited 
an  abstract  from  the  work  of  Sir  Erskine 
May,  giving  the  Keport  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  18  31  ;  but  if  he  had  given  the 
whole  Beport,  it  would  have  exactly 
contradicted  the  conclusion  to  which  he 
has  arrived.  The  Committee  of  1831 
goes  back  not  only  to  the  time  of  the 
Stuarts,  but  to  the  time  of  the  Planta- 
genets ;  and  I  find  that,  referring  back 
to  the  precedent  of  1675,  the  reference 
to  the  Privilege  of  Parliament  is  this — 

"By  law  the  Privileffo  of  Tarliament  be- 
longs to  every  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  all  cases  except  treason-felony  and 
breach  of  the  peace." 

['*  Hear,  hear ! "]  Yes ;  but  that  is 
only  one  of  the  series  of  precedents; 
and  though  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  lays  it  down  that  the 
Privilege  of  Parliament  only  applied  to 
indictable  ofiPences,  if  he  had  read  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  of  1831  he 
would  have  found  refusal  to  give  surety 
for  breach  of  the  peace. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M^CABTHY:  Where 
was  the  breach  of  the  peace  in  this  case  ? 

SiE  WILUAM  HABCOUBT:  It 
comes  clearly  within  the  interpretation 
of  the  precedent  that  the  Privileges  of 
Parliament  do  not  extend  to  a  Member 
in  cases  where  he  is  bound  to  good 
behaviour  for  a  breach  of  the  peace 
that  is  apprehended.  The  case  to  which 
that  Committee  applied  was  not  an  in- 
dictable ofi^ence.  Therefore,  the  conten- 
tion that  Privilege  only  applies  to  an 
indictable  ofiPence  is  clearly  a  misappre- 
hension .  The  distinction  had  been  clearly 
drawn  by  that  Committee,  and  it  has 
been  to-night  re-affirmed  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ;  and  I  think  the  House  will  be  very 
slow  to  endeavour,  on  this  occasion,  to 
extend  the  doctrine  of  Privilege  to  a 
degree  never  before  anticipated. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  that  he  wished  to 
address  a  few  words  to  the  House  on  the 
subject.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  an 
English  Member  had  risen  in  his  place 
to  endeavour  to  procure  the  application 
of  Constitutional  law  and  practice  to 
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this  case,  and  to  at  least  secure  for  the 
discussion   of    the  case  that   attention 
which  English  Members  seemed  indis- 
posed to  give.     He  had  listened  with 
pain  and  disappointment  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
he  would  say  that  he  regarded  it  as  a 
pregnant    example    of    that    policy   of 
evasion   and    make-believe  which   was 
the  principal  note  of  the  new  Adminis- 
tration   in    Ireland.      The   right,  hon. 
Gentleman  endeavoured  to  account  for 
the  delay  in  dealing  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford's  (Mr.  Healy's)  case  by 
the  adjournment  for  10  days  that  had 
been  asked  for  and  granted ;   but  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  would  like  to  know  how 
an   -adjournment    for    10    days    could 
account    for    a    consumption  of   three 
months.     The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land told  them  that  it  was  impossible  to 
form  a  Court.     There  were  a  great  many 
Judges  in  Ireland,   however;    but  he 
(Mr.  Sexton)  supposed,  on  the  principle 
that  great  bodies  move  slowly,  it  was 
impossible  to  get  the  Queen's  Bench  to 
form  a  Court  during  all  that  time.     In 
that  period,  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
might  have  called  in  a  Judge  and  formed 
a  C^ourt ;  but  the  Executive  in  Ireland 
appeared  to  have  so  delayed  the  case  that 
the  imprisonment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  was  made  to  begin,  and 
would  probably  end  with  the  Session. 
That  was  a  grave  ground  for  impeach- 
ment, on  the  principles  of  Privilege,  both 
of  the  Executive  and  the  Judges  in  Ire- 
land, that  they  should  imprison  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  so  that  the  term  of  his  . 
imprisonment    and  of   his  withdrawal 
from  that  House  should  extend  over  a 
period  when  questions  with  which  he  was 
especially  conversant  should  come  before 
the  House.   Parliament  had  been  always 
solicitous  to  inquire    into  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  questions  touching 
the  Privileges  of  its  Members ;  and  it 
would  be  of  evil  import,  and  have  a 
most  injurious  effect  on  the  public  mind, 
at  least  in  Ireland,  did  the  House  pass 
over,   without    due  attention,   the  im- 
prisonment of  a  man  who  had  proved 
himself  so  active  and  useful  in  dealing 
with  recent  legislation  of  deep  concern 
to  such  a  large  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in    Ireland.      The    hon.    and 
learned    Member    for    Chatham    (Mr. 
Gorst)  had  laid  down  a  principle  which 
appeared  to  strike  the  Treasury  Bench 
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with  horror,  but  which  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
would  also  urge.  That  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  asked  that  this  case  should 
be  treated  as  if  it  concerned  an  English 
Member.  [**  Hear,  hear ! "]  Such  a 
claim  to  the  Treasury  Bench  seemed  to 
be  unparalleled — they  would  not  for  a 
moment  acknowledge  it,  and  they  had 
abundant  proof,  as  was  apparent  from 
the  mocking  cheer  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport.  [Mr. 
HopwooD  :  I  did  not  cheer  or  mock.] 
He  would  repeat  they  had  abundant 
proof  that  this  matter  did  not  yerymuch 
concern  the  House  or  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment,  as  there  was  only  an  Irish 
Member  in  question.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Leader  of  the  House  (the 
Marquees  of  Hartington)  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  were  astray,  both  on  the  fact 
and  law  of  this  case.  Could  they  wonder 
that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  for  Ireland 
should  describe  his  (Mr.  Sexton's)  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  as  the  Member  for 
the  County  of  Wicklow,  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land, who  had  sat  with  him  in  the 
House  for  three  years,  should  call  him 
the  Member  for  the  County  of  Wexford. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  England  endeavoured  to  excuse  what 
had  been  done  in  this  case  by  referring 
to  a  Besolution  passed  by  the  House  of 
Lords  in  1626;  but  he  (Mr.  Sexton) 
would  wish  to  point  out  both  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  titate  for  the  Home  Department, 
that,  whatever  might  have  been  the  effect 
of  that  Beeolution,  that  was  completely 
neutralized,  and,  as  the  Prime  Minister 
would  say,  pulverized  by  a  Besolution 
which  had  been  subsequently  passed  by 
the  House  of  Commons.  Before  1849 
the  Privilege  claimed  was  that  Members 
should  not  be  imprisoned  except  for 
treason-felony. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT:  The 
earliest  definition  of  the  Privilege  of 
Parliament  is  to  be  found  in  **  Larke's 
Case,"  Bol.,  Pari.  8,  H.  VI.,  in  which, 
in  the  old  Norman-French,  it  is  thus 
claimed  by  the  Commons — 

"  1a  PnTilege  do  votre  Court  de  Parlement 
d|etre  quieters  de  touts  arresters  durant  votre 
dit  oonrte  forprise  par  treason  f elonie  oa  suerte 
depaia." 

Ma.  SEXTON  said,  that  the  Besolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords  was,  that 


during  the  sitting  of  Parliament  no 
Member  of  that  House  should  be  im- 
prisoned or  restrained,  unless  for  treason- 
felony  or  refusal  to  give  suretyship  of 
the  peace.  If  that  record  stood  it  would, 
no  doubt,  be  applicable  to  this  case ;  but 
in  1675  the  House  of  Commons  parsed  a 
Besolution  to  the  effect  that  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Commons  should 
extend  to  Members  in  all  cases,  except 
in  cases  of  treason -felony  and  breach 
of  the  peace.  These  were  the  exact 
words  of  the  Besolution  passed  in 
1675,  and  were  evidently  drawn  in  op- 
position to  the  Besolution  which  the 
House  of  Lords  had  passed  previously. 
These  words  were  not  in  the  Norman- 
French  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department.  They 
were  in  the  English  language,  and  were 
specifically  quoted  by  Sir  Erskine  May 
in  his  work.  It  was  idle  for  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now  to  en- 
deavour to  confuse  the  issue  before  the 
House,  and  try  to  peruade  them  that  a 
breach  of  the  peace  and  an  apprehen- 
sion of  a  breach  of  the  peace  were  one 
and  the  same  thing.  With  regard  to 
the  offence  charged  against  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wexford,  and 
the  course  proposed  to  be  taken,  it  must 
be  apparent  to  everyone  that  the  offence 
alleged  to  be  apprehended  was  not  even 
stated  in  the  letter  read  by  the  Speaker ; 
and  although  this  excuse  might  be 
offered  for  tho  learned  Judge,  that  his 
Lordship  could  not  possibly  cite  an 
offence  when  there  was  none  on  the 
record,  he  thought  it  was  not  too  much 
to  say  that  a  Judge  who  had  shown 
himself  so  ignorant  of  the  facts  of  the 
case  might  not  also  be  ignorant  of  the 
law  connected  with  it.  The  offence  was 
not  even  stated  on  the  warrant  on  which 
his  hon.  Friend  was  arrested.  He  was 
in  possession  of  a  letter  received  by  him 
that  morning  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford,  and  he  was  informed  in  that 
letter  that  in  the  warrant  committing 
his  hon.  Friend  to  Kilmainham  no 
offence  was  specified.  It  was  merely  an 
order  from  the  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland 
directing  its  subordinate  ofiicers  to  take 
Mr.  Healy  into  custody  and  lodge  him 
in  Kilmainham.  He  challenged  the 
Government  to  show  that  any  offence 
was  specified  on  the  warrant,  and  de- 
clared that  it  was  not  even  alleged  that 
the  conduct  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  such 


87       ParliameHt—PrkiUge'-         (COMMONS  J 


Member  imprisoned. 


as  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace.  Of 
the  three  cases  which  had  been  cited  by 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  in  respect  to  breach  of  Fri- 
yilege,  the  first  two  were  out  of  the 
question  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  and,  as 
to  the  third,  no  act  was  or  could  be 
alleged  against  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
How  then  could  it  be  said  by  the  noble 
Marquess  that  the  matter  for  which  his 
hon.  Friend  was  committed  could  be  re- 
garded as  crime,  or  as  falling  within  the 
category  of  crime  ?  What  was  alleged ' 
against  his  hon.  Friend  was  not  even 
proved.  The  evidence  against  him  rested 
on  the  memory  of  a  police  constable  as 
to  the  correctness  of  a  report  in  a  news- 
paper of  a  speech  made  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  an  allegation  that  he  used 
language  and  took  a  course  of  conduct 
which,  if  persevered  in  and  repeated  still 
further,  might  possibly  have  the  effect 
of  leading  to  a  breach  of  the  peace  in 
the  future.  He  thought,  under  all  these 
circumstances,  it  was  clearly  established 
that  there  was  no  offence  whatever  com- 
mitted that  would  disentitle  his  hon. 
Friend  to  claim  the  Privileges  of  that 
House,  if  the  House  were  in  any  mood 
to  pay  attention  to  such  a  claim  put  for- 
ward by  an  Irish  Member.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  had 
appealed  to  the  House  to  deal  with  that 
question  as  if  it  affected  an  English 
Member,  and  if  that  appeal  went  unan- 
swered, if  it  were  received  indifferently 
by  the  Government,  the  result  would  be 
great  dissatisfaction  among  the  Irish 
people,  and  it  would  lead  to  a  belief  that 
an  unfair  distinction  was  made  between 
English  and  Irish  Members.  The  im- 
pression conveyed  to  the  Irish  people 
would  be  that  if  an  English  Member 
were  imprisoned  the  question  of  Privi- 
lege would  receive  their  very  serious 
attention ;  but,  in  the  case  of  an  Irish 
Member,  the  House  was  disposed  to  pay 
no  attention  whatever  to  it,  out  was  dis- 
posed rather  to  let  the  Courts  in  Ireland 
work  their  own  sweet  will  with  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  everybody  else 
there,  and  aliow  also  the  claims  and 
privileges  of  the  House  to  sink  into  dis- 
use and  contempt. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  in 
this  case  the  onus  of  proof  clearly  lay 
with  the  Government.  No  doubt  the 
House  had  heard  several  speeches  from 
the  Treasury  Bench;   but  up  to  that 
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moment  a  similar  case  to  that  of 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wexfi 
(Mr.  Healy),  or  to  the  course  that  I 
been  adopted  in  reference  to  him,  li 
not  been  brought  before  them.  1 
Government,  in  this  matter,  were  pi 
suing  a  course  that  no  Govornnaent  ei 
did  before.  They  asked  the  House 
allow  this  matter  to  pass  unnoticed,  a 
did  not  deign  to  bring  forward  any  pi 
cedents  to  warrant  that  course.  No 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Ic 
Trevelyan),  in  his  latest  and  not  1 
most  improved  style,  impressed  on  t 
House  the  advisability  of  not  diseussii 
the  policy  involved  in  the  arrest  of  tl 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  ;  but  wh 
he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  contei 
was  this — that  the  matter  was  a  matt 
of  policy,  because  the  Government  we: 
taking  a  course  with  regard  to  the  ho 
Member  that  no  Government  ever  toe 
before.  The  Government  were  doic 
in  this  case  only  what  was  in  accordant 
with  its  general  policy  in  Ireland.  Th 
last  speaker  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  justific 
in  drawing,  so  clearly  as  he  had,  tb 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  singula 
difference  in  the  Hesolutions  passed  b 
the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  c 
Commons,  and  was  justified  in  contend 
ing  that  that  difference  was  not  acci 
dental.  The  House  of  Lords,  it  wa 
plain,  endeavoured  to  confine  the  limit 
of  Privilege  ;  but  the  House  of  Common 
restored  them  to  their  original  proper 
tions.  He  wished  to  draw  the  attentioi 
of  the  House  to  a  leading  case  with  re 
gard  to  the  Privileges  of  Parliament— 
that  of  Wilkes,  for  in  that  case  the  Lon 
Chief  Justice  (Paget)  laid  down  that  ii 
all  cases '  except  for  treason-felony  anc 
actual  breach  of  the  peace  a  Membei 
was  free  from  arrest.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr 
Gorst)  had  advanced  the  same  view  d 
the  law,  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O^Oonnor] 
strongly  invited  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  point.  At  present 
the  question  involved  the  liberty  of  an 
Irish  Member  only;  but  to-morrow  j| 
might  be  that  of  an  English  Member! 
and,  therefore,  the  matter  was  one  dl 
g^eat  importance  to  the  whole  Houset 
A  more  dangerous  doctrine  could  nol 
be  laid  before  the  Irish  people  than  thai 
the  treatment  of  the  rights  and  Privfi. 
leges  of  Members  of  that  House  de* 

E ended  on  their  nationality.    It  seemedy 
0  wever,  that  that  would  probably  occar* 


M 


Aidreu  in  Amwer         (Fbbbuaby  15,  1883]         to  the  Qu$$n^9  Speech.    90 


It  was  also  now  laid  down  that  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  might  be  taken  up 
and  lodg^  in  custody  as  a  rogue  and 
a  yagabond.  There  could,  he  thought, 
be  no  doubt  that  the  Government  were 
curtailing  the  Privileges  of  Members  bj 
the  course  they  adopted ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  they  desired  to  limit  discus- 
sion of  political  questions  by  Members 
on  the  ground  that  such  discussion  might 
cause  discontent  among  certain  classes 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  But,  he  need 
hardly  say,  not  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
of  whatever  Party,  could  make  a  speech 
without  creating  discontent  among  some 
of  Her  Majesty wi  subjects,  and  he  urged 
that  the  House  should  not  be  led  away 
by  the  Qovernment  in  this  matter.  The 
House  should  take  that  course  which 
their  own  independent  judgment  recom- 
mended. It  ought  not  to  refuse  to  ex- 
tend its  Privileges  to  a  Member  with 
whom  the  Oovemment  had  dealt  so  arbi- 
trarily, and  in  a  manner  for  which  there 
waa  no  precedent. 

Ma.  MAEUM  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  this  case  was  one  of  sureties 
for  good  behaviour  brought  under  a 
Statute  of  Edward  III.,  and  that  it  was 
entirely  different  from  cases  in  which 
persons  are  bound  to  give  sureties  of 
the  peace  for  speoified  offences.  They 
were  essentially  distinct  proceedings,  and 
grounded  upon  different  jurisdictions. 
There  had  been  no  precedent  cited  where 
the  Privilege  of  Parliament  was  held  to 
be  barred  by  arrest  in  default  of  giving 
sureties  for  good  behaviour.  Not  only 
were  the  proceedings  different,  but  the 
principles  upon  which  they  rested  were 
totally  diverse — in  one  case  it  was  the 
vague,  undefined  discretion  of  the  Judge 
to  conclude  Parliament,  whilst  in  the 
other  a  sworn  statement  of  offence  and 
threat  should  be  exhibited  in  the  articles 
of  "  swearing  the  peace,"  as  it  was  vul- 
garly styled. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  353 ;  Noes 
47:  Majority  306.— (Div.  List,  No.  1.) 

Main  Question  put. 

Ordered,  That  the  Letter  of  the 
Ohief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  in  Ireland  do  lie  upon  the  Table. 

NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 

Fwr  County  of  Dublin,  v,  the  Bight 
honble.  Thomas  Edward  Taylor,  de- 
ceased. 


PRIYILEQES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges be  appointed. 

OUTLAWRIES   BILL. 

Bill  ''for  the  more  effectual  prevent- 
ing Clandestine  Outlawries,"  read  the 
first  time ;  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Mb.  speaker  reported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech,  made  by  Her  Chancellor, 
and  read  it  to  the  House. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  Sir,  in  rising  to  move 
that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Her  most  gracious 
Speech,  I  have  first  to  ask  the  House 
to  exercise  towards  me  that  .generous 
indulgence  which  has  uniformly  been 
most  Kindly  shown  towards  those  who, 
under  similar  circumstances,  have  risen, 
Sir,  to  address  you  nearly  for  the  first 
time.  I  also  beg  to  be  allowed  to  ex- 
press, on  the  part  of  the  constituency 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent, 
their  thorough  appreciation  of  the  dis- 
tinction conferred  upon  them.  And  in 
order  to  secure  to  myself,  as  far  as  I 
can,  the  indulgence  I  have  asked  for,  I 
will  do  my  best  to  avoid  needlessly 
raising  any  such  points  as  would  be 
likelv  to  arouse  any  great  differences  of 
opinion,  on  an  occasion  upon  which  the 
desire  of  all  is  that  an  unanimous  ex- 
pression should  be  given  to  the  respect- 
ful gratitude  to  Her  Majesty,  which 
there  is  no  one  in  this  House  who  would 
be  willing  to  disavow. 

But  before  entering  upon  any  of  the 
various  and  important  topics  brought 
before  us  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  there  are  two  different  feeling 
which  I  am  convinced  are  prevalent  m 
this  House,  to  which  I  think.  Sir,  I  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  be  trespassing  on  the 
forbearance  of  the  House,  if  I  venture 
to  endeavour  to  give  expression.  The 
first  is  that  of  regret  that  we  do  not  see 
in  his  accustomed  place  one  who,  after 
half-a -century  of  strenuous  activity  in 
the  service  of  his  Queen  and  country, 
has  gained  an  ascendancy  in  this  House, 
and  a  hold  on  the  affections  of  the  people, 
which  I  shall  hardly  be  criticized  if  I 
say  it  has  not  been  equalled  by  any  of 
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his  Predecessors.  And  we  have  the 
more  cause  to  regret  his  absence  now 
that  those  Bules  of  Procedure,  in  the 
elaboration  of  which  he  took  so  earnest 
a  part,  are,  for  the  first  time,  to  come 
generally  into  operation.  The  other 
feeling  is  a  pleasanter  one  to  express ; 
it  is  that  of  congratulation  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  on  his 
return  to  his  post.  His  absence  during 
the  closing  days  of  last  Session  was  re- 
gretted on  this  side  of  the  House  as 
much  as  on  the  other,  and  he  is  now 
welcomed  by  all  sections  of  the  House 
with  the  hope  that  the  labours  of  this 
Session,  which  are  likely  to  be  as 
arduous  as  that  of  the  last,  though  not, 
we  may  hope,  so  protracted,  and  yet  not 
less  important  in  their  legislative  results, 
may  not  injuriously  affect  him. 

Sir,  the  leading  paragraphs  of  Her 
Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech  have 
reference  to  the  occurrences  in  Egypt  of 
last  autumn,  on  the  successful  termina- 
tion of  which,  so  far  as  their  immediate 
object  was  concerned,  this  House  has 
already  been  congratulated.  That  ob- 
ject was  the  suppression  of  a  revolt 
caused  by  military  ambition,  faction, 
and  fanaticism.  There  are  those  who 
have  estimated  that  movement  as  a  pa- 
triotic effort,  led  by  a  national  deliverer. 
But,  although  a  natural  jealousy  of 
prosperous  Europeans  on  the  part  of 
Natives  may  have  contributed  to  the 
popularity  of  Arabi,  there  is  no  act  of 
his  which  can  be  brought  forward  as 
conducive  to  the  welfare  of  his  country. 
There  are  those  who  believe,  or  who  at 
any  rate  say,  that  prompter  action  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  might 
have  prevented  disaster.  To  them  it 
may  be  pleaded  in  reply  that,  at  any 
rate,  the  results  of  th§  more  deliberate 
course  adopted  have  been  to  avoid  giving 
offence  to  other  European  Powers,  and 
to  secure  their  appreciation  of  the  recti- 
tude and  single-minded  character  of  the 
purposes  entertained  by  this  country. 
Whatever  may  now  be  said  of  the  past, 
it  will,  at  any  rate;  be  admitted  by  all 
that  after  the  complete  destruction  of 
the  Egyptian  military  organization,  and 
the  result  on  that  country  generally, 
England  could  not  then,  with  any  self- 
respect,  leave  the  Egyptians  to  find  their 
•own  way  out  of  their  confusion.  She 
was  bound  to  provide  for  the  re- organiza- 
tion of  a  small,  but  adequate  and  effi- 
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cient  defensive  force.  She  was  bound 
to  endeavour  to  secure  the  stability  of 
the  Throne  of  the  recognized  Euler  of 
the  country,  in  whose  support  she  had, 
in  conformity  with  her  engagements, 
originally  interfered ;  and  in  accordance 
with  her  own  traditions,  not  to  say  in  the 
furtherance  of  her  own  interests,  she 
was  bound  to  endeavour  to  create  and  to 
foster  the  growth  of  institutions  of  a 
popular  kind,  designed  to  secure  repre- 
sentation of  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
Eeople,  and  to  show  like  the  Pyramids, 
y  their  permanence  and  stability,  the 
industry  and  ingenuity,  as  well  as  the 

Eatient  power  of  that  race.  It  must  also 
e  a  source  of  satisfaction  to  the  House 
to  learn  that  Her  Majesty's  troops  will 
not  be  detained  in  Egypt  for  any  length- 
ened period,  but  will  be  withdrawn  as 
soon  as  possible,  consistently  with  the 
objects  which  Her  Majesty's  Gbvern- 
ment  are  bound  to  provide  for.  It  will 
also  be  felt  that  the  provision  of  effectual 
safeguards  for  the  security  of  the  Suez 
Canal  will  entitle  Her  Majesty  to  the 
gratitude  of  all  those  countries  to  which 
that  waterway  is  of  the  greatest  Talue ; 
and  that  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
that  security  with  the  least  possible  risk 
to  the  peace  of  Europe,  a  settlement 
likely  to  give  peace,  prosperity,  and  con- 
tentment to  the  people  of  Egypt,  is  aa 
indispensable  requisite. 

I  tnink,  Sir,  that  this  country  may  be 
congratulated  on  the  fact  that  of  all  that 
Greater  Britain  —  the  rapidity  of  the 
growth  of  which  I  think  there  are  but 
few  who  completely  realize — there  is 
but  one  spot  on  which  events  hare 
lately  happened  which  call  for  remark 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech.  I  allude  to 
the  restoration  of  Getewayo.  That  emi- 
nent but  despotic  Huler,  whose  name 
will  be  inscribed  on  the  history  of  this 
country,  has  returned  to  be  restored  to 
his  Throne  among  his  people,  with  a 
slight  diminution,  it  is  true,  of  his  ter- 
ritory ;  but  only  such  as  is  necessary  to 
secure,  as  far  as  it  lay  in  the  power  of 
England  to  secure,  without  annexation, 
peace  in  his  dominions.  It  will  be  re- 
membered that,  by  the  arrangement  made 
by  the  present  Lord  Wolseley,  1 3  co-or- 
dinate Chiefs  were  appointed  to  rule  with- 
out-a  supreme  head  over  Zulu  territory; 
and  it  is  hoped,  and  there  is  indeed 
good  reason  to  believe,  that  the  modifi- 
cations of  the  previous  arrangement,  the 
conditions  imposed  on  Getewayo,   and 
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the  present  re-settlement  will  prore  in 
the  end  thoroughly  satisfactory,  not  only 
to  the  Zulus,  hut  to  their  neighbours  in 
Natal  and  in  the  Transvaal. 

But,  Sir,  if  the  rate  of  the  develop- 
ment, and  if  the  surrounding  circum- 
stances of  the  more  distant  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  from  time  to  time  give 
us  cause  for  anxiety  or  congratulation, 
there  is  a  part  of  her  Dominions  which 
we  call  our  Sister  Island,  of  which  re- 
cently it  has  been  more  rarely  true  that 
she  has  not  occupied  our  thoughts,  not 
to  say  filled  us  with  deep  sorrow,  sym- 
pathy and  anxiety.  Sir,  the  afiEairs  of 
Ireland  have  occupied  the  time  of  this 
House  too  long  of  late  to  make  it 
necessary  for  me  to  say  much  on  that 
subject ;  but  I  am  happy  to  have  some 
matters  of  congratulation  to  bring  before 
the  notice  of  the  House.  There  is  no 
need  to  remind  the  House  of  the  tales  of 
woe,  of  the  cowardly  assassinations,  not 
only  of  men  eminent  and  beloved,  hold- 
ing high  position,  but  of  innocent  men  who 
were  the  bread-winners  of  poor  families, 
and  even  of  women  and  children.  Nor 
can  we  leave  unnoticed  the  efforts  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  by 
this  House  to  prove  to  Ireland  that  the 
English  people  wish  to  do  justice  to  the 
Irisn  people,  wish  to  convince  them  that 
as  England  is  their  nearest,  strongest, 
and  most  natural  protector,  so  she  will 
be,  if  only  she  may,  her  best  and  truest 
friend,  and  that  we  wish  to  help  Ireland 
to  make  efforts  in  her  own  behalf.  Nor 
have  we  forgotten  the  strenuous  and  per- 
sistent efforts  made  to  prevent  the  Irish 
people  from  perceiving  that  this  is  the 
truth,  and  that  their  truest  wisdom  is  to 
act  upon  it.  Sir,  I  do  not  dare  to  ask 
the  House  to  say  now  whether  it  is  on 
account  of,  or  notwithstanding  the  efforts 
made  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern  mentor  by 
Parliament,  or,  more  than  all,  the  splen- 
did vigour,  decision,  judgment,  firmness, 
tact,  and  courtesy  of  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  I 
am  able  to  make  the  request  I  do  make ; 
but  I  do  dare  to  ask  every  section  of  the 
House  to  join  with  me  in  congratulating 
Her  Majesty  that  in  that  part  of  her 
Dominions  the  honest  man  can  now  pay 
his  just  debts  without  fear — witnesses  of 
crime  dare  now  to  speak  the  truth — the 
otfwardly  murderer  is  no  longer  now  re- 
garded as  ahero  or  a  patriot,  and  the  recent 
general  sympathy  with  crime  has  notably 
diminished,  and  has  given  way  to  a  desire 


for  law  and  order.  ]f  or  these  things,  at 
least,  Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  and  Irish- 
men alike  may  be  g^tef  ul.  If  there  be 
one  inference  more  than  any  other  which 
it  would  gratify  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try to  be  able  to  draw  from  the  apparent 
improvement  in  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland  it  would  be  this — that  the  time 
was  drawing  near  when  we  might,  with 
due  regard  to  the  safety  of  life— to 
say  nothing  of  property — in  Ireland, 
with  the  same  regard  for  full  personal 
liberty,  the  same  desire  to  develop 
local  energy  and  local  independence 
which  has  been  the  mainspring  of  our 
English  legislation,  intrust  to  Irish- 
men the  same  measures  of  local  self- 
government  in  local  matters  as  we  hope 
soon  may  be  extended  to  rural  districts 
in  England.  But,  alas!  it  sometimes 
seems  as  though  Irish  loyalty  and 
English  liberty  were  moving  on  those 
lines  we  hear  of  in  higher  mathematics, 
which  are  ever  approaching  each  other, 
but  which  never  meet. 

I  come  now.  Sir,  to  the  paragraphs  of 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  which  present  to 
us  the  Bills  which  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  lay  before  the  House,  and  I  feel 
confident  the  House  will  forgive  me  if, 
in  order  to  avoid  loss  of  time  and  waste 
of  words,  I  confine  myself  to  those 
measures  which  either  are  chiefly  of 
interest  to  rural  constituencies,  or  are 
of  such  general  interest  as  to  call  for 
remark  from  myself,  as  well  as  from 
the  hon.  Member  who  will  follow  me. 
In  the  first  g^up  of  Bills  it  will  be  ob- 
served that  there  is  one  which  is,  I  fear, 
of  very  wide  interest — that  one,  namely, 
which  will  deal  with  the  Law  of  Bank- 
riiptey.  No  words  are  needed  from  me, 
Sir,  to  convince  Members  of  each  Party 
in  this  House  that  the  present  unsatis- 
factory state  of  the  law  on  this  subject 
should  divest  this  Bill  of  any  Party 
character,  and  render  it  easy,  without 
serious  delay,  to  pass  a  measure  to  pro- 
vide for  public  inquiry  into  all  failures, 
publicity  in  the  manner  of  disposing  of 
the  bankrupt's  estates,  the  employment 
of  responsible  persons  as  public  officers 
for  those  purposes,  and  the  protection  of 
those  whose  failure  is  due  not  to  culpa- 
ble recklessness,  but  to  inevitable  mis- 
fortune. In  the  same  g^up  there  is 
another  Bill  mentioned,  which  will,  I 
believe,  have,  when  it  becomes  law,  a*- 
very  wide  scope,  which  will,  I  may 
almost  say,  affect  every  Member  of  this 
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House,  and  every  constitueBcy.  Not 
that  I  would  be  taken  to  imply  that  all 
or  any  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices; 
but  all  Menibers  are  more  or  less  at  the 
mercy  of  their  more  ardent  and  reckless 
supporters  in  this  respect,  and  I  can 
only  hope  that  the  universal  feeling  of 
condemnation  and  disgust  for  the   dis- 

fraceful  disclosures  which  have  recently 
een  made  may  steel  the  hearts  and 
brace  the  nerves  of  the  most  tender- 
hearted Members  of  the  House,  so  that, 
without  Party  acrimony,  this  much- 
needed  measure  may  speedily  become 
law. 

With  regard  to  the  subjects  which 
are  next  alluded  to  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech — those  affecting  local  govern- 
ment— I  have  already  expressed  a  hope 
that  when  England  and  Scotland  come 
to  be  dealt  with  in  this  matter,  it  may 
be  possible  also  to  deal  with  Ireland  on 
similar  principles  and  without  delay. 
It  will  be  observed  that  this  year  the 
proposal  to  deal  with  Metropolitan  local 
government  precedes  those  which  will 
touch  other  districts ;  and  if  this  should 
cause  any  temporary  disappointment 
among  those  who  are  mainly  affected  by 
the  administration  of  rates,  and  who 
have  to  wait  one  year  more  for  repre- 
sentation, I  trust  that  when  it  is  remem- 
bered that  for  35  years  this  groat  subject 
has  been  from  time  to  time  before  the 
House,  and  at  xlo  long  intervals,  there 
may  be  some  satisfaction  in  the  reflec- 
tion that  now  tliat  its  solution  appears 
to  be  approaching,  the  discussion  of  the 
measures  as  affecting  the  Metropolis 
may  bring  to  the  surface  suggestions 
and  ideas  which  may  throw  additional 
light  on  the  best  method  of  solving  the 
vast  and  important  questions  involved, 
when  the  whole  of  the  unreformed  dis- 
tricts come  before  us;  I  will  only  ask 
those  who  may  be  inclined  to  think  with 
regret  that  the  ancient  glory  of  the  City 
of  London  will  have  departed  to  re- 
member that  it  is  not  until  the  real 
vigour  and  life  of  a  tree  have  begun  to 
abate  that  the  ivy  clinging  round  it  is 
regarded  as  adorning  it,  and  that  when 
this  is  the  case  the  best  way  of  saving 
the  tree  is  to  attack  the  ivy. 

I  may,  perhaps,  be  permitted  to  ex- 
press the  regret  which  will  be  felt  by 
some,  that  there  is  but  a  poor  prospect 
of  reaching  the  great  subject  of  County 
Government  this  Session ;   not  even  of 
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advancing  far  enough  to  touch  what  lies 
at  the  fringe  of  the  question — the  simpli- 
fication of  areas.  But,  considering  the 
enormous  complexity  of  the  subject,  coa- 
sideriog  its  indissoluble  connection  with 
the  assimilation  of  the  county  and  bo- 
rough franchise,  I  think  the  House  will 
agree  that  the  Government  do  wisely  in 
deferring  it  until  it  can  be  treated  as  a 
whole,  and  each  division  can  be  consi- 
dered in  the  relation  it  bears  to  the 
others  and  to  the  whole. 

Sir,  in  approaching  the  next  sub j  act , 
I  know  that  I  can  speak  with  certainty 
when  I  say  that  in  the  sight  of  a  very  im- 
portant class  of  Her  Majesty's  English 
subjects,  this  Bill  will,  in  itsimportance, 
outshine  all  others,  and  throw   every- 
thing else  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  into 
the  shade.     The  subject  of  agricultural 
compensation  has  been  before  Piirlia- 
ment  for  one  whole   generation;    but 
there  is  no  doubt  whatever  that    the 
long  and    rapid  and  unbroken  succes- 
sion of  bad  seasons  have  inflicted  on 
the  agricultural  community  very  severe 
losses,   and    to  this  only  too   efficient 
cause    we   may  attribute  the  fact  that 
the  points  at  which  the  shoe  pinches 
the    tenant    farmer    are    much    more 
keenly  painful    than    heretofore.     And 
undoubtedly,  also,  it  is  true  that   the 
insecurity  of   capital  invested    in   the 
cultivation  of  the  land  has  been  hitherto, 
even  in  spite  of  recent  legislation,  much 
greater  than  it  need  be.      Absolutely 
secure,  it  can  no  more  be  made  than 
any  capital  invested  in  any  other  pro- 
fitable way;   but,  at  least,  this  much 
may  be  achieved.    If  the  landlord  and 
tenant  fail  to  come  to  terms  more  suited 
to  their  special  circumstances  than  any 
general   legislation  can  lay  down   for 
them,   a  minimum  may  be  laid   down 
which  may  at  once  encourage  tenants 
to  invest  their  capital  in  the  highest 
cultivation  of   which  their  farms   will 
profitably  admit,  and  also  induce  the 
landlord    to    afford  them  further    en- 
couragement, by  investing  his  capital 
in    permanent     improvements,    or    ar- 
ranging  with  the    tenants    that    they 
shall  do  so,  by  giving  to  them  the  utmost 
freedom   of  cultivation  consistent  with 
the  good  of  the  soil,  and  the  interests 
of  the  succeeding  occupier.     There  are 
other  details  which  I  will  not  refer  to  ; 
but  I  will  merely  express  an  earnest 
hope  that  every  section  of  each  Party 
in  this  House  will  remember  that  there 
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are  small  as  well  as  large  owners  and 
occupiers  in  this  oountry,  and  that  le- 
gislation is  more  necessary  for  pro- 
tecting the  smaller  ones  than  for  the 
sake  of  the  larger;  further,  that  anj 
measure  that  presses  hardlj  on  the 
larger  class  will  press  ruinously  on  the 
smaller,  whether  the  interest  he  per- 
manent or  transitory. 

Another  very  important  Bill  which 
should  have  wide  effect  throughout  the 
Kingdom  is  that  of  Hivers  Conservancy 
and  Preyention  of  Floods.  The  interests 
which  will  be  affected  will  be  numerous 
and  important,  and  I  fear  that  the  much 
vexed  question  as  to  whether  and  in  what 
proportion  those  whose  uplands  benefit 
by  drainage  should  assist  those  whose 
lowlands  are  injured  by  floods  may  give 
rise  to  animated  discussions;  but,  this 
being  in  no  sense  a  Party  measure,  I 
trust  that  the  necessity  for  it,  which  must 
have  been  evident  to  hon.  Members  as 
they  assembled  from  their  distant  homes, 
will  enable  them  to  come  to  a  speedy 
and  beneficial  conclusion. 

Those  hon.  Members  in  this  House 
who  are  specially  interested  in  the  Prin- 
cipalis of  Wales  will,  I  believe,  see 
with  pleasure  a  propossi  to  complete,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  much  needed  provi- 
sion for  higher  education  which  has,  to 
some  extent,  been  promised  to  that  coun- 
try. The  circumstances  of  that  country, 
where  endowments  are  scarce,  and  where 
the  religious  requirements  of  the  people 
have  been  chiefly  supplied  by  themselves, 
have  rendered  it  necessary  to  devise  some 
means  by  which,  out  of  public  funds, 
some  provision  shall  be  made  to  enable 
the  poorer  classes  to  obtain  for  them- 
selves an  education  higher  than  elemen- 
tary. In  a  Committee  presided  over  by 
Lord  Aberdare  in  1881,  various  recom- 
mendations were  made  with  this  object, 
and  I  will  not  detain  the  House  further 
than  to  say  that  I  gather  that  the  Bill 
to  be  submitted  to  us  embodies,  to  some 
extent,  their  recommendations. 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  conclud- 
ing paragraph  of  Her  Majesty's  most 
gracious  Speech  contains  a  reference  to 
the  claims  of  general  legislation  as  com- 
pared with  the  claims  of  further  legisla- 
tion for  the  Sister  Island.  May  I  ven- 
ture to  appeal  to  the  generosity  of  those 
who  represent  the  smallest  of  the  Three 
Kingdoms,  but  who  have  had  generous 
measure  of  our  time  given  to  them  for 
some  years,  and  to  ask  them  not  to  think 
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this  House  inconsiderate  of  the  claims  of 
Ireland,  or  selfishly  confining  itself  to  its 
own  interests,  if  precedence,  at  least,  be 
given  to  subjects  affecting  the  whole  of 
Gbreat  Britain  ?  May  I  venture,  with  all 
humility,  to  suggest  to  them  that  if  Ire- 
land were  left  free  for  a  few  months  from 
agitation  there  might  at  length  be  no 
crime  to  prevent?  May  I  ask  them 
to  take  as  an  earnest  of  the  intentions  of 
this  people  the  very  large  and  far-reach- 
ing measures  already  passed  ?  If  they 
are  waiting  for  local  self-government,  so 
are  we;  and  not  only  for  local  self- 
government,  but  for  an  extension  of  the 
county  franchise,  and  for  many  other 
things  to  which  to-day  I  have  not  had 
occasion  to  refer. 

In  conclusion,  Sir,  I  venture  to  ask 
the  House  to  join  with  me  in  saying  that 
whatever  be  the  form  which  may  be 
ultimately  given  to  the  Address  when 
presented  to  Her  Majesty,  we  trust  that 
she  will  accept  it  as  that  which  it  will 
be  intended  to  be  —  the  expression, 
through  this  House,  to  a  beloved  Sove- 
reign of  the  heartfelt  gratitude  of  a 
faithful,  united,  and  devoted  people.  I 
have  the  honour.  Sir,  to  move — 

''That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  the 
Most  Gracious  Speech  which  Her  Majesty  has 
addressed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament : 

''Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Her  Majesty  has  the  satisfac- 
tion of  maintaining  with  all  Foreign  Powers  re- 
lations of  friendship  and  good-will : 

"  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us  that, 
since  the  close  of  the  last  Session,  tranquUlity 
has  been  restored  to  Egypt,  clemency  has  been 
shown  by  its  Ruler  to  the  leaders  of  the  Bebel- 
lion,  and  that  the  withdrawal  of  the  British 
Troops  is  proceeding  as  expeditiously  as  a  prudent 
consideration  of  the  circumstances  will  admit : 

"Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  reconstitution  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt  and  the  reorganisation  of 
its  affairs  under  the  authority  of  the  Khedive 
have  in  part  been  accomplished,  and  will  con- 
tinue to  receive  Her  Majesty's  earnest  atten- 
tion ;  and  that  it  will  be  Her  Majesty's  en- 
deavour to  secure  that  full  provision  shall  be 
made  for  the  exigencies  of  order,  for  a  just  re- 
presentation of  the  wants  and  wishes  of  the 
population,  and  for  the  observance  of  interna- 
tional obligations : 

"  To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  Her   Majesty  has   already  been  able  to 
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fulfil  tho  promise  made  to  the  Sultan  and  to  the 
Great  Powers  of  Europe  to  submit  to  their 
friendly  consideration  the  arrangements  which 
appeared  to  Her  Majesty  to  be  the  best  fitted 
to  insure  the  stability  of  the  Khedive's  Gh)Tem- 
ment,  the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  the 
Egyptian  people,  the  security  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  and  the  peace  of  Europe  in  the  East ; 
that  to  those  objects  Her  Majesty's  policy  has 
been  directed  in  the  past  and  will  be  addressed 
in  the  future ;  and  that  Her  Majesty  continues 
to  rely  with  confidence  on  its  just  appreciation 
by  other  Countries : 

"  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with 
satisfaction  that  a  Conference  of  the  Great 
Powers  has  assembled  in  London  to  consider 
measures  for  better  securing  the  freedom  of 
l^avigation  on  the  Danube : 

"Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  with  a.  view  to  the  preservation 
of  peace  and  order  in  Zululand,  Her  Majesty 
has  caused  the  former  Kuler  of  that  Country  to 
be  replaced  in  possession  of  the  g^^'eater  part  of 
the  Territories  held  by  him  before  the  War ;  and 
that  we  join  with  Her  Majesty  in  earnestly  hoping 
that  this  step  may  lead  to  the  establishment  of  a 
more  stable  Government,  and  to  the  maintenance 
of  good  Relations  between  the  Zulu  Nation  and 
the  adjoining  Colony  of  Natal : 

"To  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  Papers  on  these  subjects  will  be  presented 
to  us: 

*'  Humbly  to  thank  Her  Majesty  for  informing 
lis  that  the  Estimates  for  the  Services  of  the 
Coming  year  are  in  a  forward  state  of  prepara- 
tion, and  that  they  will  be  speedily  laid  before 
us: 

"  To  assure  Her  Majesty  that  we  rejoice  to 
learn  that  the  improvement  in  the  social  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  to  which  Her  Majesty 
referred  in  December,  continues  ;  that  agrarian 
crime  has  sensibly  diminished ;  and  that  the 
Law  has  been  everywhere  upheld,  although  the 
existence  of  dangerous  Secret  Societies  in 
Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  Country  calls  for 
unremitting  energy  and  vigilance  on  the  part, 
of  the  Executive : 

'^  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  Mea- 
sures which  may  be  submitted  to  us ;  and  that 
we  earnestly  trust  that  the  blessing  of  Almighty 
God  may  attend  our  labours." 

Mr.  BUCHANAN,  in  rising  to  second 
the  Motion,  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
join  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Aoland)in  his 
f  elidtations  on  the  return  to  this  Mouse; 


in  renewed  health  and  vigour,  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  whom  we  all  esteem  ;  and  I 
would  join  him,  too,  in  his  regrets  of 
the  ahsence,  the  conspicuous  absence, 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House,  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  would  look  upon  it  as  a 
recognition  by  Mr.  Gladstone  of  the 
necessity  of  his  sparing  himself  for  the 
sake  of  the  future  service  of  the  State, 
in  which  we  hope  he  has  many  years  yet 
before  him.  And  we  shall  welcome  mm 
back  all  the  more  cordially  because  we 
hare  been  made  conscious  of  the  blank 
that  his  absence  causes. 

I  heartily  endorse  the  words  of  satis* 
faction  already  used  at  the  restoration 
of  peace.     We  are  all  proud  of   the 
brilliant  success  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
by  sea  and  land  in  the  Egyptian  Cam- 
paign.   And  I  may  be  permitted,  as  a 
Scotch  Member,  to  allude  with  particular 
interest  to  the  distinguished  part  played 
by  the    Highland  Brigade.     But,  con* 
yinced  though  we  were  of  the  necessity 
of  warlike  operations,  we  are  glad  that 
they  are  over,  and  that  they  have  been 
got  quickly  over.     The  generous  but 
unfounded  dread  which  was  felt  in  some 
quarters,  lest,  when  repressing  military 
violence,  we  might  be  extinguishing  the 
germs  of  national  life,  will  best  be  shown 
to  have  been  imfounded  by  a  political 
reconstruction  of  that  country,  such  as 
is  indicated  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech, 
which  will  secure  to  its  inhabitants  a 
Government  that  will   be   strong  and 
stable,  that  will  protect  life  and  property, 
that  will  fearlessly  administer  justice, 
and  withal  will  be  a  national  and  inde- 
pendent Government,   affording   scope 
for  the  development  of  free  institutions 
emancipated  from  the  Suzerainty,  the 
Protectorate,  or  the  annexation  of  any 
Foreign  Power.    We  are  all  anxious 
that  the  efforts  we  have  made,  the  lives 
we  have  lost,  should  not  be  in  vain. 
But  I  feel  confident  that,  with  the  high- 
way to  India  secured,  not  for  ourselves 
only,  but  for  all  the  world,  and  with,  as 
its  best  security,  an  independent  and 
prosperous    Egypt,   we    shall    all  un- 
feignedly  rejoice  when  we  are  enabled 
to  withdraw  our  troops  from  the  Valley 
of  the  Nile,  and  so  escape  at  once  £nom 
all  temptation  to  annexation,  as  well  as 
from  the  danger  of  disagreement  with 
the    other    Powers  of    Europe.    That 
danger  cannot  but  be  an  ever-present 
probability,   so  long  as    our   military 
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occupation  continues.  We  rejoice  at 
the  harmony  that  has  been  maintained 
with  the  Great  Powers  all  through  these 
difficult  negotiations ;  we  cheerfully 
acknowledge  the  diplomatic  skill  of  our 
Ministers  and  Bepresentatives,  and  we 
feel  that  it  has  been  due  to  the  direct- 
ness and  the  straightforward  nature  of 
our  action  that  our  policy  has  been, 
and  will  continue  to  be,  appreciated  by 
the  European  Powers. 

The  conspicuous  diminution  of  agra- 
rian crime  in  Ireland  affords  gratifying 
evidence  of  the  beneficial  effects  of  the 
a^arian  legislation  of  last  Session. 
Crime— not  agrarian — has  also  dimi- 
nished with  the  better  enforcement  of 
the  law,  at  which  we  all  rejoice.  But 
we  are  still  face  to  face  with  a  fell  con- 
spiracy, which  aims  equally  at  all  who 
help  in  the  enforcement  of  law  and 
order;  at  the  highest  official  in  the 
capital,  and  at  the  lowliest  peasant  in 
his  squalid  cabin.  I  feel  sure  that  the 
Ilouse  will  cordially  testify  its  regard 
for  the  devotion  of  those  who,  in  what- 
ever sphere  of  life,  from  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  to  the  juryman  and  the  police- 
man, in  spite  of  the  ever-presont  terror 
of  the  assassin,  fearlessly  perform  their 
often  thankless  duty.  There  is  no  men- 
tion of  exceptional  legislation  for  Ireland 
of  any  magnitude  during  the  ensuing 
Session,  and  we  must  be  glad  of  it. 
At  tho  same  time,  she  will  enjoy  the 
benefits  of  such  measures  as  embrace 
the  whole  country  in  their  scope,  and 
she  will  herself  be  able  to  further,  by 
her  own  Representatives,  many  useful 
reforms. 

Turning  to  home  affairs,  we  must  all 
rejoice  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
affords  us  the  prospect  of  much  useful 
legislation  during  the  coming  Session. 
Speaking  as  the  Eepresentativo,  not 
only  of  a  large  urban  constituency,  but 
of  the  ancient  and  historic  capital  of  the 
Sister  Kingdom,  I  gladly  welcome  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  to  give  free 
municipal  institutions  to  united  London. 
London  now  is  little  more  than  a  geo- 
graphical expression.  The  London  of 
the  future  will  be  not  only  a  marvel  for 
its  vast  extent,  its  wealth,  and  its  popu- 
lation, but  united  under  Mayor  and 
Council,  freely  elected  by  its  million  in- 
habitants, it  will  be  the  most  signal 
monument  of  the  age  of  the  triumph,  of 


the  representative  principle.  London 
municipal  reform  has  been  a  question 
before  Parliament  for  half-a-century. 
Commissions  many  have  inquired  into 
it,  awl  Bills  many  have  been  introduced 
upon  the  subject.  There  is  a  general 
consensus  of  opinion  that  it  is  of  such 
vast  dimensions  that  Government  alone 
can  adequately  deal  with  it.  Govern- 
ment attempted  it  under  Sir  George 
Grey  25  years  ago,  and  again  under  Sir 
Comewall  Lewis.  Opinion  has  ripened, 
and  the  demand  has  strengthened  since 
then.  Without  pretending  to  forecast 
the  nature  of  the  Bill,  I  sincerely  trust 
that  it  will  be  one  that  will  really  be  for 
the  unity  of  London,  and  not  for  disin- 
tegration ;  that,  taking  advantage  of  the 
ancient  Corporation,  with  its  venerable 
dignity  and  its  great  traditions,  it  will 
expand  that  Corporation  to  be  con- 
terminous with  the  Metropolitan  area, 
and  the  Council  of  London  will  be 
directly  elected  by,  and  directly  repre- 
sentative of,  the  people  of  London.  A 
federation  of  municipalities,  a  carving 
out  of  new  areas  that  have  no.  unity 
except  on  the  map,  and  that  can  only  be 
galvanized  into  a  corporate  life,  would 
be  a  retrograde  step.  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men wish  to  realize  the  difficulty  that 
would  be  entailed  by  such  a  course,  they 
have  only  to  consult  my  hon.  Friends 
the  Members  for  Glasgow,  as  to  the 
consequences  of '  one  city  being  made 
up  of  half-a-dozen  municipalities.  Pri- 
marily, London  government  interests 
London,  and  it  may  be  described  as  in  a 
sense  a  local  Bill.  But  we  have  been 
legislating  for  the  past  two  years  for 
the  locality  of  Ireland,  with  its  5,000,000 
inhabitants.  London  with  its  4,000,000, 
Scotland  with  an  equal  amount,  also 
deserve  some  legislative  attention.  Local 
it  is,  however,  in  another  sense ;  but  we 
shall  hope  it  will  be  the  last  of  the  local 
London  Bills  that  occupy  the  public 
time  of  the  Imperial  Parliament ;  and 
as  a  measure  for  economizing  public 
time,  and  so  facilitating  Public  Business, 
the  \^hole  community  have  an  immediate 
interest  in  it.  The  other  cities  and 
boroughs  throughout  the  country  will 
fitly  celebrate  the  jubilee  of  the  Muni- 
cipal Corporations  Act,  from  which  they 
have  derived  such  unmixed  benefits,  by 
rejoicing  that  its  50th  anniversary  will 
have  seen  the  conferring  of  a  like  boon 
of  liberty  upon  our  feUow-countrymen 
the  citizens  of  the  capital. 
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As  regards  the  Corrupt  Practices  and 
Ballot  Bills  I  would  only  add  to  wliat 
has  been  said  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
expression  of  a  hope  that  the  ^hole 
system  of  Parliamentary  Election  pro- 
cedure will  be  dealt  with ;  and,  above 
all,  that  the  present  cumbersome  system 
of  registration  will  be  made  as  simple 
as  electoral  registration  is  for  purposes 
other  than  Parliamentary. 

I  would  cordially  join  with  him  in  his 
regrets  that  franchise  reform  does  not 
occupy  a  place  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech, 
but  would  fain  trust  that,  as  London 
municipal  reform  is  but  an  instalment 
of  the  general  re-organization  of  local 
government  throughout  the  country,  so 
these  proposals  for  a  thorough  overhaul- 
ing of  our  modes  of  election  are  but  a 
prelude  to  that  extension  of  the  franchise 
and  that  amendment  in  the  representa- 
tion which  this  Parliament  is  bound  in 
honour  to  carry  out. 

The  Bankruptcy  Bill,  the  codification 
of  the  Criminal  Law,  and  the  reform  of 
the  Patent  Laws  are  Bills  of  great  prac- 
tical value,  and  they  are  of  a  non-con- 
tentious character,  and  of  great  interest, 
especially  to  the  commercial  and  artizan 
classes.  These  subjects  have  been  often 
discussed  in  this  House,  and  the  lines 
upon  which  new  legislation  will  proceed 
are  sufficiently  well  known  to  excuse  my 
referring  in  detail  to  them.  They  will 
have  a  special  interest,  as  they  are  to  be 
referred  to  those  Grand  Committees,  the 
institution  of  which  was  one  of  the  most 
important  results  of  the  reform  of  Par- 
liamentary Procedure  on  which  we  were 
engaged  during  the  Autumn  Session. 

The  only  other  measures  which  I 
should  care  to  speak  upon  are  those 
which  afiPect  my  own  country  of  Scot- 
land ;  and  the  first  measure  noticed  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  is  forgiving  com- 
pensation for  improvements  efiPected  by 
agricultural  tenants.  That  measure,  I 
am  sure,  will  be  most  warmly  welcomed 
by  the  enterprizing  agricultural  tenants 
of  Scotland.  Security  is  to  be  given 
them — absolute  security,  I  hope — fdlr  the 
capital  they  invest  in  the  soil.  With 
this  security  granted,  and  with  the  un- 
fortunate ambiguity  removed  from  the 
Ground  Game  Act  of  1880, 1  feel  sure 
most  of  their  grievances  will  be  removed 
as  far  as  they  are  removable  by  legisla- 
tion. Though  this  boon  has  been  long 
deferred,  I  am  sure  it  will  be  none  the 
less  welcome,  and  it  will  be  none  the  less 
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welcome  as  coming  from  Her  Majesty' b 
Ministers,  who  have  shown  themselves 
to  be  in  reality,  and  not  merely  in  pro- 
fession,  farmers'  friends.     The  Police 
Bill  for  Scotland  will  be  a  valuable  re- 
form.     Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,   and 
other  Scottish  municipalities,  have  ever 
been  in  the  van  with  regard  to  police 
and  sanitar}'  organization,  and  I  hope 
advantage  will  be  taken  of  the  lessons 
which  have  been  derived  from  those  ex- 
perimental  local  Acts    to  make  them 
available  in  a  general  Statute  for  the 
whole  country.     I  hope  it  will  also  con- 
fer the  further  advantage  of  introducing 
greater  uniformity  into  the  police  and 
sanitary  organization  of  the  burghs  of 
Scotland.    The  other  Scottish  measure — 
the  issuing  of  an  Executive  University 
Commission  for  the  Scottish  Universities 
— is  a  measure  which  has  been  annually 
expected,  and  more  than  once  promised, 
ever  since  the  Inquiry  Commission  re- 
ported a  few  years  ago.  We  are  all  satis- 
fied, I  think,  that  many  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Inquiry  Commission 
would  tend  to  increase  the  usefulness  of 
our  Universities  in  Scotland ;  and  I  am 
sure  that,  with  a  good  and  carefully- 
chosen  Commission,  that  measure  would 
be  of  great  importance  to  Scotland.    I 
hope  it  may  be  taken  up  at  an  early  date, 
and  the  Commission  shortly  appointed ; 
and  I  would  venture,  if  I  might  do  so,  to 
express  the  hope  that  not  only  that,  but 
other  measures  relating  to  Scotland,  will 
be  taken  up  at  a  somewhat  earlier  date 
than  Scottish  Governmental   measures 
are  in  the  habit  of  being  taken  up,  and 
not  deferred  until  the  Saturdays  in  July, 
which  are  perilously  near   the   Ghreek 
Kalends.     There  is  another  matter  re- 
ferring to  Scotland  in  regard  to  which  I 
would  express  the  hope  that,  before  the 
Session  closes,  the  Government  may  be 
able  to  give  us  some  intimation  of  their 
intention  to  put  Scottish  Parliamentary 
Business  and  Scottish  Departmental  ad- 
ministration on  a  permanent  and  satis- 
factory footing,  with  a  responsible  Mi- 
nister at  its  head — a  reform  that  has 
been  demanded  with  considerable  una- 
nimity throughout  the  country. 

In  conclusion.  Sir,  I  wish  to  express 
my  deep  sense  of  the  honour  conferred 
upon  me  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  asking  me  to  discharge  to-day,  how- 
ever imperfectly,  this  honourable  dutj?. 
The  compliment,  I  am  well  aware,  is 
meant,  not  for  myself,  but  for  the  re- 
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nowned  oonstituency  which  I  represent 
—the  City  of  Edinburgh— and,  I  would 
fain  think,  for  the  electors,  too,  of  the 
county  of  Edinburgh,  and  for  the  Prime 
Minister's  most  faithful  followers,  the 
Liberals  of  Scotland.  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
second  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  &c."— [See  page  98.] 

Mb.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  with  re- 
ference to  the  measure  dealing  with  the 
Corporation  of  London,  that  though  the 
Oovemment  would,  no  doubt,  succeed  in 
forcing  it  through  the  House,  yet  they 
would  do  so  in  opposition,  as  he  believed, 
to  the  feelings  of  the  vast  mass  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis.     He  be- 
lieved the  agitation  was  promoted  by  a 
single  hon.  Member  and  two  or  three 
outside  people  connected  with  him.     He 
(Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  wished,  however,  to 
refer  more  particularly  to  the  paragraph 
in  Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech  which 
had  reference  to  South  Africa.    He  had 
been  in  favour  of  the  policy  of  restoring 
Cetewayo  to  his  Kingdom,  believing  that 
it  was  in  accord  wim  the  feelings  of  the 
Zulu  people,  and  that  the  settlement 
brought  about  by  Lord  Wolseley  was  a 
mistake;   but  the  policy  of  restoration 
which  he  had  favoured  had  not  been 
carried  out  to  its  full  extent,  the  King 
getting  back  only  a  portion,  and  that 
the  poorest  portion,  of  his  dominions. 
He  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  would  be  glad  of 
any  information  which  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretaxy  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
could  give  as  to  the  aifairs  of  Zululand, 
though  he  apprehended  the  time  had 
not  yet  arrived  when  the  subject  would 
be  ripe  for  discussion.    At  any  rate,  the 
House  was  not    in  possession  of  full 
enough  information  on  the  subject.     He 
regretted  that  nothing  was  said  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  about    the    Transvaal 
State,  which,  he  believed,  was  violating 
the  Treaty  entered  into  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  regard  to  its  deal- 
ings with  the  Border  Chiefs.  As  regarded 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Transvaal,  he 
hoped  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  would  afford  the  House 
acme  explanation.    Reports  had  reached 
tiiis  country  of  horrible  cruelties  prac- 
tised by  the  Boers  upon  those  Natives 
who  had  assisted  the  British  in  the  late 
War.    He  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
Imperial  Government  were  the  authors 
of  the  Convention  of  Pretoria;  and  that 


the  policy  of  the  Government  in  treating 
with*  the  Boers  imposed  on  this  country 
the  heavy  responsibility  of  enforcing  the 
rights  and  safety  of  the  Natives.  It  was 
a  disgrace  that  those  who  had  stood  by 
us  in  our  trouble  should  be  subjected  to 
the  atrocities  to  which  he  had  referred. 
The  Government  should  use  their  utmost 
endeavours  to  put  a  stop  to  these  atro- 
cities, and  to  persuade  the  Boers  to 
govern  the  country  properly.  Govern- 
ment had  trusted  these  people  implicitly, 
and  he  would  urge  upon  Ministers  the 
propriety  and  necessity  of  protecting  the 
Natives  who  were  placed  at  their  mercy. 
He  had  always  maintained  that  no  de- 
pendence could  be  placed  upon  either 
the  good  faith,  justice,  or  humanity  of 
the  Boers. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he  de- 
precated  the  House's  entering  at  this 
moment  into  a  discussion  of  the  two 
topics  introduced  by  the  last  speaker. 
With  regard  to  the  settlement  of  Zulu- 
land,  it  was  entirely  impossible  for  the 
House  intelligently  to  discuss  that  ques- 
tion until  they  were  in  possession  of  the 
Papers  which  he  had  laid  on  the  Table 
that  evening,  and  which  contained  every- 
thing that  was  necessary  for  the  proper 
understandiDg  of  the  subject.  A  discus- 
sion on  imperfect  information  might  have 
a  very  bad  effect  in  Zululand.  He 
wished,  however,  to  say  that  John  Dunn 
had  not  been  left  in  uie  position  of  an 
appointed  Chief.  Like  the  other  12 
persons,  he  was  removed  from  that  posi- 
tion ;  he  was  simply  an  inhabitant  of 
the  Native  reserve ;  he  was  not  left  in 
the  possession  of  any  official  position  or 
of  any  of  the  official  properly  that  was 
conferred  on  him  as  an  appointed  Chief. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  said,  he  was 
certainly  left  in  possession  of  considerable 
property. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  no 
doubt  that  was  so ;  he  had  a  great  deal 
of  private  property,  but  he  was  not  in 
the  position  of  an  independent  Chief. 
He  might  also  say  that  the  settlement 
of  Zululand,  including  the  reservation 
of  the  territory,  was  deliberately  come 
to  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  audit 
was  communicated  to  Cetewayo  before 
he  left  this  country,  that  certain  territory 
would  be  reserved,  and  he  acquiesced  in 
that  reservation.  He  would  also  warn 
hon.  Gentlemen  not  to  be  taken  in  by 
the  telegrams  they  saw  constantly  coming 
from  that  part  of  the  world,  but  to  wait 
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until  they  liad  the  Papers  before  them, 
which  would  enable  them  to  judge  of 
the  action  of  the  Government.  With 
regard  to  the  Transvaal,  it  was  even 
more  important  that  they  should  not 
have  a  partial  discussion  on  that  subject. 
Th^  right  hon.  Member  for  East  Glou- 
cestershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  before  the  House  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  Convention  entered  into  with 
the  Boers  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  question  was  one  that  might  well 
be  discussed,  but  it  would  be  a  great 
evil  to  have  a  half  discussion  upon  it  be- 
fore the  House  was  in  possession  of  the 
Papers.  He  regretted,  however,  that  it 
was  not  in  his  power  to  contradict  the 
general  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  as  to  the  violation  by  the  Boers 
of  parts  of  the  Convention.  As  to  the 
atrocities  alleged,  he  could  not  even  say 
that  the  hon.  Member's  statements  were 
exaggerated.  The  general  effect  pro- 
duced on  anybody's  mind  by  the  infor- 
mation received  in  this  country  was  that 
atrooities  which  were  a  scandal  to  huma- 
nity were  going  on ;  but  in  the  absence 
of  the  necessary  Papers  he  hoped  there 
might  be  no  discussion  on  a  subject  of 
BO  much  importance. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
Sir,  there  is  always  something  interest- 
ing, and  occasionally  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  profit,  in  the  discussions  wnich 
take  place  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session  and  on  the  reading  of  the 
Queen's  Speech  and  the  Address  which 
is  moved  in  answer  to  it.  We  always 
have  the  advaiitage  of  a  kind  of  over- 
ture to  the  Business  of  the  Session  in 
such  terms  as  the  Government  may 
think  it  wise  and  prudent  to  communi- 
cate their  intentions  to  us ;  and  we  are 
almost  always  sure  of  having  the  Address 
moved  by  Gentlemen  who  interest  the 
House,  and  who  frequently  gi^e  us 
great  promise  of  the  part  they  may 
hereafter  take  in  our  proceedings.  I 
am  quite  sure  I  take  with  me  the  sense 
of  the  House  when  I  say  we  have 
every  reason  to  speak  highly  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Address  discharged  their  func- 
tions. Nothing  could,  I  venture  to  say, 
have  been  in  better  taste  or  could  have 
been  more  able  than  the  manner  in 
which  the  Address  was  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Cornwall  (Mr. 
Adand),   and    seconded    by    the    hon. 

Mt'  Svtilyn  Ashlci/ 


Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan) ; 
and  I  should  certaiuly  be  wanting  in  the 
expression  of  my  own  feelings  if  I  did 
not  take  this  opportunity  of  returning 
to  them  and  to  other  Members  of  this 
House  my  thanks  for  their  kind  words 
of  courtesy  towards  myself.  And  I  wish 
also  to  take  this  opportunity  of  echoing 
the  words  of  extreme  regret  at  the  en- 
forced absence  of  the  Prime  Minister  on 
this  occasion.  All  of  us  who  know  the 
enormous  amount  of  labour  cast  upon 
him  during  the  last  two  years,  and  espe- 
cially in  the  Autumn  Session,  must  feel 
that  there  is  nothing  to  be  surprised  at 
that  he  should  bo  obliged  to  take  a  holi- 
day. We  all  hope  that  he  may  be  able 
to  return  before  long,  re -invigorated  and 
able  to  resume  the  place  which  he  so 
signally  fills  in  the  councils  of  this  House. 
I  said  there  was  always  something  inte- 
resting in  the  discussion  of  the  Queen's 
Speech,  because  you  first  have  what  the 
Ministry  choose  to  give  as  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Session  and  also  the 
views  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Address,  who  are  not  entirely  in  the 
secrets  of  the  Government,  and  who 
generally  approach  the  question  from  a 
peculiar  point  of  view.  There  is  a  cer- 
tain freshness  and  simplicity  about  the 
speeches  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
which  must  have  struck  the  House. 
They  appear  to  think  that  all  the  evils 
of  the  time  are  to  be  met  by  legislation, 
and  that  all  the  legislation  that  is  neces- 
sary to  meet  them  is  sure  to  be  con- 
tained in  embryo  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne.  And  although  the  Speech 
may  to  others  be  deficient  in  some  re- 
spects, and  vague  where  we  should 
much  like  to  have  precision,  to  them  it 
appears  differently,  and  they  are  able  to 
give  us  a  reading  of  it  which  is  truly 
delightful.  But  what  is  practical  comes 
afterwards,  when  we  have  to  ask  the  re- 
sponsible Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  give 
their  reading  of  the  points  to  which  they 
have  thought  it  right  to  call  attention, 
and  I  am  sure  we  shall  listen  with  great 
interest  and  profit  to  the  noble  Lord, 
who,  I  hope,  will  soon  give  us  a  full 
and  clear  explanation  on  those  matters 
on  which  our  curiosity  is  raised  by  the 
Speech,  and  some  of  which  have  not 
been  alluded  to  by  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Address.  There  are 
several  things  in  the  Speech  which  call 
for  notice;  and  there  are  also  some 
other  matters  not  in  the  Speech  as  to 
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which  we  should  like  to  know  what  the 
Ooyemment  have  to  say.  And  I  must 
say  there  is  one  remark  which  almost 
forces  itself  on  anybody  on  the  present 
occasion,  and  that  is  the  yery  peculiar 
way  in  which  the  House  was  brought 
together  this  evening,  with  great  pre- 
parationsy  constabulary  lining  the  ap- 
proaches, great  crowds  in  the  streets, 
great  excitement,  great  agitation,  many 
Members  coming  up  who  would  hardly 
have  thought  it  necessary  otherwise  to 
do  so,  from  the  belief  that  a  great 
struggle  was  intended.  Then,  at  the 
last  moment,  an  apparently  pre-arranged 
Question  passed  between  the  Bench 
below  the  Gangway  and  the  Front 
Bench  opposite;  and,  lo  and  behold, 
everything  goes  off  in  the  smoothest 
possible  way.  I  want  to  know  what 
all  this  means — whether  there  was  really 
an  intention  that  the  House  should  be 
left  in  the  dark  as  to  what  was  to  be 
done,  and  whether  there  was  to  be  a 
Question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  and 
answered  by  the  noble  Marquess,  which 
was  to  smooth  all  the  anticipated 
struggle?  I  must  say  I  do  not  think 
that  such  methods  of  proceeding  conduce 
to  the  dignity  of  this  House.  I  cannot 
but  think  that  this  great  question — for 
it  is  a  great  question — of  the  Oath  or 
Affirmation  which  Members  are  to  take 
— I  cannot  but  think  that  it  is  neither 
consistent  with  the  dignity  of  this 
House,  nor  with  the  feelings  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
that  such  a  question  should  be  treated 
in  so  loose  and  uncertain  a  manner. 
We  have  had  enough  in  the  last  three 
or  four  years,  since  this  Parliament  met 
— we  have  had  scene  after  scene — none 
of  which  reflected  any  great  credit  on 
those  to  whom  the  conduct  and  manage- 
ment of  this  House  was  intrusted,  and 
who  ought  to  be  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  affairs.  And  now  they  have 
culminated  this  evening  in  a  transaction 
which,  to  my  mind,  does  not  enhance, 
in  any  degree,  our  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  If  such  a  mea- 
sure as  this,  which  is  to  change  the 
principle  on  which  Gentlemen  are  to  be 
admitted  to  this  House,  was  really  con- 
templated by  the  Government,  they 
ought  to  have  let  us  know  beforehand ; 
for  it  was  a  matter  which  might  have 
been  very  well  embodied  either  in  the 
Qracioas  Speech  from  the  Throne,  or 


announced    in    some  other  way  short 
of  that  adopted  by  the  actual  rising 
of  the    hon.   Member  for  Northamp- 
ton after  the  letter  addressed  to  you, 
Sir,   by  his  hon.  Colleague  was  read. 
I  will  pass  from  that  subject  by  saying 
that  when  the  Bill  comes  forward  it  wiu 
demand  the  most  careful  consideration ; 
but  its  principles  are  such  as  I  and 
many  sittiog  on  this  side  shall  feel  it 
our  duty  strongly  and  strictly  to  criticize 
and  probably  oppose.  And  now,  coming 
to  the  Speech  itself,  I  will  first  allude  to 
the  usual  sentences  with  regard  to  our 
relations  with  all  Foreign  Powers,   in 
which  there  is  a  special  reference  to  the 
condition  and  circumstances  of  Egypt. 
Beally  with  regard  to  these  paragraphs 
I  think  the  House  ought  now  to  ask  for 
some  distinct  statement  and  full  expla- 
nation on  the  part  of  the  Government 
as  to  what  their  policy  with  regard  to 
Egypt  is.    We  were  stopped,  and  neces- 
siurily  stopped,  no  doubt,  in  taking  this 
course  last  Session  by  first  of  all  being 
told  that  it  was  better  not  to  interpose 
in  a  matter  in  which  the  English  and 
French  Governments  were   in  perfect 
accord.      We  were  lulled  with  the  hope 
that  the  relations  between  those  Go* 
vemments  in  regard  to  that  matter  were 
of  the  most  satisfactory  character.   And 
it  seems  that  it  even  swayed  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet  itself — for  instance, 
the  great  and  intelligent  mind  of  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster.     He   believed,   no  doubt,  that 
everything    was    going    smoothly   and 
peaiM^fully.  and  that  tliere  would  be  no 
warlike  proceedings,  until  we  were  sud^ 
denly  aroused  by  the  tiring  of  cannon 
and  other  warlike  actions.     Under  those 
circumstances  we  felt  it  difficult  to  criti- 
cize or  interpose,  because  we  did  not 
wish  to  weaken  or  embarrass  any  action 
which  the  Government  might  be  taking. 
But  now  really  we  have  come  to  a  time 
when  a  settlement  is  in  progress,  in  re- 
gard to  which  foreign  nations  have  ap- 
parently been  communicated  with  and 
received  a  great  deal  of  information. 
That  being  so,  I  think  we  have  a  right 
to  claim,  nay,  we  are  bound  to  claim,  on 
behalf  of  the  British  Parliament,  as  fiill 
an  explanation   and  understanding  as 
have  been  vouchsafed  to  foreign  nations. 
In  the  gracious  Speech  delivered  from 
the  Throne  there  are  also  other  expres- 
sions on  which  we  should  like  some  fur- 
ther information;   for  instance,  in  the 
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third  paragraph  where  Her  Majesty 
Bays  that  at  the  cIobo  of  last  Session — 

.  **  She  had  to  exprew  her  gratitude  to  her 
forces  for  Buppressing  "with  rapidity  and  com- 
pleteness a  formidahle  rebellion  in  Egypt." 

We  never  clearly  understood  what  those 
forces  were  employed  for.  But  we  now 
understand  that  it  was  to  suppress  this 
formidahle  rebellion.  We  should  like 
to  know  whether,  whenever  there  is  a 
formidable  rebellion  there,  Her  Ma- 
jesij  *s  Forces  are  to  be  used  to  suppress 
it  ?  According  to  the  newspapers  at  the 
present  moment  there  seems  to  be  some- 
thing like  one  now  in  Egypt,  and  it  may 
easily  assume  proportions  which  would 
endanger  and  shaKo  the  governing  body 
of  that  country  and  the  Throne  of  the 
Khedive.  I  do  not  know  whether  we 
should  regard  that  as  a  case  in  which 
our  land  and  sea  forces  ought  to  be  em- 
ployed. We  should  like  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
obligations  which  we  consider  we  have 
assumed  towards  the  people  and  Gt)vern- 
znent  of  Egjrpt.  We  have  to  consider 
the  matter  as  affecting  the  Government 
of  Egjrpty  our  relations  with  foreign 
Powers,  and  also  this  country,  for  if  we 
have  assumed  such  relations  as  involve 
us  in  dealing  with  her  rebellious  sub- 
jects whenever  they  become  formidable, 
1  am  bound  to  say  that  the  prospect  is 
one  not  likely  to  be  of  a  very  satisfac- 
tory character  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  I  should  therefore  like  to  know 
what  is  the  exact  anticipation  in  which 
these  paragraphs  are  written.  As  to 
that  one  in  which  the  House  is  informed 
that— 

"The  withdrawal  of  the  British  Troops  is 
proceeding  as  expeditiously  as  a  prudent  con- 
sideration of  the  circumstances  will  admit," 

we  were  told  that  as  soon  as  we  had 
shown  our  face  and  fired  a  few  cannon 
shots  the  military  adventurer  who  was 
causing  all  the  difficulty  and  trouble  in 
Egypt  would  collapse,  that  the  military 
revolt  would  be  at  an  end,  and  that  we 
should  have  nothing  then  to  do  but  to 
make  our  bow,  and  leave  the  country  as 
rapidly  as  possible  in  the  hands  of  a 
friendly  Sovereign,  who  would  then,  no 
doubt,  administer  the  affairs  in  a  proper 
spirit,  and  with  due  reference  to  inter- 
national relations.  But  when  we  hear 
such  words  as  these,  we  should  like 
to  know  what  kind  of  circumstances, 
what  amount  of  prudence,  is  involved 
in  those  expressions.     Do   they  hold 
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forth  the  prospect  of  withdrawing  the 
forces  in  six  months  or  in  half-a-century  ? 
— for  really  the  words  would  cover  one 
quite  as  well  as  the  other.  I  hope  when 
the  noble  Lord  addresses  us  that  he  will 
give  us  some  information  on  that  and 
also  with  regard  to  the  reconstruction 
and  reconstitution  of  the  Government  of 
Egypt  and  the  re- organization  of  its 
affairs  under  the  authority  of  the  Khe- 
dive. We  hope  that  the  affairs  of  Egypt 
may  take  such  a  course  as  may  be  both 
beneficial  to  the  people  of  that  country 
and  consistent  with  the  great  interests 
we  have  there.  We  know  quite  well 
that  the  interests  which  we  have  in  the 
peace,  prosperity,  and  independence  of 
Egypt  from  the  control  of  any  Foreign 
Power  are  of  great  importance,  and  that 
we  attach  great  value  to  them — and  wo 
are  glad  to  see  that  Her  Majesty's  GK>- 
vernment  attach  value  to  them — but  in 
all  these  matters  we  want  to  know  what 
the  view  of  the  Government  really  is, 
and  how  far  we  may  consider  ourselves 
to  be  committed,  and  we  do  not  desire 
to  be  put  off  with  vague  sentences  such 
as  we  had  in  the  course  of  last  year.  As 
to  the  paragraph  which  follows  those 
relating  to  Egypt,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler) 
made  some  observations  which  have 
been  noticed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies ;  but 
we  had  better  wait  until  the  discussion 
tal^es  place  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  proposes  to 
raise.  The  matter  is  one  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  affects  not  only  the 
conditions  of  the  particular  Colony  of 
Natal,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  it  affects 
largely  the  whole  of  our  Colonial  svstem. 
The  questions  which  are  raised  by  the 
proceedings  in  South  Africa  and  with 
reference  to  our  relations  with  the  Na- 
tives are  questions  which  must  be  solved 
upon  some  principle  which  will  affect 
very  largely  the  interests  of  a  great  class 
of  British  Colonists.  I  observed  with 
some  amusement  that  the  old  ground 
which  was  taken  by  many  of  the  sup- 

Eorters  of  the  Government,  and  I  think 
y  the  Government  themselves,  with 
regard  to  the  relations  of  King  Cetewayo 
with  his  former  dominions  has  been  in  a 
great  measure  abandoned,  and  that  their 
view  appears  to  be  changed.  What  we 
formerly  heard  was  that  it  was  an  act 
of  justice ;  that  he  had  been  unjustly 
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tamed  out  of  his  dominions,  and  that 
we  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  restore  him. 
But  now  it  appears  that  it  is  not  upon 
this  high  ground  of  justice  and  right 
that  he  is  restored,  but  upon  the  ground 
that  this  is  the  best  way  to  promote 
peace  and  order,  and  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  policy  and  expediency.  We  shall  be 
glaid  to  know  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Government  proceeded,  and  the  rela- 
tions which  they  hope  to  establish  be- 
tween the  Native  Powers  and  the  British 
Colonies  in  that  part  of  the  world.  We 
shall  be  also  extremely  glad  to  have 
some  information  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  Transvaal,  which  is  omitted  altoge- 
ther from  the  Speech.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Mover  of  the  Address  seemed  to 
think  that  one  might  take  it  for  granted 
that  everything  was  satisfactory  that  was 
not  mentioned.  I  hope  we  may  be  able 
to  do  so  ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  my  hon. 
Friend  is  a  little  sanguine.  There  is  also 
no  reference  to  India.  I  am  sure  that  every 
man  in  this  House  and  country  hopes 
that  the  condition  of  India  is  prosperous  ; 
but  it  would  have  been  satisfactory  had 
we  had  some  reference  to  the  great 
changes  which  we  are  told  are  in  pro- 
gress or  in  contemplation  in  that  coun- 
try. I  hope  the  noble  Lord,  when  he 
addresses  us,  will  refer  to  that  subject, 
for  it  is  one  which  will  largely  affect 
the  condition  of  that  great  Dependency. 
There  was  also  no  reference  to  revenue, 
trade,  or  agriculture.  I  hope  that  is 
so  because  the  condition  of  things  is 
satisfactory.  But,  at  the  same  time,  we 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Go- 
vernment think  that  that  is  the  case, 
because  some  of  us,  speaking  from  our 
limited  experience,  are  inclined  to  think 
that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  distress  at 
present,  and  that  trade  and  agriculture 
are  not  quite  in  a  satisfactory  condition. 
We  feel  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
something  at  least  might  have  been  said 
on  these  subjects.  There  is  a  great  deal 
which  many  of  the  industrial  classes  of 
this  country  are  now  going  through  on 
which  a  word  of  sympathy  might  pro- 
perly have  been  said,  and  with  regard  to 
which  I  am  not  at  all  sure  some  satis- 
factory promise  of  measures  might  not 
have  been  appreciated.  As  regards  the 
question  of  Lrish  distress,  I  do  not  intend 
to  enter  upon  it.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
Gentlemen  sitting  below  the  Gangway 
on  this  side  will,  before  the  debate 
doses,  have  something  to  say  on  that 


subject.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  very 
unwilling  to  urge  any  exaggerated  view 
or  adopt  any  exceptional  measure  with 
regard  to  questions  of  temporary  dis- 
tress ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  Go- 
vernment should  show  us  they  have  not 
overlooked  the  matter,  that  whatever  is 
necessary  is  being  done ;  and  they  should 
give  us  to  understand  on  what  ground  it 
is  they  do  not  think  it  requisite  to  make 
any  further  proposal.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  whatever  they  might  have  told  us 
would  have  been  received  both  with 
interest  and  attention.  Now,  I  think 
that  the  paragraph  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  put  into  the  mouth  of  Her 
Majesty  is  rather  beyond  what  the 
actual  facts  justify.  Her  Majesty  states 
that — 

'^  The  improvement  in  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland,  to  which  I  referred  in  December,  con- 
tinues. Agrarian  crime  has  sensibly  diminished, 
and  the  Law  has  been  everywhere  upheld.  At 
the  same  time,  the  existence  of  dangerous  Secret 
Societies  in  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  Coun- 
try calls  for  unremitting  energy  and  vigilance 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive.'* 

I  scarcely  think  that  such  a  state  of 
things  ought  to  be  described  as  an  im- 
provement. We  are  very  glad  that  a 
certain  class  of  agrarian  crime  and 
certain  particular  acts  of  violence  have 
diminished,  and  we  are  quite  ready  to  g^ve 
every  credit  for  this  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment for  their  firmness  and  energy.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  so  long  as  organized 
conspiracy  and  organized  assassination 
exist  in  a  large  part  of  the  country,  and 
in  the  very  Metropolis  of  the  country,  I 
cannot  but  think  we  should  rather  avoid 
any  expressions  of  congratulation.  But, 
while  we  thoroughly  appreciate  the  con- 
duct of  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment for  the  energy  with  which 
they  have  dealt  with  crime  of  late,  and 
while  we  rejoice  to  think  that  Parlia- 
ment has  given  them  the  means  of 
breaking  down  so  much  of  these  secret 
societies  as  to  enable  them  to  get  access 
to  information  which  discloses  the  per- 
sons principally  concerned  in  these  atro- 
cious crimes,  we  cannot  but  feel  that  the 
root  of  the  matter  has  not  been  reached, 
that  there  is  much  yet  behind  which 
we  are  anxious  should  be  thoroughly 
probed.  We  shall  not  be  satisfied  with 
merely  striking  at  active  perpetrators  in 
crime;  we  shall  not  be  satisfied  until 
the  Government  have  directed  their 
attention  to  the  organization  which 
supports  them  and  the  power  which  is 
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behind  them ;  and  I  trust  the  Q-ovem- 
ment  will  not  rest  until  they  have  got  to 
the  bottom  of  the  evil,  and  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  I  do  not  now  enter  into 
the  question  of  how  far  this  might  have 
been  avoided  or  remedied  by  more  ener- 

fetic  measures  some  time  ago,  although 
wish  it  to  be  understood  that  I  retain 
the  opinions  which  I  have  always  ex- 
pressed— that  there  was  a  great  want  of 
energy  and  foresight,  and  great  error  in 
principle  in  the  early  dealings  of  the 
Government.  I  now  merely  urge  them 
to  act  with  vigour  and  wisdom,  and  en- 
deavour to  seek  out  and  crush  the  for- 
midable conspiracy  with  which  they 
have  to  deal.  I  would  wish  to  point  out 
that  it  is  not  only  necessary  that  there 
should  be  a  firm  and  vigorous  adminis- 
tration of  justice ;  but  it  is  also  desirable 
that  the  Government  should  not,  at  the 
same  moment,  be  exciting  false  hopes  in 
the  Irish  people  of  something  more  to 
come.  There  is  one  paragraph  in  this 
Speech  which  I  have  read  with  the  very 
greatest  regret,  and  it  is  that  in  which 
reference  is  made  to  some  probable  deal- 
ing with  the  further  legislative  wants  of 
Ireland.  If  there  is  anything  else,  for 
Heaven's  sake  let  the  Government  tell 
us  what  it  is.  Do  not  let  them  be  using 
language  which  is  so  vague  and  mis- 
leading as  that  which  stands  in  this 
paragraph,  and  which  is  all  the  more 
misleading  because  of  the  comments 
that  are  made  outside,  either  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government,  or  supporters 
of  the  Government,  inducing  a  belief 
that  the  Government  has  some  further 
measures  of  a  subversive  or  revolution- 
ary character  in  store  which  are  to  be 
the  panacea  for  the  ills  of  Ireland.  If 
the  Government  are  of  opinion  that  the 
condition  of  Ireland  is  such  that  they 
may  safely  leave  it  now  for  a  year  or 
more  without  any  further  legislation, 
by  all  means  let  them  arrange  their 
business  accordingly,  and  let  them 
quietly  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
measures  affecting  the  interests  of  other 
parts  of  the  Kingdom.  Why  should 
they  consider  it  necessary,  in  the  first 
place,  to  taunt  Ireland  with  having  taken 
up  a  considerable  portion  of  time,  and  to 
tell  Ireland  that  the  claims  of  the  rest 
of  the  Kingdom  are  paramount,  and 
then  later  on  to  put  in  these  words, 
which  are  calculated  to  scatter  the  whole 
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of  their  schemes  to  the  winds  ?  I 
earnestly  hope  that  the  language  which 
the  noble  Marquess  will  use  wiU  be  of  a 
character  to  avert  the  danger  to  which 
I  have  alluded.  It  is  not  my  wish  to 
detain  the  House  at  the  present  time; 
but  there  is  one  other  subject  on  which 
I  must  say  a  few  words.  I  must  say  a 
few  words  on  the  paragraphs  that  relate 
to  the  reform  of  local  government  in  the 
different  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
My  hon.  Friend  told  us  that  the  discus- 
sion on  the  proposals  with  regard  to 
the  Metropolis  might  bring  to  lignt  some 
ideas  and  suggestions  with  regard  to  the 
rest  of  the  country.  I  dare  say  it  may ; 
but  if  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Metropolis 
is  to  be  made  a  kind  of  fishing  Bill  for 
the  rest  of  the  country,  I  am  afraid  we 
are  yet  a  good  way  from  the  solu- 
tion of  this  question  of  the  reform  of 
local  government.  If  the  Government 
are  going  to  make  any  proposals  on 
this  subject,  it  would  be  well  that 
they  should  bring  them  forward  upon 
some  well-considered  basis,  applicable 
to  the  parts  of  the  Kingdom  to  which 
they  are  to  be  applied,  and  not  that 
they  should  take  up  the  question  of 
the  administration  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  then  to  adapt  a  few  ideas  from 
that  to  the  Local  Government  of  England 
Bill.  If  you  are  going  to  change  the 
Government  of  England,  you  should 
make  it  rest  upon  two  things — First, 
whether  the  existing  system  is  deficient ; 
and,  secondly,  what  is  necessary  to  sup- 
ply those  deficiencies.  The  local  govern- 
ment of  this  country  is  of  ancient  growth. 
It  contains,  no  doubt,  somewhat  anoma- 
lous elements — many  things  which  are 
hard  to  justify  in  logic,  but  which  work 
admirably  in  practice ;  and  before  you 
alter  those  things  you  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared to  say  what  the  defects  are,  and 
to  assure  yourselves  that  your  measures 
of  reform  will  make  things  better.  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  any  scheme 
will  entirely  fulfil  those  conditions ;  but 
I  am  quite  sure  that  a  Bill  founded  upon 
a  sort  of  refuse  of  a  Government  of 
London  Bill  will  be  one  of  the  greatest 
failures  ever  proposed  to  Parliament. 
It  is  important  that  the  question  should 
be  faced  by  the  Government.  There  is 
much  that  is  against  British  agriculture, 
and  many  dit^culties  against  which  it 
has  to  struggle;  and  there  is,  no  doubt, 
a  disposition  in  one  direction  or  another 
to  seek  for  remedies  which  are  rather 
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plausible  than  likely  to  be  effective;  and, 
certainly,  one  of  the  questions  which  we 
should  have  to  deal  with,  for  endeavour- 
ing to  afford  relief  to  those  engaged  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  land,  is  that  of 
local  burdens  and  local  taxation.     That 
is  a  question  which  has  been  repeatedly 
brought  forward  and  pressed  upon  the 
notice   of  successive    Governments  and 
successive   Parliaments.     Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  have  said  that  it  is  of  no 
use  to  attempt  to  deal  with  local  burdens 
until  you  have  a  good  system  of  local 
government.      If   that  is  the  doctrine 
which  we  are  going  to  act  upon,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  prospect  which  is 
held  out  to  those  who  are  interested  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  land  is  by  no 
means  a  cheerful  one;  because  these  re- 
forms are  to  arise  out  of  suggestions  and 
ideas  which  are  to  be  brought  forward 
in  the  course  of  discussion  upon  a  Bill 
relating  to  the  Government  of  the  Metro- 
polis, which  Bill  has  not  yet  had  a  day 
fixed  for  bringing  it  forward.     That  is 
cold  comfort  to  give  to  the  unfortunate 
persons  who  have  been  suffering  from 
the  inclemency  of  the  seasons  to  which 
our  ag^culture  has  been  exposed.     I 
hope  that  upon  this  and  other  matters 
the  performances  of  the  Government  will 
be  better  than  their  promises.     We  are 
not  sltogether  in  the  happy  position  in 
which  we  despise  the  help  which  legis- 
lation might  give.    If  the  legislation  is 
wrongly  directed,  it  is  likely  to  increase 
our  troubles,  and  not  diminish  them. 
We  are  anxious  that  legislation  should 
not  be  of  an  ill-considered  character. 
The  present  Government  have  always 
appeared  to  me  to  be  too  anxious  to  put 
forward  fine  and  well-sounding  phrases, 
and  to  endeavour  to  maintain  a  charac- 
ter for  consistency  in  their  professions, 
even  when  their  acts  are  inconsistent. 
We  have  seen  a  great  many  changes, 
both  in    their   personnel  and   in    their 
policy  since  their  advent  to  Office.  Not- 
withstanding this,  we  are  told  by  their 
supporters  that  they  are  stronger  than 
they  ever   were — that  is  to  say,  that, 
after  getting  rid  of  something  like  a 
fourth  of  their  number,  and  a  good  deal 
more  than  a  fourth  of  their  principles, 
they  are  in  a  better  position.    If  that  is 
so,  I  will  leave  hon.  Gentlemen  to  the 
enjoyment  of  what  satisfaction  it  may 
afford  them.     For  my  own  part,  I  think 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Government 
Bhould  not  be  too  anxious  to  endeavou^^ 


to  show  that  they  have  been  consistent 
from  first  to  last.  They  have  attained 
in  some  respect  to  a  position  which  is 
better  than  that  in  which  they  were; 
but  they  have  attained  to  it  at  a  g^eat 
price.  Do  not  let  them  jeopardize  it. 
Do  not  let  them  ignore  altogether  the 
value  of  the  unexhausted  improvements 
which  they  inherited  from  their  Prede- 
cessors, but  for  which  they  give  us  no 
compensation.  If  I  might,  I  would  ven- 
ture to  conclude  by  reminding  them  of 
a  saying  which  was  celebrated  for  some 
time  in  this  House,  when  the  late  Sir 
James  Graham  was  taunted  with  an 
alteration  of  his  views  and  the  inconsis- 
tency of  the  line  which  he  was  taking 
from  that  which  he  had  previously 
adopted.  He  did  not  attempt  to  deny 
that  he  had  been  inconsistent.  He  sim- 
ply said — **I  changed  my  mind;  and 
there  is  an  end  of  it.''  Let  the  Govern- 
ment make  the  same  admission  with  re- 
gard to  some  of  the  questions  which 
have  been  in  controversy  between  us. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Blx,  before  I  attempt  to  mako  any  ob- 
servations upon  the  speech  which  has 
just  been  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  I  must  be  allowed 
to  add  the  expression  of  my  own  satis- 
faction to  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Mover  of  the  Address  at  seeing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  again  occupying 
that  position  the  duties  of  which  he  has 
now  for  so  many  years  so  admirably 
discharged,  in  apparently  the  possession 
of  fully-restored  health;  and  I  think, 
if  we  may  judge  from  the  speech  which 
he  has  just  delivered,  also  in  the  posses- 
sion of  excellent  spirits.  And,  Sir,  I 
should  like  also  to  take  this  opportunity 
of  thanking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  the  expression  which,  I  am  informed, 
fell  from  him  before  I  was  in  my  place, 
as  to  his  feeling  of  regret  and  that  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  act  with  him 
at  the  enforced  absence  from  our  delibe- 
rations of  the  Prime  Minister.  I  desire 
to  offer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
behalf  of  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House  our  most  cordial  thanks,  and 
I  am  sure  it  will  give  satisfaction  to  the 
whole  House  to  know  that  the  absence 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  is,  although 
highly  desirable  in  the  interests  of  his 
health  and  strength,  one  which  is  not 
absolutely  at  the  present  moment  en- 
forced, and  that  if  occasion  should  arise 
when  his  presence  here  should  be  abso- 
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lutely  necessary,  there  is  nothing  in  the 
state  of  the  health  of  mj  right  hon. 
Friend  which  would  prevent  his  heing 
among  us.  It  is  only  at  the  urgent  re- 
quest of  his  friends  and  Colleagues  that 
he  has  consented  to  prolong  for  even  a 
short  time  that  rest  which  the  arduous 
labours  of  the  Autumn  Session  rendered 
necessary ;  and  I  believe  that  although 
his  absence  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Session,  when  the  general  policy  of  the 
Government  is  being  discussed,  is,  of 
course,  inconvenient,  still,  if  we  can  get 
through  the  first  few  days,  the  Business 
which  the  House  will  have  to  do  up  to 
Easter  is  not  such  as  to  imperatively  re- 
quire the  presence  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, and  that  he  may  be  permitted  to 
enjoy  some  greater  amount  of  rest 
abroad.  I  wish  to  discharge  one  more 
agreeable  duty,  which  is  to  express  my 
thanks,  and  I  am  sure  those  of  my  Col- 
leagues, to  my  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  East  Cornwall  and  the  City  of  Edin- 
burgh for  the  very  able  manner  in  which 
they  discharged  the  duties  intrusted  to 
them.  I  listened  to  both  those  speeches 
with  great  interest  and  great  satisfac- 
tion ;  and  I  think  that  the  only  regret 
that  any  of  us  could  have  felt  with  re- 
gard to  either  of  them,  and  especially 
with  regard  to  the  Seconder,  was  that 
he  condensed  his  remarks  somewhat 
more  than  the  House  would  have  been 
disposed  to  desire.  I  come  now  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  The  complaint  which  he  has 
made  was  upon  the  omission  of  one 
topic  from  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
He  said  that  he  and  his  Friends  had 
some  reason  to  complain  of  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  with  regard  to 
the  seat  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and  with  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  which  was  going  to  be 
introduced  by  the  Government.  I  can- 
not say  that  I  entirely  gathered  from 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  exact  ground  of  his  com- 
plaint. I  recollect  that  during  the  ex- 
tremely painful  discussion  upon  this 
subject,  some  two  or  three  years  ago, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  recommended 
the  Government  to  proceed  by  way  of 
legislation,  and  said  that  this  matter 
could  only  be  settled  by  legislation. 
We  are  going  to  legislate;  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
are  not  satisfied.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the    Member   for    South-West 
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Lancashire  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  rose 
and  said  that  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  he  would  give  it  his  most  strenu- 
ous opposition ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  has  in- 
formed us  that  he,  on  his  part,  will  meet 
it  with  criticism,  and  he  thinks  opposi- 
tion. [Sir  Stafford  Northcote:  Oh, 
no;  I  said  **  and  opposition."]  Butthe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  object  to 
the  decision  at  which  we  have  arrived 
to  legislate.  He  says  that  we  ought  to 
have  let  him  and  his  Friends  know  our 
intention  beforehand,  or  that  the  an- 
nouncement ought  to  have  been  placed 
in  the  Queen's  Speech ;  but  it  is  always 
a  matter  of  discretion  with  the  Govern- 
ment what  measures  ought  to  be  named 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  It  is 
not  usual  to  include  measures  which  are 
not  considered  to  be  of  general  or  great 
importance  ;  and  this  Bill  is  certainly 
one  which  we  do  not  consider  to  be  of 
great  importance,  or  worthy  to  find  a 
place  among  the  measures  usually  enu- 
merated in  the  Queen's  Speech.  As  to 
letting  the  House  know  beforehand  our 
intentions,  I  do  not  exactly  understand 
what  course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expected  us  to  take.  Letting  the  public 
know  our  intentions  beforehand  would 
have  exposed  us  to  the  criticism  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  some  means  had 
been  taken  to  announce  beforehand  that 
we  contemplated  proposing  legislation,  X 
can  imagine  the  imputation  being  made 
that  we  had  taken  unusual  means  to 
make  that  announcement  in  order  to 
prevent  the  steps  being  taken  which  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  and  his  friends  had  an- 
nounced their  intention  of  taking.  What 
we  did  was  to  announce  on  the  first 
opportunity  what  way  we  intended  to 
proceed  upon  a  question  which  has  given 
the  House  so  much  trouble  during  the 
last  few  Sessions.  The  Cabinet  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  best  way  would 
be  to  legislate,  and  they  did  not  consider 
it  necessary  to  take  in  this  case  any 
means  of  making  those  intentions  known 
which  are  not  usually  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  other  measures.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  made  some  observations 
regarding  the  condition  of  Egypt.  I 
have  listened  to  the  observations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  that  subject 
with  a  great  deal  of  interest,  not  only 
on  account  of  their  intrinsic  importance, 
but  also  because  I  endeavourea  during 
his  speech  to  obtain  an  answer  to  a  ques- 
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tion  of  g^eat  interest  to  the  Government, 
and  likewise,  I  think,  to  the  House,  in 
relation  to  the  progress  of  its  Business. 
I  was  extremely  anxious  to  gather  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ohservations 
some  idea  as  to  whether  it  is  now  in- 
tended to  reduce  to  any  definite  form 
the  continued  criticism  which  was  ini- 
tiated in  the  early  part  of  the  late  Ses- 
sion, and  which  has  been  continued 
without  intermission  during  the  Becess. 
I  am  extremely  anxious  to  know  whe- 
ther the  policy  of  the  Government,  which 
it  has  been  sometimes  said  led  to  un- 
necessary war,  is  now  to  be  formally 
challenged  or  not,  or  whether  these 
"necessary  criticisms"  are  to  be  re- 
newed without  any  definite  Besolutions 
being  presented  to  us?  I  have  not 
the  slightest  complaint  to  make  of 
the  course  hitherto  taken  by  the  Op- 
position. I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  constant  fire  of  Questions 
and  of  desultory  criticisms  which  con- 
tinued during  almost  the  whole  of  the 
critical  negotiations  with  regard  to  Egypt 
was  not  sometimes  productive  of  em- 
barrassment to  the  Government,  and 
sometimes  prejudicial  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. I  can  perfectly  well  understand 
that  an  Opposition  does  not  like  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  what  might  appear 
to  be  an  unpatriotic  line  of  conduct  by 
moving  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon,  or  Want 
of  Confidence  in,' a  Government  which 
may  be  either  at  war  or  on  the  brink  of 
war ;  but,  nevertheless,  it  does  not  choose 
to  divest  itself  of  the  functions  of  in- 
quiry and  criticism,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  in  any  debate  raised  by  the  Oppo- 
sition during  the  most  critical  period  of 
the  transactions  of  last  year  they  were 
not  actuated  consciously  by  a  desire 
to  embarrass  the  Government,  certainly 
not  to  the  prejudice  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, but  with  a  desire  to  discharge 
what  they  considered  to  be  their  duty. 
If  also  on  public  platforms  they  thought 
they  could  damage  their  political  oppo- 
nents, or  weaken  the  confidence  of  the 
county  in  the  Government,  by  refer- 
ences to  our  Egyptian  policy,  by  asser- 
tions that  the  war  was  unnecessary  and 
might  have  been  avoided ;  and  if  they 
think  they  can  obtain  any  political  ad- 
vantage from  discussion,  however  de- 
sultory, of  the  whole  of  that  policy,  I 
have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  their 
taking  that  course,  and  I  should  not 
complain  of  any  advantage  they  might 


reap  from  it.     But  what  I  desire  to 

Eoint  out  now  is,  that  when  the  House 
as  re- assembled  for  the  transaction  of 
Public  Business,  when  the  information 
which  is  available  on  the  subject  is 
fully  before  them,  and  when  all  the  pro- 
ceedings and  all  the  Correspondence, 
describing  every  phase  of  the  events 
and  circumstances  that  led  to  the  war, 
are  before  it,  then  I  say  that  the  time 
has  come  when  the  Opposition  at  large 
ought  to  be  able  to  make  up  its  mind, 
and  either  bring  this  criticism  into  the 
form  of  some  definite  Motion,  chal- 
lenging the  opinion  of  the  House  and 
the  country,  or  else  make  use  of  all  the 
influence  they  possess  to  prevent  the 
time  of  the  House  from  being  wasted  in 
a  continuation  of  desultory  discussion, 
which  can  prove  and  settle  nothing,  be- 
cause there  is  no  definite  issue  placed 
before  us.  Well,  I  put  that  question  ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  evaded 
almost  any  criticism  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  so  far  as  regarded  Egypt ; 
and  I  may,  therefore,  assume  that  he 
and  his  Friends  have  now  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  not  desirable  to 
make  good  the  assertions  he  made  in  a 
speech  in  the  country,  to  the  efiPect  that 
the  war  was  unnecessary,  and  therefore 
unjustifiable;  and  I  must  condole  with 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  that  he  has  not 
been  able  to  get  his  allies  on  this  sub- 
ject to  come  up  to  the  mark.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  asked  for  full  in- 
formation respecting  what  is  going  on 
in  regard  to  the  re-organization  of  the 
Forces  of  Egypt.  He  also  states  that 
he  thinks  the  House  is  entitled  to  have 
as  much  information  given  to  it  as  to 
Foreign  Powers.  Certainly,  I  fully 
agree  in  that  proposition,  and  I  go  be- 
yond it,  and  may  say  that  the  desire  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  anti- 
cipated by  the  Government.  Every 
word  of  the  information  which  has  been 
communicated  to  Foreign  Powers,  and 
a  great  deal  more,  has  been  to-night 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  in  the 
form  of  Papers,  and  everything  which 
can  possibly  up  to  the  present  time  be 
produced  has  oeen  given.  That  will 
place  the  House  in  the  full  possession  of 
all  the  steps  which  have  oeen  taken, 
and  are  being  taken,  and  in  which  con- 
siderable progress  has  been  made,  as  to 
the  re- organization  of  the  Government, 
of  the  Army,  and  of  the  Police  Force  of 
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Egypt.  I  do  not  think,  Sir,  it  would 
be  convenient  for  me  to  give  a  verbal 
description  of  the  measures  being  taken 
by  the  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  the  lines  on  which  we 
are  proceeding  ;  and  I  do  not  think  that 
I  should  anticipate  now  the  information 
which  will  be  shortly  given  fully  to  the 
House  in  the  Papers  to  be  presented. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  what  is 
the  meaning  of  the  phrase  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  that  the  withdrawal  of  British 
troops  is  proceeding  as  expeditiously  as 
a  prudent  consideration  of  the  circum- 
stances will  permit,  and  whether  that 
time  pointed  to  a  period  of  half-a-year 
or  h«df-a-century  ?  I  would  say,  with- 
out venturing  to  speak  with  absolute 
assurance,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  first  period  of  time  he  sug- 
gested has  stated  with  probable  accu- 
racy the  length  of  time  that  it  may  be 
necessary  to  keep  our  troops  in  Egypt. 
I  do  not  think  it  very  extraordinary  that, 
after  the  whole  of  the  Egyptian  Forces 
have  been  disbanded  and  scattered  to 
the  wind,  it  should  be  considered  neces- 
sary that  a  British  force  should  be 
maintained  there  for  a  time  during  the 
re-organization  of  a  military  force,  new 
gendarmerie,  and  a  police  force.  That 
organization  is  proceeding  with  great 
expedition  under  the  guidance  of  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood,  Baker  Pasha,  and  other 
British  officers.  The  Army  is,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  already  organized,  and  in  a 
short  time  there  will  be  a  force  in  Egypt 
which  will  be  amply  sufficient  for  the 
protection  of  the  country  and  for  the 
preservation  of  order.  It  will  then  be 
possible  for  us  to  relieve  ourselves  of  a 
burden,  and  also  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment of  considerable  expense,  caused 
by  the  maintenance  of  our  troops  in 
the  country.  The  British  occupation  is 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  assuring  the 
tranquillity  of  the  country  during  a 
time,  which  we  trust  will  not  be  pro- 
longed, when  there  is  absolutely  no  or- 
ganized force  in  the  country  itself.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  asks  whether 
there  is  not  rebellion  of  a  serious  kind 
still  going  on  in  Egypt?  It  is  true 
that  from  time  to  time  information  of  an 
alarming  character  does  arrive  from  the 
Province  of  Soudan ;  and  it  is  not  im- 
possible that  the  troubles  there  may 
cause  difficulties  in  Lower  Egypt.  But 
we  should  bear  in  mind  that  that  Pro- 
vince is  almost  totally  detached  from 
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Egypt.  It  is  a  recent  acquisition  by 
the  Government  of  Egypt,  and  has 
almost  always  been  administered  as 
entirely  separate.  Troubles  may  arise 
from  time  to  time  in  the  Soudan,  but  it 
is  not  certain  that  they  will  cause  dis- 
turbances in  the  Provinces  of  Lower 
Egypt ;  still,  circumstances  may  arise  to 
cause  anxiety,  and,  at  all  events,  to  call 
for  the  attention  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  House ;  and  as  soon  as  the  Go- 
vernment is  put  in  possession  of  accurate 
information  on  the  subject  it  will  be  con- 
veyed to  the  House.  But  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  and  useless  for  me 
to  attempt  to  give  to  the  House  any 
accurate  account  of  what  is  the  con- 
dition of  afiPairs  in  the  Soudan.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  prudently 
delayed  criticism  on  the  steps  taken  by 
the  Government  in  the  re-organization 
of  the  affairs  of  Egypt  until  the  whole 
of  the  Papers  are  before  him.  I  will 
only  now  say  that,  though,  no  doubt, 
there  may  be  considerable  difficulties 
attending  that  policy,  there  is  no  ground 
whatever  for  the  hopeless  despair  with 
which  some  writers  regard  the  prospects 
of  the  government  of  Egypt.  The  recent 
history  of  Egypt  certainly  does  not 
justify  the  gloomy  anticipations  which 
seem  to  be  popular  in  some  quarters. 
The  Khedive  and  his  Ministers  have 
shown  many  of  the  qualities  of  Con- 
stitutional Kulers  and  Constitutional 
statesmen;  and  the  Chamber  of  Notables, 
until  it  fell  under  the  domination  of  an  un- 
scrupulous military  tyranny,  has  shown 
that  it  is  not  incapable  of  representing 
the  wants,  wishes,  and  needs  of  the 
population.  As  to  what  has  been  said 
in  respect  to  the  influence  which  the 
Financial  Adviser  will  exercise  over  the 
government  of  Egypt,  all  the  experience 
we  have  at  present  shows  that  the 
Bulers  of  Egypt  are  ready  and  willing 
to  receive  and  to  be  influenced  by  Euro- 
pean advice ;  and  that  the  weakness  and 
failure  of  the  Dual  Control,  so  far  as  it 
was  a  failure,  was  due,  not  to  the  un- 
willingness or  to  the  incapacity  of  the 
Egyptian  Bulers  to  accept  such  advice, 
but  to  the  unavoidable  inconveniences 
attaching  to  the  dual  nature  of  the 
Control,  and  to  the  fact  that  an  Army 
was  kept  on  foot  which  was  too  large  for 
its  purpose  and  was  disorganized,  and 
which  was,  therefore,  a  prey  to  ambition 
and  to  fanatical  influences.  Of  course, 
it  is  impossible  to  say  that  there  may 
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not  be  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the 
coarse  which  the  Government  are  re- 
commending shall  be  taken  with  regard 
to  Egyptian  affairs ;  but  we  do  eay  that 
there  is  no  reason  to  fear  for  the  result, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  we  believe — and 
that  belief  is  fortified  by  the  assent  and 
approval  of  every  Power  in  Europe — 
that  the  experiments  we  are  now  trying 
will  be  tried  with  every  chance  of  suc- 
cess. When  I  refer  to  the  opinion  of 
the  Powers,  perhaps  I  used  a  somewhat 
too  strong  term.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  asked  what  is  the  position  of 
Great  Britain  with  regard  to  Foreign 
Powers  with  reference  to  the  Circular 
which  was  issued  at  the  beginning  of 
last  month  ?  I  may  state,  in  reply,  that 
with  regard  to  that  Circular,  we  have 
received  favourable  assurances  from 
Turkey.  The  Turkish  Government  has 
not  yet  expressed  an  opinion  upon  the 
whole  of  the  proposals  which  the  Cir- 
cular contains;  but  favourable  assur- 
ances have  been  given  to  our  Ambassa- 
dor at  Constantinople,  to  the  effect  that 
the  Turkish  Government  approve  of  the 
abolition  of  the  Dual  Control. 

8iK  8TAFF0ED  NOBTHCOTE:  "Has 
a  formal  intimation  yet  been  received 
from  any  Government  in  reference  to 
that  Circular  ? 

Thb  Makquess  of  HAHTINGTON  : 
No  formal  intimation  has  yet  been  re- 
ceived from  any  of  the  Powers;  but 
verbal  assurances  have  been  received 
from  the  Gt>vemments  of  Germany, 
Austria,  and  Italy,  to  the  effect  that 
they  are  all  favourable  to  our  proposals. 
In  fact,  the  French  Government  is 
almost  the  only  one  from  which  we  have 
not  received  any  opinion  upon  the  Cir- 
cular. 

Sra  STAFFORD NOETHCOTE:  Has 
any  reply  been  received  from  Bussia  ? 

Thb  Mahqubss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Eussia  is  also  stated  not  to  be  unfavour- 
able to  the  general  plan  proposed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  although 
there  may  be  one  or  two  points  in  it  to 
which  it  is  possible  that  the  Eussian 
Government  may  take  exception.  The 
communications  on  this  subject  are  not 
included  in  the  Papers  which  have  as 
yet  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  The  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  made 
a  few  observations  upon  the  Government 
Bill  for  the  better  government  of  the 
Metropolis,  the  introduction  of  which  is 
announced  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech.    I 


think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  somewhat  misunderstood  the 
remarks,  in  reference  to  that  measure, 
which  were  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Cornwall  (Mr.  Acland), 
who  asserted,  with  great  truth,  that  the 
principles  that  must  come  under  discus- 
sion in  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  London  Bill  would  probably  be 
of  general  application,  and  that  those 
principles  would  be  of  considerable  im- 
portance when  we  came  to  consider  the 
question  of  county  and  local  government 
in  the  Provinces  generally.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  have  drawn 
the  conclusion  from  that  observation 
that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  determine  certain  princi- 
ples which  shall  be  applicable  to  local 
government  throughout  the  country  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion  on  the 
Metropolitan  Government  Bill,  and 
that,  in  fact,  the  latter  measure  will  be 
of  a  fishing  nature.  I,  however,  have 
some  reason  to  believe  that  the  scheme 
which  will  be  presented  to  the  House  by 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment will  be  of  an  extremely  definite 
character,  and  will  not  partake  in  any 
way  of  a  fishing  nature. 

Sill  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE:  I 
said  that  the  Local  Government  Bill 
would  depend  upon  the  discussion  of  the 
Bill  for  the  Government  of  the  Metro- 
polis. 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
That  does  not  seem  to  be  altogether  a 
misfortune.  If  principles  of  this  nature 
are  very  fully  <u8cussed  in  the  London 
Bill,  and  the  opinion  of  Parliament  pro- 
nounced upon  tJiem,  I  do  not  know  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  object 
to  the  country  generally  having  the 
benefit  of  those  discussions.  It  does  not 
follow,  of  course,  that  everything  that 
may  be  inserted  in  the  Government  of 
London  Bill  can  be  applied  precisely  to 
the  local  government  of  all  other  com- 
munities throughout  the  country,  which 
may  be  very  differently  situated  in  every 
respect.  Primd  facte,  however,  one 
would  suppose  that  what  is  good  in  one 
case  would  be  good  in  another.  In  the 
course  of  the  discussion  on  the  one  mea- 
sure, however,  some  progress  must  ne- 
cessarily be  made  towards  arriving  at 
a  conclusion  in  reference  to  the  other. 
There  is,  at  all  events,  this  advantage 
in  the   course  which  the  Government 
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propose  to  take  in  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject. We  believe  that  it  is  possible  and 
desirable  to  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
whole  question  of  the  government  of  the 
Metropolis  in  one  measure,  while  the 
whole  question  of  county  and  local  go- 
vernment is  too  large  and  too  compli- 
cated a  subject  to  be  dealt  with  in  one 
measure.  "We  shall,  however,  in  this 
case  be  able  to  deal  with  almost  every 
principle  which  can  arise  in  the  consi- 
deration of  the  question  of  local  govern- 
ment anywhere.  We  think  it  is  desir- 
able to  attempt  to  deal  with  the  local 
government  of  London,  as  it  will  raise 
the  whole  question  of  those  points  before 
attempting  to  proceed  with  the  reform 
of  local  government  and  taxation  in  the 
country  at  large.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  in  a  claim  for  the  relief  of 
local  taxation  before  any  attempt  was 
made  to  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
reform  of  the  local  government  of  coun- 
ties. I  think  that  everyone  who  has 
looked  into  this  subject  will  be  inclined 
to  think  that  while  the  reform  of  local 
government  is  desirable — as  it  is  ad- 
mitted by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  it  is — the  mere  remission  of 
local  taxation  would  be  of  very  little 
advantage.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has,  I  regret  to  say,  given  a  very  unfa- 
vourable account  of  the  position,  hopes, 
and  prospects  of  those  engaged  in  agri- 
culture, and  I  should  be  glad  if  I  were 
able  to  say  that  the  view  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  too  gloomy ; 
but  this  condition  of  things  has  come  to 
pass  in  the  face  of  the  very  considerable 
remission  of  local  taxation  which  was 
made  by  the  late  Government.  I  should 
think,  on  the  whole,  that  it  would  be  a 
very  difficult  thing  for  the  farmer  to  say 
how  much  benefit  he  had  derived  from 
that  remission  of  local  taxation.  The 
fact  is  that  it  is  now  generally  admitted 
that  until  greater  simplicity,  greater 
directness,  and  better  organization  are 
introduced  into  the  whole  of  our  local 
government — I  do  not  refer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  county  rates  only,  but  also  to  the 
expenditure  of  our  minor  local  bodies — 
whatever  we  may  give  from  public 
sources  in  relief  of  local  taxation  will  be 
absorbed  in  the  vortex  of  bad  adminis- 
tration, and  that  the  ratepayers  will  not 
benefit  permanently  by  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  para- 
graph in  the  Queen's  Speech  which  re- 
lated to  Ireland,  and  spoke  in  terms  of 
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approbation  of  the  present  policy  which 
is  being  pursued  by  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  Irish  Government.     I  am  entirely 
prepared  to  endorse  the  observation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  also  to 
go  beyond  everything  which  he  said  in 
praise  of  Lord  Spencer  and  of  the  Irish 
Government.     It  is  not  necessary  nor 
desirable  for  me  to  enter  into  a  pane- 
gyric of  the  Irish  Administration ;  but, 
the  Irish  Government  being,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,   carried  on  independently 
and  apart  from  that  which  is  conducted 
here,  I  think  that  I  am  justified  in  say- 
ing that  we  are  prepared  to  defend  every 
act  of  that  Administration.    We  have 
approved  every  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
Irish  Government  and  of  their  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland  under  the  Prevention 
of  Crimes  Act.    I  understand  that  the 
administration  of  that  Act  is  to  form  the 
subject  of  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
for  an  Address,  and  that  the  condact  of 
the  Irish  Government  in  relation  to  it  is 
to  be  challenged  in  this  House.     I  fully 
admit  that  some  of  the  measures  taken 
under  it  are  fair  subjects  for  discussion, 
andl  can  understand  that  the  measures 
that  have  been  taken  for  the  prevention 
and  the  punishment  of  crime  and  for  the 
repression  of  agitation  in  the  country 
may  very  strictly  be  brought  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament,  although,  in  the 
absence  of  our  Colleagues  in  Ireland,  we 
are  perfectly  prepared  to  defend  their 
acts.    As  to  the  investigations  that  are 
now  being  conducted  in  Dublin,  with  the 
object,  if  possible,  of  unveiling  and  un- 
masking the  perpetrators  of  a  series  of 
most   atrocious  crimes,  I  do  not  wish 
to  say  one  word  that  may  prejudice  the 
case  of  those  who  are  now  accused  in 
Dublin ;  but  I  am  satisfied  that  there  is 
only  one  hope  in  the  minds  of  every  sec- 
tion in  this  House  and  throughout  the 
country,  and  that  is  that   this  investi- 
gation may  lead  to  the  discovery  and 
the  conviction,  not  only  of  the  actual 
perpetrators,    but    of    the   instigators, 
of  these  crimes  which  have   brought 
such   sorrow   and  such  disgrace  upon 
Ireland,  and  which  every  Member  of 
the  House  must  feel  are  well  calculated 
to  bring  disgrace  upon  even  the  noblest 
of  the  land.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  to  think  that  there  is  some  incon- 
sistency   between    the    congratulations 
which  we  have  inserted  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  upon  the  general  condition  of 
Ireland  and  the  reference  to  the  con* 
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tinued  existence  of  a  dangerous  con- 
spiracy.     I   maintain,    however,    that 
there  is  no  inconsistency  hetween  the 
two  paragraphs.    The  general  condition 
which  was  referred  to  in  a  Speech  in 
Decemher  certainly  continues,  and  agra- 
rian ouh^es,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the    Chief   Secretary    for  Ireland,    in 
addressing  the  House,  said,  have  enor- 
mously decreased ;  and  it  is  also  a  fact, 
speaking  generally,  that  throughout  the 
country  the  process  of  law  is  now  sub- 
mitted to  and  the  law  is  upheld.    At 
the  same  time,  we  are  perfectly  aware 
that  dangerous  secret  societies  in  Dublin 
and  elsewhere  still  exist ;  but  the  feature 
of  the  case  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  have  omitted  from  his 
consideration,  and  which  we  say  is  a  sub- 
ject of  congratulation,  is  that,  although 
those  secret  societies  do  still  continue  to 
exist,  the  law  of  the  land,  the  power  of 
the  Government,  is  at  last  able  to  hold 
its  own  to  some  extent  against  them, 
and  that  there  is  a  hope  and  prospect  of 
tracing  them  to  their  sources  and  break- 
ing  up  these  nefarious  combinations. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  fact  that  no  reference  is  made  in  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  to  the  existence  of  con- 
siderable distress  in  Ireland.     But   a 
very  short  time  too,  in  the  Speech  de- 
livered from  the  Throne  at  the  close  of 
last  Session,  special  reference  was  made 
to  the  distress  which  was  said  to  prevail, 
and  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Government 
was  expressed  that  by  means  of  the 
ordinary  law,  and  by  the  application  of 
the  loctfl  resources  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Chiardians,  the  distress  could  be  ade- 
quately coped  with.     The  Irish  Govern- 
ment have  hitherto  continued  to  act  on 
that  principle,  and  they  believe  that, 
however  severe    distress  has  been  in 
some    districts,    the    policy    they    are 
pursuing  is  the  soundest,  and  sufficient 
for  the  emergency  that  exists   at   the 
present  moment.     It  would  therefore 
have  been  impossible  to  insert  any  para- 
graph on  this  subject  at  the  opening  of 
the  present  Session  which  would  not 
have  been  a  simple  repetition  of  the 
paragraph  read  to  the  House  two  months 
ago.    Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  he  had  read  with  considerable 
regret   and    suspicion    the    concluding 
paragraph  of  the  Speech,  in  which  re- 
ference is  made  to  the  possibility  of 
farther  Irish  legislation.    He  seems  to 
think  that  that  parag^ph  contains  some 
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reference  to  measures  which  he  de- 
scribes as  revolutionary  and  subversive. 
Now,  I  think  I  can  re-assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not  admit  that 
any  of  the  measures  of  the  Government, 
even  in  relation  to  Ireland,  can  properly 
be  described  as  revolutionary;  at  all 
events,  I  suppose  he  only  applied  this 
term  to  the  Land  Act,  the  Arrears  Act, 
or  other  measures  of  considerable  im- 
portance of  that  character.  The  legisla- 
tive intentions  of  the  Government,  so 
far  as  they  can  be  formed  at  the  present 
time,  and  so  far  as  we  have  been  able 
to  make  an  estimate  of  the  time  of  the 
House  available,  are  mentioned  in  Her 
Majesty's.  Speech,  and  we  do  not  think 
it  at  all  probable  that  any  measure  that 
we  should  describe  as  of  considerable 
importance,  of  first-rate  importance,  or, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  of  a 
revolutionary  or  subversive  character, 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament  at  the 
present  stage.  But  while  there  are  no 
measures  of  importance  we  contemplate 
with  relation  to  Ireland,  there  are  several 
measures  which  are  of  such  a  character 
that  they  might  not  occupy  a  g^eat  deal 
of  time,  but.  still  are  measures  of  great 
importance,  and  which  we  hope  we  may 
be  able  to  find  time  to  consider.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
will  probably  have  to  address  the  House 
himself  before  the  close  of  this  debate, 
and  I  will  leave  to  him  the  explanation 
of  the  measures  with  regard  to  which 
we  indulge  in  that  hope.  I  believe  I 
have  now  referred  to  the  principal  points 
dwelt  upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  have  no  desire  to  prolong  the  observa- 
tions I  have  been  permitted  to  make. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  legislation 
which  we  desire  to  further  will  fail  to 
satisfy  many  of  our  friends,  and  will 
disappoint  some  of  our  most  strenuous 
opponents,  who  would  doubtless  have 
preferred  to  see  ''revolutionary  and 
subversive"  measureef  on  which  they 
might  have  expended  their  patriotic 
indignation.  But,  while-  our  measures 
are  not  of  a  very  exciting  character, 
they  represent  a  good  deal  of  work  left 
over  from  past  Sessions,  work  which  has 
been  left  undone  from  various  causes, 
some  springing  within  this  House,  and 
some  outside  it.  There  is  a  consider- 
able amount  that  is  needful,  useful,  and' 
necessary.  I  trust  the  House  will  be 
able — strengthened,  as  I  believe  it  to 
have  been,  by  the  adoption  of  those  re- 
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forms  to  whioh  we  devoted  so  much 
time  a  few  months  ago,  and  in  no  defirree 
hampered  and  restricted  in  its  freedom 
by  them — to  devote  itself  to  the  con- 
sideration of  those  measures  in  a  prac- 
tical, business-like,  and  patriotic  spirit. 
Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUROHILL 
said,  he  gathered  from  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Marquess  that  he  was  very  much 
annoyed  and  vexed,  and  generally  put 
out  and  upset,  because  no  Vote  of  Censure 
bad  been  proposed.  To  tell  the  real 
truth,  so  was  he ;  for  he  was  of  opinion 
that  a  healthy  and  not  exaggerated  re- 
currence to  Votes  of  Censure  stimulated 
the  circulation  of  political  life.  But, 
while  he  agreed  with  the  nqble  Lord 
that  they  had  not  had  enough  of  that 
kind  of  discussion  lately,  he  could  not 
join  in  tbe  taunts  with  which  he  had  as- 
sailed the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
connection  witb  this  question.  On  the 
contrary,  be  must  condole  with  the  noble 
Lord  on  the  unfortunate  shortness  of 
bis  political  memory.  He  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  did  not  think  he  should 
be  contradicted  when  he  reminded  the 
noble  Marquess  that  no  less  than  two 
abortive  attempts  were  made  last  Ses- 
sion, with  the  approval  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  to  bring  forward  a  Vote 
of  Censure  on  the  Egyptian  policy  of 
the  Government,  and  that  the  Prime 
Minister  resorted  to  all  the  arts  of  Par- 
liamentary strategy  in  order  to  prevent 
the  discussion  of  any  such  Vote.  That 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  histori- 
cal fact,  and  he  would  leave  that  part  of 
the  subject  with  the  expression  of  a 
bope  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  should 
think  it  wise  and  prudent  and  desir- 
able in  the  course  of  the  Session  to 
bring  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment under  a  hostile  Resolution,  the 
noble  Marquess  would,  instead  of  resort- 
ing to  the  dilatory  arts  which'  signalized 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  last 
Session,  advance  to  the  Table  and  with- 
out any  loss  of  time  fix  a  day  for  its  dis- 
cussion. He  did  not  suppose  that  this 
Speech  from  the  Throne  would  give  rise 
to  any  protracted  debate.  He  would 
not  say  that  it  was  uninteresting,  be- 
cause that  would  be  a  disrespectful  way 
of  alluding  to  it ;  but  he  would  say  that 
it  was  unemotional.  Again,  he  would 
not  describe  it  as  delusive,  because  that 
epithet  might  also  be  objected  to ;  but 
he  would  say  that  it  was  singularly  in- 
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complete.  He  did  not  wish  to  refer  at 
any  length  to  the  measures  of  domestic 
legislation  shadowed  forth  in  the  Speech. 
They  were  nearly  all  old  friends,  and 
were  not  such  as  could  excite  any  great 
Party  animosity.  The  only  Bill  which 
appeared  to  him  to  call  for  any  criticism 
was  that  relating  to  the  reform  of  the 
government  of  London.  He  had  gathered 
from  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  value  of  that  measure  did  not 
lie  so  much  in  the  benefit  which  it 
would  confer  upon  the  Metropolis  as  in 
the  fact  that  it  would  elicit  the  opinions 
of  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  ques- 
tion of  local  government.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  evidently  acted  with  reference 
to  the  Corporation  of  the  great  City  of 
London  on  the  principle— ^a^  experimen' 
turn  in  cor  pore  vtli.  As  this  Bill,  accord- 
ing to  the  noble  Marquess,  was  to  settle 
for  a  long  time  hence,  and  ^'  every  where,'^ 
the  principles  which  were  to  guide  the 
House  in  legislating  on  the  subject  of 
local  government,  he  should  like  to  ask 
whether  the  police  in  London  were  to 
be  governed  on  the  same  principle  as 
that  which  regulated  the  government  of 
the  police  in  the  country,  and  whether 
the  police  in  Dublin,  Cork,  and  Belfast 
were  to  be  governed  as  the  police  were 
governed  in  London,  or  as  they  were 
governed  in  the  country?  He  hoped 
that  as  some  time  must  elapse  before 
the  Bill  was  introduced  public  curiosity 
would  be  set  at  rest  by  some  statement 
on  the  point.  He  had  alluded  to  the 
Queen's  Speech  as  being,  though  not 
what  might  be  called  delusive,  yet  incom- 
plete, for  this  reason — that  there  was 
no  allusion  in  it  to  four  questions  of  the 
greatest  national  importance.  There 
was  the  omission  of  any  reference  to  the 
failure  of  the  Revenue,  which  was  now 
no  longer  a  controversial  point;  and 
whilst  he  congratulated  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  upon 
his  reappearance  in  the  House,  he  must 
offer  his  condolences  upon  the  veiy 
mournful  and  melancholy  prospect  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  before 
him.  He  regretted  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  not  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  prepared  the  House  for  the  re- 
velations he  would  have  to  make  on  the 
introduction  of  the  Budget.  Another 
subject  closely  connected  with  that  to 
which  the  Queen's  Speech  did  not  draw 
their  attention  was  the  marked,  con- 
tinued, and  apparently  hopeless  depres- 
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rion  of  the  trade    of  the  country   as 
manifested,  in  spite  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  by  the  recent  Board 
of  Trade  Returns.     There  was  also  an- 
other more  extraordinary  omission — the 
absolute  ignoring  by  the  Advisers   of 
the  Crown  of  the  great  and  widespread 
ruin  now  impending  over  the  agricul- 
tural interest.     Not  a  word  of  any  sort 
or  kind  was  said  in  this  unemotional 
document  which  could  give  the  House 
the  faintest  idea  that  the  agricultural 
interest  was  in  anything  but  the  most 
extraordinarily  prosperous  condition.  In 
addition  to  the  omissions  he  had  men- 
tioned,  the  failure  of  the  Bevenue,  the 
depression   of  trade,   and  the  ruin  of 
agriculture,  there  was  another  most  im- 
portant point  upon  which  the  Queen's 
Speech  was  silent — namely,  the  impos- 
sibility of  effecting  any  economy  in  the 
enormous  annual  expenditure  incurred 
by  reason   of  the  unheard-of  liability 
which  we  had  taken  upon  ourselves  by 
the  annexation  of  Egypt.     He  could  not 
understand  this  subject  not  having  been 
considered  of  sufficient  importance  to  be 
mentioned  to  the  House ;  he  could  not 
suppose  that  the  Government  were  igno- 
rant of  these  questions ;    he  could  only 
think  that  they  were  so  unwise  as  to  think 
it  prudent,  or  so  infatuated  as  to  suppose 
it  possible,  to  conceal  them  from  public 
notice.  In  the  Boyal  Speech  he  observed 
another  of  those  allusions  to  the  mili- 
tary glories  of  the  present  Government, 
which  he  always  thought,  coming  from 
the  present  Government,  were  so  unfor- 
tunate, not  to  say  indecent.   There  could 
be  no  doubt  whatever  that  fate   had 
been  very  cruel  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    The  Ministry  had  had  it  all 
their  own  way  for  two  or  three  years. 
They  had  had  to  encounter  a  more  or 
less  apathetic  Opposition  and  a  subser- 
vient House  of  Lords.    Yet  in  spite  of 
those  two  advantages,  which  no  Tory 
Government  he  was  aware  of  had  ever 
enjoyed,  the  Government  had  contrived 
somehow  to  tread  under  foot  all  their 
promises,  and  to  violate  their  most  che- 
rished principles,  and  in  no  respect  more 
decideoly  than  with    regard    to  these 
military  glories.     In  hearing  the  Prime 
Minister,  last  Session,  move  the  Vote  of 
Thanks  to  the  Army  and  Navy,   the 
thought  occurred  to  him  that  the  fact 
illustrated,  in  a  remarkable  manner,  the 
vanity  of  human  expectations  and  the 
shortsightedness  of  mortal  minds.     Who 


would  have  thought,  two  years  ago,  that 
the  present  Prime  Minister — whose  ab- 
sence from  the  House  on  the  present 
occasion  they  all  regretted — would,  in 
so  short  a  time,  have  been  transformed 
into  the  panegyrist  of  Admirals  and  Ge- 
nerals, of  bloody  battles  and  adven- 
turous campaigns  ?  Who  would  have 
thought  to  have  witnessed  this  peace- 
loving,  almost  Apostolic  Government, 
experience,  in  the  short  space  of  three 
years,  all  the  sorrows  and  all  the  joys 
of  every  species  of  military  vicissi- 
tude? He  passed  from  those  general 
reflections  with  this  one  observation — 
that  he  gathered  from  the  Boyal  Speech 
that  the  Advisers  of  the  Crown  were 
endeavouring  to  effect  that  which  no 
other  Government  before  them  had  ever 
yet  been  able  to  effect,  in  Ireland  and 
Egypt,  two  important  portions  of  the 
British  Empire  at  the  present  moment — 
to  sit  down  upon  bayonets.  So  far  as 
he  could  make  out  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land, the  only  feather  in*  the  cap  of  the 
Government,  and  their  only  title  to  the 
confidence  of  the  country,  was  that  they 
had  at  last  been  able,  in  various  parts 
of  the  country,  to  hang  up  on  the  gallows 
six  or  seven  miserable  wretches  ;  and 
they  euphoniously  expressed  the  result 
by  congratulating  the  House  that  the 
law  had  been  everywhere  ''upheld." 
There  were  two  special  remarks  \Fhich 
he  should  like  to  make.  The  first  re- 
ferred to  Egypt,  and  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  this 
matter.  He  had  said  that  the  Boyal 
Speech  was  incomplete,  and  it  was  so 
with  regard  to  Egypt,  for  it  gave  no 
information  whatever  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Sir  Auckland  Oolvin.  The 
appointment  of  Sir  Auckland  Colvin 
by  the  Egyptian  Government,  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment, was  the  one  cardinal  feature  of 
the  last  few  months  with  regard  to  the 
affairs  of  Egypt.  He  turned  with  inte- 
rest to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  at  some 
place  in  Lancashire,  with  which  the 
public  were  not  generally  acquainted, 
on  the  22nd  or  23rd  of  January  last. 
Speaking  at  Over  Darwen,  the  noble 
Lord  said — 

"  Fop  political  influence  in  Egypt— the  politi- 
cal influence  we  ought  to  exercise — we  intend 
to  rely  upon  the  position  we  have  ao^uired 
there,  and  upon  the  policy  and  authority  of 
our  Diplomatic  Representative,  the  Financial 
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Adviser  whom  we  intend  to  recommend  the 
Egyptian  Government  to  appoint." 

That  was  the  authoritative  statement  of 
the  present  policy  of  the  Government 
by  the  noble  Lord.  With  that  state- 
ment before  him,  he  turned  back  to  the 
despatch  of  Lord  Granville  on  November 
4^  1881— ^the  Magna  Charta  of  the  Go- 
vernment policy  in  Egypt.  In  that  de- 
spatch Lord  Granville  said — 

''It  cannot  be  too  clearly  understood  that 
England  .desires  no jpartizan  Ministry  in  Egypt. 
In  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
a  partizan  Ministry,  founded'  on  the  support 
of  a  Foreign  Power,  or  upon  tlie  personal  in- 
fluence of  a  foreign  Diplomatic  Agent,  is  neither 
calculated  to  be  of  service  to  the  counti^  it 
administers,  nor  to  that  in  whose  interest  it  is 
supposed  to  be  maintained.  It  can  only  tend 
to  alienate  the  population  from  their  true  alle- 
giance to  their  Sovereign,  and  to  give  rise  to 
counter  intrigues  which  are  detrimental  to  the 
welfare  of  the  State." 

In  the  whole  history  of    the    foreign 
policy  of  this  country  he  did  not  think 
that  they  could  find  another  instance  of 
a  Foreign  Secretary  laying  down  prin- 
ciples so  decided  and  so  defined  as  those 
laid  down  by  Lord  Granville ;  and  yet 
within  the  year  they  found  those  prin- 
ciples absolutely  denied  by  the  policy 
of  the  same  Government  that  enunciated 
them.     He  invited  the  noble  Marquess 
to  afford  some  explanation  of  those  con- 
tradictory statements,  as  he  would  pro- 
bably have  an  opportunity  of  doing  if 
an  Amendment  were  moved,  as  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be,  with  regard  to  the 
affairs  of  Egypt.    The  Foreign  Secre- 
tary, after  having  stated  that  he  would 
not  rely  on  a  foreign  Diplomatic  Agent, 
had  announced    that   the  Government 
had    appointed    a    foreign    Diplomatic 
Agent  on  whom  they  could  rely.     Pass- 
ing from  Egypt,  he  would  now  make 
one  more  remark  on  Ireland.  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  after  a  most  successful  time  in 
Ireland,  had  the  imprudence  to  visit  his 
constituents  the  other  day,  and  make  a 
speech.     Now,  had  he  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  been  consulted  on  the  subject, 
he  would  have  told  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman he  could  not   have   done  any- 
thing more  suicidal   than  to  make   a 
speech  to  his  constituents  just  before  the 
meeting  of  Parliament.     Certainly,  that 
speech  had  proved  the  opportunity  of 
tne  Opposition,  because  in  that  speech 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  glorify  himself  that 
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he  politically  assassinated  his  Col- 
leagues. He  would  read  two  remark- 
able passages  from  that  speech.  It  was 
a  most  excellent  speech  from  beginning 
to  end,  and  he  had  nothing  to  say 
against  it ;  but  he  would  ask  for  an 
explanation  of  certain  passages  in  it. 
In  one  of  these  passages  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  this — 

'*  My  answer  to  the  critics  of  the  Irish  Gk>- 
vemment  is  that  I  do  not  read  like  them  the 
duties  of  Liberal  Ministers  in  Ireland.  That 
duty  consists,  first,  in  showing  that  life  is  safe 
and  order  secure  nnder  a  Liberal  Govem- 
ment." 

He  would  then  read  another  passage — 

*'  When  we  went  to  Ireland  in  May  last  we 
found  society  profoundly  disorganissed ;  w^e 
found  the  best  elements  in  it  depressed,  and 
the  worst  elements  triumphant:  and  hjovr 
should  it  be  otherwise  when,  instead  of  the  law 
being  a  terror  to  evildoers,  evil-doers  were  a 
terror  to  the  law-abiding  and  the  indus- 
trious P'* 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  to  add 
that — **When  we  went  to  Ireland    in 
May  last"  Her  Majesty's  Liberal  Go- 
vernment had  beeu  two  years  in  Office, 
and  that  Lord   Spencer,  who  was  in- 
cluded in  the  "we,"  was  one  of  those 
Ministers  who  not  only  advised  Parlia- 
ment not  to  revive  the  Peace  Preserva- 
tion Act,  but  refused  to  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  the  powers  he 
so  persistently  asked  for,  to  enable  him 
to  deal  with  disorder  and  crime,  and 
who,  for  all  they  knew,  carried  on  the 
intrigue    that  ejected   the  right    hon. 
Gentieman    from   Office.    He    thought 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  given  himself 
a  wide  latitude  when  he  thus  glorified 
himself  at  the  expense  of  his  Colieagues. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  duty  of  the  Government  "consisted, 
first,  in  showing  that  life  was  safe,  and 
order  secure ;  "  he  should  prefer  to  put  it 
into  plainer  language,  and  to  say  that  the 
first  duty  of  a  Government  was  to  govern, 
and  that  duty  the  Government  had  for 
two  years  shamefully  neglected.   Would 
society  have  been  **  profoundly  disor- 
ganized "  if  that  first  duty  of  a  Govern- 
ment had  been  carried  out  even  in  the 
most  elementary  manner?    He  would 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
resumed    his  able  Leadership    of    the 
House,  to  the  serious  charge  that  had 
been  brought  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
against  the  Government.   He  had  heard 
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acoasations  against  Lord  Salisbury,  Lord 
Cranbrook,  and  other  Members  of  the 
Conseryatiye  Party,  of  having  made 
Tiolent  speeches  'against  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  there  was  not  a  Member  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  high  or  low, 
that  ever  approach^  the  violence  of  the 
denunciation  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
which  he  had  just  quoted — ''When  we 
went  to  Ireland  in  May  last  we  found 
society  profoundly  disorganised."  Let 
it  be  recollected  that  Earl  Spencer,  in 
1880,  directly  contradicted  the  statement 
of  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  as  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  declared  about  the  same 
time  that  Ireland  had  never  been  in 
a  state  of  such  tranquillity  and  content- 
ment. It  was  quite  unnecessary,  after 
that  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
for  the  Opposition  to  make  the  slightest 
attack  on  the  Government  from  their 
own  original  resources.  They  had  only  to 
rely  on  his  speech  for  the  condemnation 
of  his  own  Colleagues.  What  had  been 
goinff  on  "when  we  went  to  Ireland 
in  lUy  last  ?  "  Why,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  let  out  of  prison  on  this  disor- 
ganized society,  in  order  that  he  might 
further  depress  the  best  elements  in  it 
and  elevate  the  worst  of  it,  a  man  whom 
he  thus  described  in  his  speech  at  Leeds — 

**A  man  who  had  gone  forth  upon  a  misaion 
to  demoTalize  a  people  by  teaching  them  to 
make  Uie  property  of  their  neighbours  the 
ohjeet  of  their  coTetoua  desires." 

And  in  his  speech  at  the  Guildhall  as — 

**  A  man  who  haa  made  himself,  beyond  all 
others,  prominent  in  the  attempt  to  destroy  the 
aothority  of  the  law,  and  to  substitute  anar- 
chical oppression  exercised  upon  the  people  of 
Ireland.'^ 

And  that  was  what  was  going  on  over 
there  "when  we  went  to  Ireland  in 
May  last.''  He  did  not  quarrel  with 
the  statement  as  a  statement  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
took  to  the  examination  of  Irish  matters 
the  wisdom  of  the  philosopher  and 
the  learning  of  the  historian.  He  al- 
lowed some  months  to  go  by  before  he 
m^e  his  report  on  what  he  saw  there  ; 
and  now  that  he  had  made  his  report 
they  might  depend  upon  it  his  words 
would  sink  deep  in  the  minds  of  those 
who  heard  it  and  those  who  read  it. 
The  judge  that  went  to  Ireland  to  re- 
port had  pronounced  his  verdict  on  his 
own  Colleagues  in  terms  unmistakably 
severe;   and  they  might  rest  perfectly 


convinced  that  the  people  of  England, 
as  a  supreme  tribunal,  would,  at  the 
proper  time,  award  the  proper  penalty. 

Sib  WILFKID  LAWSON  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  follow  the  discursive 
example  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Kandolph  Churchill), 
for  he  should  touch  only  on  one  point. 
He  had  had  no  intention  on  coming  down 
to  the  House  to  take  any  part  in  the  de- 
bate ;  but  he  could  not  sit  quiet  under  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Marquees  the  pre- 
sent Leader  of  the  House  on  the  question 
of  the  Eg3rptian  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  House  would  remember  that 
he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  done  his 
best  during  the  Autumn  Session  to  get 
a  fair,  straightforward  debate  upon  the 
conduct  of 'the  Oovernment.  He  had 
been  unable  to  do  so  because  the  Govern- 
ment, having  control  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  had  taken  good  care  such  discus- 
sion should  not  take  place.  The  reason 
he  brought  it  on  now  at  the  first  oppor- 
tunity was  that  otherwise  he  would  not 
again  have  a  chance  during  the  Session. 
The  more  he  thought  of  that  policy,  and 
the  more  he  read  about  it,  the  more  con- 
vinced he  was  that  we  had  made  a  great 
and  fatal  mistake  in  invading  that  coun- 
try ;  and  what  the  noble  Marquess  had 
stated  that  night  made  the  prospect  still 
more  alarming.  It  was  bad  enough  to 
invade  Egypt  to  put  down  a  rebellion, 
but  there  was  justification  for  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
when  he  asked  whether  we  were  not 
bound  now  to  put  down  the  rebellion  in 
the  Soudan.  Of  course,  if  the  principle 
was  right  to  put  down  the  first  rebellion, 
the  Government  was  bound  to  employ 
the  men  and  treasure  of  this  country  to 
put  down  the  other,  and  we  should  yet 
hear  of  battles  with  the  False  Prophet, 
of  victories  over  him,  and  of  officers 
being  made  Lords  in  consequence.  He 
objected  to  this  interference  in  toto.  The 
policy  of  the  Government  had  been 
summed  up  by  Lord  Derby,  who  said 
their  policy  in  Egypt  was  to  keep  the 
Khedive  on  his  legs.  Imagine  the  policy 
of  this  country  being  to  keep  an  Oriental 
despot  on  his  legs  against  the  wishes  of 
the  people !  The  noble  Lord  said  the 
Government  went  to  war  to  put  down  an 
unscrupulous  military  tyranny,  but  he 
did  not  advance  a  single  particle  of  proof 
that  this  tyranny  had  not  the  support  of 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  Whi^t 
was  to  be  done  with  regard  to  this  war 
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policy?  When  anyone  asked  a  Ques- 
tion on  the  subject  in  the  House  he 
was  told  he  must  not  do  that  because  he 
would  be  interfering  with  negotiations 
that  were  going  on.  When  the  battles 
were  fought,  Lords  were  made,  and  their 
pensions  voted — ["  No  !  "] — well,  the 
pensions  would  very  soon  be  voted.  It 
was  then  said — **  It  is  too  late  to  bring 
the  matter  before  the  House ;  it  is  all 
over ;  you  are  only  pouring  water  on  a 
drowned  rat."  They  were  all  very  glad 
to  see  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  back 
again  ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  now  do  better  than  he 
did  before  he  went  away.  .  Last  summer 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  lead- 
ing friends  attended  a  grand  meeting 
held  at  Willis's  Booms,  and  presided 
over  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Council  of 
Bondholders,  and  there,  from  all  he 
knew,  Jingo  songs  were  sung.  Cer- 
tainly a  warlike  policy  was  urged  upon 
the  Government  at  that  meeting.  The 
Government  then  went  into  that  war. 
Lord  Beaoonsfield  once  said  that  a 
Government  should  never  take  the  ad- 
vice of  its  enemies;  but  the  present 
Government  had  done  that,  otherwise 
they  would  not  have  got  into  that  mis- 
fortune. The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  had  told  the  people  of  Glas- 
gow that  that  war  was  unnecessary  and, 
therefore,  unjustifiable.  He  had,  there- 
fore, hoped  that  the  matter  would  be 
brought  to  a  fair  issue  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that  the  Tory  Leader 
would  be  true  to  his  principles,  and 
attack  the  Government  for  going  into 
that  unjustifiable  war.  Nothing,  how- 
ever, was  done ;  and  it  only  remained 
for  an  unfortunate  wretch  like  himself 
to  impeach  that  evil  policy.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  told  them  that  the  House 
had  all  the  Papers  and  all  the  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  which  the  Govern- 
ment could  give ;  and  that  made  it  ab- 
Bolutelv  necessary  for  him  to  move  an 
Amendment  in  reference  to  that  war. 
The  Amendment  he  wished  to  move  was 
to  this  effect — 

**  Bat  this  House  hombly  ezpresses  its  opi- 
nion that  no  sufiSdent  reason  ^s  been  shown 
lor  the  employment  of  British  Forces  in  recon- 
■tituting  the  Government  of  Egypt  and  reor- 
ganizing its  affairs  under  tiie  authority  of  the 
Khedive." 

That  embodied  sound  principles — or,  at 
any  rate,  sound  Liberal  principles — for 
it  could  not  be  a  Liberal  policy  to  force 
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any  sort  of  government  on  a  nation 
wluch  objected  to  have  that  government. 
He  should  be  told  that  the  people  of 
Egypt  were  in  favour  of  the  Khedive ; 
but  Th€  Standard'i  correspondent — who 
ought  to  have  weight,  at  least,  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite — said  that  Arabi'a 
I  supporters  were  thousands  and  the  sup« 
porters  of  the  Khedive  were  merely 
units.  The  Khedive's  party  consisted  of 
the  six  footmen  at  the  Palace.  They 
had  accounts  showing  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  was  now  more  cruel  and 
oppressive  than  it  was  before.  True, 
they  had  got  a  Financial  Adviser ;  but 
did  that  make  any  difference?  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  in  1877,  said  that  the  unfortu- 
nate Fellaheen  were  beaten  by  the  Khe- 
dive's officers  to  enforce  illegal  exactions, 
and  that  afterwards  they  were  beaten  for 
the  same  purpose  by  the  same  officers  in 
the  name  of  Mr.  Goschen.  They  were 
now  beaten  in  the  name  of  that  great 
Financial  Adviser,  who,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  explained,  was  entirely  under 
the  Khedive's  Government.  Why  were 
we  to  be  the  supporters  of  that  vile  sys- 
tem of  oppression  in  Egypt  which  had 
fone  on  from  generation  to  generation  ? 
'or  no  other  reason,  apparently,  except 
because  they  had  begun  to  do  so.  They 
had  done  wrong  last  year,  and  now  they 
must  go  on  with  it  to  the  bitter  end.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  there  were  many 
Gentlemen  sitting  behind  him  who  did 
not  like  that  war  at  all  in  their  hearts. 
He  had  studied  the  speeches  they  had 
made  in  the  Hecess,  and  what  was  the 
gist  of  them  ?  Why,  first,  that  the  Go- 
vernment knew  about  it  much  better 
than  they  did,  which  was,  perhaps,  true 
in  some  cases ;  and  their  second  and 
greater  argument  was  that  they  had  had 
a  glorious  success,  having  killed  more 
people  in  a  shorter  time,  and  done  it 
cheaper  than  the  Tories  would  have 
done.  Indeed,  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  had  told  the  Liberals  of 
Sheffield  he  was  sorry  it  had  been  done 
so  cheaply ;  and  he  rather  agreed  w^th 
him,  because  when  people  went  in  for 
such  things  it  was  only  right  that  they 
should  pay  well  for  them.  Therefore, 
he  now  protested  against  that  atrocious 
policy,  and  must  divide  against  it.  He 
supposed  they  had  all  read  the  recent 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(ifr.  Courtney).  [An  hon.  Member  : 
No.l  Then  they  ought  to  have  read  it ; 
for  lie  could  not  have  made  a  better 
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epeaoh  himself.  That  speech  was  the 
best  oondemnation  of  the  Government 
policy  he  had  read.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  he  hoped  there  were  a  few 
left  who  were  still  in  faTOor  of  the  old 
Liberal  policy  of  non-intervention.  He 
hoped  that  there  were,  and  that  they 
woold  vote  for  his  Amendment  that 
night.  He  felt  sure  that  unless  some 
check  were  put  on  that  meddling, 
muddling,  and  interfering  with  peoples 
with  whom  we  had  no  concern  a  great 
injury  would  be  done  in  the  future  both 
to  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  this  coun- 
try. That  being  so,  he  begeed  to  move 
the  Amendment  he  had  read. 

Me.  LABOUCHEBE,  in  seconding 
the  Amendment,  said,  he  was  glad  that 
those  who  did  not  entirely  agree  with 
the  Government  as  to  what  was  going 
on  in  Egypt  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  registering  their  opinion  oy  their 
votes.  Although  the  noble  Marquess 
now  leading  the  House  said  we  went  to 
Egypt  to  put  down  an  unscrupulous 
military  tyranny,  it  was  certain  that 
Arabi  Pasha  was  supported  by  the  en- 
tire Egyptian  nation.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess seemed  to  be  under  the  impression 
that  the  Government  policy  must  be  a 
good  one  if  the  official  Opposition  did 
not  ask  the  House  to  vote  against  it ; 
but  that  seemed  to  him  one  of  the  main 
reasons  why  the  policy  of  the  Liberal 
Leaders  was  erroneous.  He  could  quite 
understand  why  the  Opposition  did  not 
challenge  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
The  Government  were  practically  dragged 
into  the  war  by  the  acts  of  the  Opposi- 
tion when  they  were  in  power.  [** Oh! " J 
Attjone  who  read  the  Blue  Books  must 
Bee  that.  A  great  many  Liberals  and 
all  the  Hadieak  in  the  country  regretted 
the  Government  plunging  into  the  war. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  en- 
tered into  for  the  sake  of  the  bond- 
holders and  for  that  reason  only.  But 
the  war  had  been  entered  upon  and 
carried  through,  and  the  question  now 
was,  What  was  to  be  done  in  the  pre- 
sent position  ?  He  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
speech  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
because  he  did  not  think  that  the  scheme 
proposed  to  be  adopted  by  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  was  likely  to  mend  matters.  We 
were  going  to  place  the  Egyptian  Army 
under  an  English  General,  and  a  finan- 
cier by  the  side  of  the  Khedive,  and 
then  tell  Europe  that  the  Khedive  was 
SB  independent  Buler,  and  that  we  had 


nothing  to  do  with  the  government  of 
Egypt.  Why  were  we  there  ?  For  the 
single  object  of  collecting  the  debts  of 
the  bondholders.  In  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  reference  was  made  to  inter- 
national obligations,  but  he  absolutely 
denied  that  there  were  any  international 
obligations  involved  in  the  matter.  The 
debt  was  in  reality  the  debt  of  Ismail, 
and  not  that  of  the  people  at  all;  indeed, 
their  own  loan  of  £17,000,C00  had  not 
even  been  treated  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  rest  of  the  debt.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  stated^ that  the  object  in  view 
was  the  establishment  of  good  govern- 
ment in  Egypt ;  but  if  we  really  wished 
to  establish  any  sound  government  in 
that  country,  we  must  recognize  the  two 
great  principles  which,  in  the  opinion  of 
most  Englishmen,  were  at  the  bottom  of 
all  sound  government — namely.  Minis- 
terial responsibility  and  control  of  the 
people  over  the  purse.  The  plan  of 
Lord  Dufferin,  so  far  as  it  had  yet  been 
explained,  was  a  perfect  sham.  It  did 
not  give  the  Egyptians  any  species  of 
Constitutional  or  representative  Govern- 
ment. The  only  plan  was  to  advocate  a 
policy  of  non-intervention,  and  the  best 
way  to  do  that  was  not  by  precept  but 
by  example ;  and,  therefore,  he  sup- 
ported the  suggestion  that  we  should 
withdraw  from  Egypt  as  speedily  as 
possible.  The  House  had  been  told  that 
Hussia-,  Germany,  and  Austria  were  satis- 
fied with  the  Egyptian  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  but  the  majority 
of  the  English  people  were  not  satisfied, 
and  they  at  least  ought  to  have  a  voice 
in  the  matter.  They  could  not  suppose 
that  they  had  gained  many  Conservative 
votes,  they  had  spent  £4,500,000,  and 
unless  a  Government  on  really  Consti- 
tutional principles  was  established  in  the 
country,  leaving  to  the  Egyptians  them- 
selves to  decide  whether  they  would  pay 
their  debts  to  the  bondholders— and  he 
would  certainly  advise  them  not  to  pay— 
they  would  find  they  had  lost  the  con- 
fidence of  many  of  their  own  supporters. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  third  paragraph,  to  insert 
the  words  **  but  this  House  humbly  expresses 
its  opinion  that  no  sufficient  reason  has  been 
shown  for  the  employment  of  British  Forces  in 
reconstituting  the  Government  of  Egypt  and 
reorganising  its  affairs  under  the  authority  of 
the  Khedive."— C^ir  JFil/rid  Latoton.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

[Firet  Night.'] 
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LoBD  EDMOND  EITZlfAnBIOE : 
There  will,  no  doabt,  be  many  further 
opportunities,  if  it  is  desired  by  any  hon. 
Member,  in  the  course  of  the  next  few 
days,  or  at  any  time  during  the  Session, 
to  discuss  Egyptian  affairs ;  but,  never- 
theless, I  feel  that.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— and  especially  those  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  who  more 
particularly  represent  the  Department 
connected  with  Foreign  Affairs — have  no 
right  to  complain  if,  on  the  very  first 
day  of  the  Session,  some  notice  is  taken 
of  this  most  important  subject.  Indeed, 
Sir,  if  the  House  had 'insisted  upon  a 
long  and  a  large  discussion,  it  would 
have  been,  no  doubt,  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  have  accepted 
such  a  discussion  at  once  and  without 
demur.  Nor,  if  it  is  necessary,  will  Her 
Majesty's  Government  shrink  from  a 
discussion  as  full  as  the  House  may  de- 
sire. But  I  am  bound  to  say  this — that, 
after  listening  to  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  what  is  called  **  the  Fourth 
Party  "  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  and 
also  of  my  two  hon.  Friends  who  have 
just  sat  down  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  and 
Mr.  Labouchere),  it  did  not  appear  to 
me  as  if  there  is  any  great  or  burning 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  have 
a  very  long  or  full  discussion  ;  and,  that 
being  so,  I  have  ventured  to  trespass 
thus  early  in  the  debate  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  in  order  that  I  may, 
as  briefly  as  I  can,  respond  to  some  of 
those  more  or  less  modified  challenges 
which  have  been  addressed  to  us  from 
one  part  of  the  House  or  the  other.  I 
will  not  attempt  to  take  up  time  by 
considering  what  might  happen  if,  at 
some  future  date,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere) became  the  Bepresentative  of  an 
Egyptian  constituency,  a  subject  to  which 
he  has  himself  alluded.  No  doubt,  tiie 
Members  for  Northampton  have  strange 
political  fortunes  at  times ;  but,  neverthe- 
less, I  hope  it  may  be  our  good  fortune 
to  maintain  the  sitting  Member  as  Be- 
presentative for  Northampton  rather 
than  as  Member  for  an  Egyptian  consti- 
tuency on  the  banks  of  the  Nile.  My 
hon.  Friend  showed  his  usual  apprecia- 
tion of  the  facts  of  the  case  when  he  said 
that  a  great  deal  of  tiiis  Egyptian  matter, 
as  far  as  the  events  of  Lut  year  are 
concerned,  is  already  becoming  almost 


ancient  history ;  and  I  had  rather  hoped, 
if  that  were  his  opinion,  that  he  might 
have  spared  the  House  the  retrospect 
into    which    he    immediately  plunged. 
My  hon.  Friend  asserted,  what  we  have 
heard  before,  that  this  has  been  a  bond- 
holders' war,  and  that  the  view  which 
has  been  so  often  put  forward  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  others  in  regsjrd  to 
the    character    and    position  of  Arab! 
Pasha  is  a  mistaken  view.    But  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  he  confined  himself  to 
assertions.     He  said — '*  All  these  things 
are  in  the  Papers."     Now,  what  Papers 
does  he  allude  to  ?     There  are  a  certain 
number  of  Papers  already  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members,  and  I  say  most  dis- 
tinctly that  the  proof  of  that  assertion  is 
not  in  those  Papers,  nor  did  my  hon. 
Friend  attempt   to   produce   his  proof 
to  the  House.    I  will  go  further,  and 
say  that  when  hon.  Memoers  have  read 
the  Papers  which  I  have  had  the  honour 
to  lay  upon  the  Table    this  evening, 
they  will  also  find  in  them  no  proof  of 
these  assertions.    At  the  same  time,  I 
think  it  would  be  better,  speaking  with 
full  respect  for  the  opinions  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  if  he  had  in  any  case  waited 
until  he   had  read  the  Papers  before 
anticipating    the    discussion    upon  the 
question,  because  it  is  almost  impossible 
to  form  an  opinion  upon  many  of  the 
points  on  which  he  has  touched  until 
these  Papers  were  in  his  hands,  and  in 
the  hands  of  the  House,  and  of  the  pub- 
lic.     Nevertheless,    there    are    certain 
points  which  it  is  not  and  cannot  be 
premature  to  touch  upon ;  and  that  is, 
what  is  the  general  view  and  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ?    Now,  the 
hon.    Member    for    Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site  (Lord   Randolph    Churchill),   and 
some  one  or  two  of  his  immediate  Friends 
who  cheer  his  observations,  and  who 
cheered  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  declared  that 
this  was  a  bondholders'  war,  and  that  it 
was  solely  for  that  reason  that  we  went 
to  war.     [Lord  BAia)OLPH  Chubohill  : 
The  Prime  Minister  said  so.]    Well,  I 
do  not  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord ; 
but  he  will  have  full  opportunity  of 
proving  his  assertion  that  the  Prime 
Minister  said  this  was  a  bondholders' 
war.     He  will,  no  doubt,  take  some  op- 
portunity of  proving  that.    I  find  a  par- 
ticularly fair  description  of  what  were 
the  reasons  which  lea  Her  M^esty's  do- 
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Temment  most  unwillingly,  and  wholly 
nnder  the  atreas  of  dire  necessity,  to  de- 
part from  that  which  was  the  just  and 
cherished  tradition  and  principle  of  the 
Liberal  Party — namely,  the  flpreat  prin- 
dple  of  non-intervention.  iLaui^nter,! 
Mon.  Members  opposite  laugh;  but  1 
think  they  will  find  we  have  been 
unanimous  in  asserting  that  the  g^eat 
principle  of  non  -  intervention  is  the 
principle  of  the  Liberal  Party.  What 
was  it  that  on  the  4th  of  November,  1 881 , 
Lord  Granville  said,  in  a  despatch  to  Sir 
Edward  Malet  ?  He  described,  in  that 
despatch,  the  general  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jestv's  Qovemment  in  Egypt,  and  he 
•aid — 

"The  Gk>T6niment  of  England  would  run 
counter  to  the  most  cherished  traditions  of  na- 
tional history  were  it  to  entertain  a  desire  to 
diminish  that  liberty,  or  to  tamper  with  the  in- 
stitutions to  which  it  has  given  birth." 

And  then  he  goes  on  to  use  these  words 
— and  these  words  are  the  charter  of 
the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Government 
throughout  all  these  events — 

**  The  only  circumstance  which  could  force 
us  to  depart  from  the  course  of  conduct  which  I 
hare  above  indicated  would  be  the  occurrence 
in  Egypt  of  a  state  of  anarchy.  We  look  to  the 
Khecuve,  and  to  Cherif  Pasha,  and  to  the  good 
sense  of  the  Egyptian  people,  to  prevent  such  a 
eatastrophe ;  and  they  on  their  part  may  rest 
assured  that,  so  long  as  "Egypt  continues  in  the 

Cth  of  tranquil  and  legitimate  progress,  it  will 
th«  earnest  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  contribute  to  so  happy  a  result.*' 

Now,  Bir,  I  venture  to  assert  that  neither 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  nor 
any  other  hon.  Member  of  this  House, 
has  shown  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  deviate  from  these  prin- 
ciplee.  1  Lord  'Ranbolpb.  OnuBOHiLL : 
Oh!]  That  may  not  be  the  opinion  of 
the  noble  Lord ;  but,  without  any  neces- 
sity for  these  somewhat  frequent  inter- 
ruptions, the  noble  Lord  will  have  full 
opportunity  of  proving  by-and-bye  the 
accuracy  of  his  views.  If  it  is  the  opi- 
nion of  the  noble  Lord,  or  of  anybody 
else,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  departed  from  the  position  they 
have  laid  down,  let  him  or  them  prove 
it.  It  was  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment,  at  a  date  subsequent  to 
this  despatch,  that  the  condition  of 
things  which  the  despatch  contemplated 
as  possible,  but  hoped  would  not  arise, 
did  actually  arise — ^that  a  condition  of 


anarchy  did  exist  in  Egypt ;  that  that 
condition  of  anarchy  was  dangerous  to 
important  and  cherished  Engush  inte< 
rests ;  and  that  it  became  their  duty  to 
intervene,  acting,  if  possible,  in  concert 
with  the  other  Powers  of  Europe,  and 
more  especially  with  those  who,  like 
themselves,  were  principally  interested 
in  the  matter ;  but  on  the  fculure  or  re- 
fusal of  those  Powers  to  co-operate  with 
them,  they  felt  it  was  their  auty  not  to 
shrink  from  acting  alone.  And  act  alone 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did,  and  with 
results  which  it  is  notorious  were  uni- 
versally recognized  throughout  the  coun- 
try—[Lord  Kaitoolph  Churchill:  No!] 
— as  reflecting  the  highest  honour  on 
the  skill  of  those  to  whom  the  operations 
were  referred.  But,  Sir,  what  strikes  me 
as  a  matter  of  importance  is  this — on 
what  line  are  we  really  to  be  attacked  ? 
I  notice  that  there  is  one  line  of  attack 
opposite,  and  another  on  this  side  of  the 
House ;  and  the  only  agreement  is  this 
— that  although  the  two  lines  of  attack 
are  almost  entirely  opposite,  neverthe- 
less, hon.  Members  opposite,  and  those 
who  act  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  at  least  agree  in  cheering 
one  another,  and  in  criticizing  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  might  almost  be 
satisfied  with  leaving  the  case  there,  be- 
cause nearly  every  argument  adduced 
against  Her  Majesty's  Government  from 
Conservative  sources  is  perfectly  incon- 
sistent with  those  adduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  and  his  im- 
mediate Friends.  I  have  no  wish,  on 
this  occasion,  to  enter  into  any  long  dis- 
cussion upon  these  various  points.  As 
I  have  indicated  to  the  House,  the  case 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  from  the 
beginning  has  been  that  a  condition  of 
anarchy  existed  that  was  dangerous  to 
Egyptian  interests,  and  more  especially 
to  the  g^eat  commercial  interests  of  Eng- 
land, bound  up  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  Suez^  Canid.  We  'may  be  told  that 
Arabi  and  the  Military  Party  did  not 
actually  interfere  with  the  Suez  Canal. 
My  answer  to  that  is  a  plain  and  simple 
one.  When  a  house  is  on  fire  next  door, 
it  would  not  be  wise  for  you  to  wait 
until  the  fire  got  hold  of  your  house. 
When,  therefore,  at  the  end  of  May  and 
beginning  of  June  we  saw  the  whole 
of  Egypt  getting  into  a  condition  of 
anarchy,  it  oecame  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  recognize  the  fact 
that  that  condition  of  anarchy  was  not 
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one  under  whicli  we  could  feel  sure  that 
both  the  great  military  and  commercial 
and  political  interests  of  England,  bound 
up  with  the  interests  of  our  Indian  Em- 
pire, could  be  safely  left  at  the  mercy  of 
a  military  dictator.  From  that  point  of 
view  we  have  never  shrunk  ;  and  I  shall 
be  obliged,  in  any  debate  on  the  Eg3rp- 
tian  War  that  may  take  place  this  Ses- 
sion, to  decline  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  or  any  other  hon. 
Member  into  a  discussion  upon  the 
various  and  complicated  interests  of  the 
bondholders.  I  would  thereby  be  plead- 
ing guilty  to  every  charge  which  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  bring  against  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvernment,  and  would  con- 
sent to  acknowledge  that  this  was  a 
bondholders'  war.  I  am  not  here  to  de- 
fend the  interests  of  the  Egyptian  bond- 
holders ;  I  am  in  no  way  charged  on  be- 
half of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
enter  into  every  complicated  question  of 
finance  that  may  be  raised.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Finan- 
cial Advisers  of  Egypt  are  not  appointed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
complains  that  the  appointment  of  these 
Financial  Advisers  is  not  mentioned  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  Why  should  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  mention  the  appoint- 
ment of  Financial  Advisers  ?  It  is  not 
at  all  a  matter  which  calls  for  mention 
in  the  Queen's  Speech.  If  it  had  been 
mentioned  in  the  Speech,  we  know  per- 
fectly well  what  would  have  happened. 
The  noble  Lord  would  have  sprung  to 
his  feet  at  once  and  have  said — ''  Here 
you  are,  establishing  a  financial  Protec- 
torship and  Control."  If  we  had  allowed 
ourselves  thus  to  be  tempted  upon  the 
rocks  at  the  moment  the  ship  was  going 
down,  we  should  have  been  greeted  with 
immoderate  laughter  by  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  Friends.  The  noble  Lord  says 
that  my  noble  Friend  who  is  at  pre- 
sent leading  this  House,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
have  already  contradicted  their  former 
declarations,  because  they  had  said,  at 
one  time,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would,  under  no  circumstances,  be 
parties  to  appointing  in  Egypt  a  par- 
tizan  Minister  or  a  foreign  political 
Agent  to  guide  and  direct  the  country, 
and  yet  that  they  have  now  done  these 
very  things.  Here,  again,  my  answer 
is  the  same,  and  it  is  a  plain  and  simple 
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one.  Sir  Auckland  Colvin  is  not  ap- 
pointed by  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment, 
and  it  is  not  upon  the  appointment  of 
Sir  Auckland  Colvin  that  I  desire  to 
dweJl  as  being  the  main  safeguard  for 
that  English  influence  which  I,  for  one, 
am  quite  willing  to  grant  is  the  natural 
result  of  recent  events — not  merely  the 
events  of  last  year,  but  the  action  of 
many  preceding  Governments — and  an 
influence  which  I,  for  one,  am  wholly 
prepared  to  defend  and  support.  I  wish 
to  ask  hon.  Members  opposite,  who 
cheered  the  sentiments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  when  he  said  we 
ought  to  leave  the  country  at  once,  and 
that  we  ought  to  have  no  influence  there 
at  all,  whether  the  House  is  to  accept 
that  as  their  opinion  ?  [  Cries  of  *'  No  ! "] 
Then  on  which  leg  are  they  standing  ? 
What  are  really  their  opinions  ?  Is  it 
their  desire  simply  to  criticize  and  sim- 
ply to  attack  ?  If  only  to  criticize,  let 
them  come  forward  boldly  and  make 
their  criticisms.  Let  them  not  indulge, 
as  on  other  occasions,  in  small  and  petty 
attacks,  but  let  them  follow  the  example 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson},  who  has  the  courage, 
of  his  convictions,  and  challenges  ud  to 
a  distinct  issue.  It  is  my  misfortune 
occasionally  to  differ  from  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  but  I 
am  bound  at  least  to  recognize  that  he 
never  shrinks  from  giving  full  expres- 
sion to  his  opinions.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock,  with  that 
accuracy  which  always  distinguishes 
him,  during  the  short  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment which  took  place  in  the  autumn, 
in  answer  to  my  noble  Friend,  said  that 
the  Opposition — he  was  claiming  to  speak 
for  the  Opposition — had  repeatedly  asked 
for  a  day  on  which  to  challenge  the 
whole  conduct  and  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment —  [Lord  Bandolph  Chtjrchhx  : 
Hear,  hear !]— and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  done  everything  in  their 
power  to  avoid  and  shirk  that  discus- 
sion. fLord  Banbolph  Chubohill  : 
Hear,  near!]  I  can  only  regret  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock has  not  brought  back  from  the 
shores  of  the  Mediterranean,  from  which 
I,  for  one,  am  glad  to  seek  him  back  in 
full  health  and  vigour,  a  greater  amount 
and  store  of  accuracy,  u>r  he  is  quite 
wrong  and  inaccurate  in  the  view  he 
has  put  forward.  There  were  two  at- 
tempts made,  in  the  short  Session  of 
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Parliament  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
alluded,  to  challenge  the  policy  and  con- 
duct of  the  Goyemment  bj  what  may 
be  called  criticism,  but  not  at  all  in  the 
manner  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
alluded.  [Lord  Eakbolph  Churchill  : 
What  was  asked  for  was  a  clear  issue.] 
On  the  6th  of  November,  1882,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  rose  in  his  place,  and  said — 

"  I  beg  to  i^ve  Notice  that,  on  as  early  a  day 
as  I  can  obtain,  I  shall  call  attention  to  the  pre- 
sent emplojrment  of  a  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  in  Egypt,  and  move  *  That  this  House  is 
entitled  to  a  fnller  explanation  of  the  nature 
and  duration  of  the  employment  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Forces  in  Eg^pt,  and  of  the  estimated 
cost  thereof,  than  it  has  yet  received.'  I  shall 
also  take  an  early  opportunity  of  asking  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  can  afford  a  day  for 
the  discnasion  of  that  Motion." — [3  Hansard^ 
[274]  842.] 

I  do  not  think  that  anybody  conversant 
with  the  forms  of  Votes  of  Censure  in 
this  House  will  call  that  very  mild  and 
innocuous  Notice  a  Vote  of  Censure.  I 
find  that  a  few  days  afterwards  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  who 
does  deal  with  Amendments  and  Votes 
of  Censure,  and  who  has  the  courage  of 
his  oonTictions,  was  evidently  under  the 
impression  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  was  not  going  to  lay  bare 
the  sore,  and  he  therefore  asked  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition — 

*'  Whether  he  proposes  to  bring  forward  any 
Motion  condemning  the  military  position  in 
Egypt,  which  in  the  country  he  declared  to  be 
nnjnatifiable  and  unnecessary  P  " — [Ibid.  866.] 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  re- 
plied as  follows : — 

"  I  do  not  know  whether  I  may  be  allowed 
to  ask,  aa  a  matter  of  courtesy,  whether  the 
hon.  Member  received  a  note  from  me  last  week, 
in  which  I  stated  that  I  presumed  I  would  not 
be  allowed  to  answer  the  Question,  but  telling 
him  what  my  answer  would  be,  and  that  I 
would  do  nothing  to  compromise  my  freedom 
in  the  matter.  I  hare  already  to-night  given 
a  Notice  in  reference  to  this  question.'' 

And  then  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sip  Wilfiid  Lawson)  said — 

**  I  should  not  have  asked  the  Question  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  any  Notice 
concerning  the  war ;  but  the  Motion  of  which 
he  baa  given  Notice  concerns  the  future  policy 
of  the  Government."— £/Airf.  867.] 

It  is,  therefore,  quite  clear  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  perfectly  understood 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  that  the  Motion  of  which 


he  had  given  Notice  was  not  a  condem- 
nation of  the  .Government  for  what  they 
had  done  in  the  past,  but  rather  a  Mo- 
tion intended  to  elicit  from  them  a  de- 
claration as  to  their  policy  in  the  future. 
So  much  for  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I  come  now 
to  the  only  other  Motion  I  can  find,  and 
it  is  one  given  by  the  former  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in 
the  Government  of  Lord  Beaconsfield 
(Mr.  Bourke).  I  find  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  wished  to  bring  forward  a  Mo- 
tion in  regard  to  certain  points  con- 
nected with  the  trial  of  Arabi  Pasha. 
[Mr.  BoTTRKE :  No !]  I  should  be 
sorry  if  I  were  to  misunderstand  my 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  but  he  asked  if  the 
Government  would  give  a  day  for  a 
Motion  condemning  the  Government  for 
the  surrender  of  Arabi.  [Lord  Kak- 
DOLFH  Churohill  :  Hear,  hear ! J  That 
is  exactly  what  I  said.  [Lora  Eak- 
DOLPH  Chubchill  :  No  !]  And  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  further  asked — **  Whe- 
ther the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
had  any  statement  to  make  with  respect 
to  the  trial  of  Arabi  ?"  What  I  wish  to 
point  out  is  this — it  is  not  my  desire  to 
dwell  on  any  distinction  between  the 
surrender  and  trial  of  Arabi  Pasha,  but 
to  show  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  was  perfectly  inaccurate 
when  he  said  that  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke),  who 
was  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  in  the  Government  of  Lord  Bea- 
consfield, had  wished  to  bring  forward 
any  Motion  censuring  the  Government 
in  regard  to  their  Egyptian  policy,  but 
that,  on  the  contrary,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  simply  desired  to  bring  forward 
a  certain  point  in  regard  to  the  surren- 
der and  trial  of  Arabi  Pasha,  and  the 
Prime  Minister  refused,  on  account  of 
the  state  of  Public  Business,  to  give 
him  a  day  merely  for  the  discussion  of  a 
small  fragment  of  the  question.  There 
was  no  question  of  bringing  forward 
anything  which  could  be  described  as  a 
Vote  of  Censure ;  and  it  was  perfectly 
clear,  as  I  pointed  out  just  now,  from 
the  observations  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle,  that  he  felt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  having 
used  strong  language  in  the  country  on 
the  subject  of  the  war,  when  it  came  to 
a  question  of  justifying  it  in  the  House, 
shrank  from  justifying  it.    That  is  the 
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Parliamentary  liistory  of  wliat  happened 
during  the  short  SessioQ  of  last  year. 
There  are,  no  doubt,  other  points  on 
ivhich  I  might  dwell ;  but,  at  this  late 
hour  of  the  night,  it  is  my  wish  only  to 
answer  those  points  which  have  been 
raised  by  those  who  immediately  pre- 
ceded me  in  the  debate.  When  the 
House  is  in  possession  of  all  the  Papers 
I  have  placed  on  the  Table  to-night, 
and  when  hon.  Members  will  hare  read 
also  some  further  Papers  which  I  hope 
it  will  soon  be  in  my  power  to  produce 
— among  them  a  despatch  of  great  im- 
portance from  Lord  Dufferin — ^I  believe 
the  House  willthen  be  able  to  appre- 
ciate the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment  in  a  fuller  manner  than  is 
possible  from  the  Papers  already  pub- 
lished. They  will  be  able  to  recognize 
the  great  pains,  the  skill,  and  the  in- 
domitable industry  of  Lord  Dufferin, 
and  to  agree  with  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
yernment  that  in  that  land,  where 
English  interests  are  most  undoubtedly, 
in  the  opinion,  I  believe,  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  coun- 
try, bound  up  in  a  manner  far  beyond 
the  mere  interests  of  commercial  or 
financial  matters — that  in  that  land  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  succeeded, 
through  Lord  Dufferin,  in  showing  the 
same  administrative  and  diplomatic  skill 
which,  through  their  Admirals  and  Gene- 
rals, they  have  succeeded  in  showing  in 
their  naval  and  military  operations.  The 
House  will  also  find  that  the  institu- 
tions which  we  have  succeeded  in  giving 
to  the  Egyptian  people  will  be  institu- 
tions of  a  strong  ana  durable  character, 
which  may  not  merely  secure  them  from 
anarchy,  which,  as  I  have  pointed  out, 
is  the  great  object  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  may  also  give  to  them 
no  small  share,  not  only  of  commercial 
and  industrial  prosperity,  but  also  of 
freedom,  practical  liberty,  and  political 
advancement. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  that  as  a 
rather  important  debate  had  been  ini- 
tiated by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  and  as  that  was  the 
first  night  of  the  Session,  he  presumed 
the  Government  would  have  no  objection 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  He 
therefore  begged  to  make  that  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—\Jir,  A,  J.  Balfour.) 

Lord  Edmond  Fitwnauriee 


The  Mabquebs  op  HARTINGTOH 
said,  that  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  had  been  moved  at 
a  somewhat  earlier  hour  than  usual. 
If,  however,  the  debate  on  the  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  was  likely  to  be 
protracted,  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site desired  to  take  part  in  it,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  worth  while  to  offer 
any  opposition  to  the  Motion.  At  the 
same  time,  he  thought,  before  the  House 
agreed  to  it,  they  should  have  some  in- 
formation as  to  the  number  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  desired  to  take  part  in. 
that  debate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
not  challenged  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment so  far  as  it  had  succeeded — 
the  military  operations  —  and  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Harting^n)  did  not  know 
yet  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  take  part  in  the  debate  upon 
a  Motion  which  had  been  made  in  an- 
other part  of  the  House.  Of  course,  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  intended  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  of 
entering  into  a  discussion  upon  the 
events  of  the  war,  it  would  take  a  longer 
time  than  they  had  at  their  disposal 
that  evening,  and  he  would  offer  no  ob- 
jection to  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  But  if  it  was 
only  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  who  intended  to 
address  the  House  on  the  subject,  he 
thought  they  might  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, even  at  that  late  hour,  to  continue 
his  observations. 

Sib  STAFFOKD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
the  matter  was  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance. He  should  not  himself — as, 
in  fact,  was  obvious  from  the  time  he 
had  taken  in  the  observations  he  had 
made — have  selected  this  as  the  occasion 
for  raising  any  question  as  to  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  £gypt ; 
but,  as  the  question  had  been  raised 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  himself  and 
others  sitting  near  him  that  they  should 
express  their  views  upon  the  matter, 
which  it  was  impossible  to  do  con- 
veniently at  that  hour  of  the  night.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  debate  might 
be  adjourned.  He  confessed  he  should 
have  preferred  that  the  discussioii 
should  not  have  come  on  at  a  time  when 
they  had  not  the  whole  of  the  Papers 
before  them;    but,  inconvenient   as  it 
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migbt  be,  he  thought  the  inoonyenienoe 
would  be  less  than  that  of  coming  to  a 
huiried  TOte  upon  bo  important  a  ques- 
tion.     

Sir  WILFBID  LAWSON  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  oould  not  afford  infor- 
mation as  to  the  number  of  persons 
likely  to  take  part  in  the  debate.  Per- 
haps, under  the  New  Bules,  it  would  be 
competent  to  ask  them  to  stand  up  in 
their  places.  Personally,  he  had  made 
no  arrangement  with  anyone  for  car- 
rying on  the  debate,  and  he  only  de- 
ored  to  make  one  remark  in  regard  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  StaffoKl  North- 
cote)  in  reference  to  waiting  for  further 
Papers.  The  reason  he  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  had  risen  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment was  because  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had 
stated  distinctly  that  the  House  had 
all  the  information  and  Papers  in  the 
possession  of  the  Goyemment  before 
them,  and  that  they  would  enable  them 
to  judge  of  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Therefore,  it  was  unfair  to 
charge  him  with  haying^acted  prema- 
torely  or  precipitately. 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
thought  that  sufficient  attention  had  not 
been  giyen  to  an  observation  which  had 
faUen  from  the  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hiurtington).  The  noble  Marquess 
began  by  asking  if  a  number  of  hon. 
Members  proposed  to  take  part  in  the 
debate,  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
understood  that  the  noble  Marquess's 
agreement  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  was  to  depend  upon  the  number 
of  persons  who  desired  to  take  part  in 
it.  He  gathered  from  that  remark  that 
the  noble  Ifarquess,  in  a  certain  state 
of  oiroumstances,  seriously  proposed  to 
put  into  eflTect  the  New  Bules  for  closing 
a  debate.  He  thought  the  proper  an- 
swer to  the  noble  Marquess  would  be 
that  as  many  Members  would  take  part 
in  the  debate  as  had  such  a  course  com- 
mended to  them  by  their  own  judg- 
ment. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  it  was  important 
to  know  when  the  despatch  recently  re- 
ceived from  Lord  Dufferin  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members.  Could  the 
noble  Marquess,  or  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  when  the 
despatch  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 


LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE, 
in  reply,  said,  that  all  the  Papers  would 
be  produced  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
could  not  state  exactly  the  day ;  but  the 
Papers  already  produced  gave  very  full 
information,  ana  the  rest  might  be  issued 
to-morrow. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  was  to  be 
regretted  that  the  noble  Marquess  the 

Srovisional  Leader  of  the  House  (the 
[arquess  of  Hartington)  was  not  in 
possession  of  the  information  which  had 
just  been  communicated  to  the  House 
by  his  Colleague  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  because  he 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  sure  that  if  the 
noble  Marquess  had  had  the  slightest 
idea  that  complete  information  was  so 
near  at  hand  as  to-morrow  morning,  he 
would  not  have  proposed  to  have  a  vote 
taken  just  now.  He  could  not  possibly 
suppose  that  the  noble  Marquess  was 
anxious  to  take  a  vote  before  the  Papers 
were  communicated. 

Mb.  BOUBEE  asked  whether,  among 
the  Papers  to  be  communicated  to- 
morrow, there  would  be  any  in  regard  to 
the  trial  of  Arabi  Pasha?  because  he 
believed  that  the  whole  point  of  the  case 
was  that  it  was  perfectly  impossible  for 
the  House  to  come  to  a  decision  with  re« 
gard  to  the  causes  of  the  war  without 
being  put  in  possession  of  information 
as  to  what  had  taken  place  at  the  trial 
of  Arabi.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
know  if  they  were  to  have  any  record  of 
that  trial,  or  any  information  from  Sir 
Charles  Bivers  Wilson  or  Lord  Dufferin 
as  to  finance  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICB, 
in  reply,  said,  that  among  the  Papers 
which  would  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  to-morrow,  or  the  day  after, 
there  were  documents  which  would  give 
very  full  information  in  regard  to  the 
iriil. 

Question  put,  and  agr$$d  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o* clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday y  16ih  February,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— Jiy«*  Reading—- 
Payment  of  Wages  in  Pablic-hoosea  Pro- 
hibition •  (1). 

THE  DEBATE  ON  THE  ADDRESS. 
PERSONAL    EXPLANATION. 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  seeing  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  in  his 
place,  I  wish  to  make  a  personal  expla- 
nation, or  rather  reference  to  two  charges 
which  the  noble  Earl  made  against  me 
last  night.  I  heard  them  with  consider- 
able surprise;  but  I  had  spoken,  and 
had  not  the  right  to  speak  again ;  and 
hearing  such  charges  from  a  person  of 
the  noble  Earl's  authority,  I  wished  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  looking  at  the 
documents  again  before  I  said  anything 
to  your  Lordships  on  the  subject.  I 
have  looked  at  the  documents  carefully, 
and  I  confess  I  am  still  surprised  at  the 
view  the  noble  Earl  takes  of  the  matter, 
and  at  his  having  found  himself  in  a 
condition  to  make  these  charges.  His 
assertion  was  that  at  Edinburgh  I  had 
been  guilty  of  a  gross  inaccuracy,  and 
also  of  a  gross  inconsistency.  Now,  it 
appears  to  me  that  my  statement  was 
perfectly  accurate,  and  was  in  perfect 
consistency  with  the  sentiments  I  had 
preyiously  expressed.  The  complaint  of 
the  noble  Earl  in  respect  of  inaccuracy 
was  that  I  held  up  the  Government  to 
reprobation  because  they  had  asked  the 
permission  of  Europe  to  invade  Egypt, 
and,   having    received   a  refusal,  they 

Eroceeded  to  take  Egypt.  That  is  the 
inguage  in  which  the  noble  Earl  stated 
it.  There  was  a  slight  inaccuracy  in  his 
quotation  from  my  Edinburgh  speech. 
He  says  I  used  the  word  *'  Egypt."  I 
did  not  do  so.  I  said  ''  to  invade  a  coun- 
try." I  was  using  a  general  phrase, 
and  the  distinction  is  important,  because 
I  was  not  referring  to  Egypt  as  a  whole, 
but  to  that  limited  part  of  Egypt  which 
is  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Suez  Canal.  So 
that,  if  I  had  spoken  of  Egypt  generally, 
as  the  noble  Earl  fancies  I  did,  I  might 
have  misled  my  audience.  Now,  the 
question  is.  Did  the  noble  Earl  ask  per- 
mission to  invade  the  Suez  Canal  terri- 
tory, and  did  he  receive  a  refusal,  and 


proceed  to  take  it  ?  These  are  the  three 
assertions,  and  they  seem  to  be  sup- 
ported by  the  Papers  on  the  Table  of 
your  Lordships'  House.  I  have  here  a 
despatch  of  Lord  Dufferin's  of  the  19th 
of  July,  as  follows : — 

'*  I  have  the  honour  to  tranimit  herewith  to 
^our  Lordship  a  copy  of  the  proposal  which  I, 
in  compliance  with  the  instrucikionB  contained  in 
^our  Lordship's  telenam  of  the  17th  instant, 
in  common  with  my  French  colleague,  made  to- 
day at  the  ninth  meeting  of  the  Egyptian  Con- 
ference for  the  protection  of  the  Suez  Canal." 
—[No.  326.] 

The  extract  from  the  telegram  is  as 
follows : — 

"  England  and  France  propose  in  conse- 
quence to  the  Conference  to  designate  the 
Powers  who  should  be  charged  in  case  of  need 
to  take  the  measures  specially  necessary  for 
the  protection  of  the  Canal.  In  order  to  save 
time,  the  Powers  so  designated,  and  who  should 
have  accepted  the  mandate,  shall  he  aathorized 
to  decide  on  the  mode  and  the  moment  of  action. 
This  action  would  he  exercised  in  every  case  on 
the  principle  of  the  Self-denying  Protocol." 

There  is  no  doubt  about  the  nature  of 
the  action ;  it  would  be  the  occupation 
of  places  on  the  Suez  Canal.  But,  if 
there  were  any  doubt,  the  Correspond- 
ence of  the  noble  Earl  with  the  French 
Government,  in  which  the  positions  to 
be  occupied  are  discussed  and  marked 
out,  would  sufficiently  settle  the  ques- 
tion. This,  then,  is  the  application  for 
the  mandate — authority  to  enter  upon, 
to  invade,  the  territory  of  Egypt  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Suez  Canal.  How 
was  that  proposal  received  by  the  Powers 
to  whom  it  was  made?  This  is  what 
Lord  Dufferin  says — 

'*Both  Baron  de  Galioe  and  the  German 
Charge  d^Affairee  exhibited  a  marked  unwilling- 
ness to  discuss  our  propositions.  The  Austrian 
Ambassador  observed  that,  inasmuch  as  the  risk 
to  the  Canal  constituted  an  obvious  case  of 
force  miyeure,  it  would  be  preferable  that  En^ 
land  alone,  or  France  and  England,  should,  m 
case  of  necessity,  deal  with  the  matter  on  their 
own  initiative,  without  involving  the  Confer- 
ence in  any  responsibility  in  the  question  of 
issuing  a  mandat  to  one  or  more  specially  desig- 
nated Powers.  M.  de  Hirschfeldt,  the  German 
Charge  d* Affaires,  followed  in  the  same  sense, 
and  declared  that  he  had  no  instructions  autho- 
rizing him  even  to  consider  the  question." — 
[No.  432.] 

You  have,  then,  this  state  of  things- 
England  applying  for  a  mandate  to  oc- 
cupy the  territory  of  the  Suez  Canal, 
and  the  Austrian  and  the  German  Minis- 
ter refusing  even  to  discuss  the  proposi- 
tion, much  less  to  g^ant  it,  and  refusing 
even  to  refer  to  their  own  Government 
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'or  authority  to  dlBOUss  it.  Surely  wben 
I  described  that  as  a  refusal  I  was  ex- 
preasing  the  fact  in  the  language  which 
ereiy  diplomatist  would  use.  Indeed, 
it  was  impossible  to  convey  a  refusal 
without  an  absolute  breach  in  a  manner 
more  peremptoiy  or  definite.  The  ap- 
plication for  a  mandate  was  thus  made 
and  declined.  Then  the  noble  Earl 
complains  that  I  said  he  '*  took"  the 
territoiy  in  question.  His  objection,  as 
I  understand  it,  is  that  he  does  not  admit 
the  statement  because  he  did  not  keep 
the  territory.  But  I  never  said  that  he 
took  it,  as  lawyers  say,  animo  furandi ; 
it  is  possible  that  he  means  to  give  it  up 
•^I  dare  say  he  does ;  but  will  the  noble 
Earl  tell  me  that  the  Bussians  did  not 
take  Sofia  because  they  gave  it  up  ?  In 
1855  the  Allies  entered  into  the  same 
Protocol  of  self'-denial  with  respect  to 
all  Russian  territory,  and  they  gave  up 
the  territory  they  occupied,  fiut  will 
the  noble  Earl  tell  me  that  they  did  not 
take  Sebastopol  ?  They  took  Sebastopol, 
and  the  noble  Earl  has  undoubtedly 
taken  Port  Said  and  Ismailia.  I  am  far 
frouL  implying  that  the  noble  Earl  has 
oonadouuy  misrepresented  my  state- 
ment ;  but  I  maintain  that  my  statement 
made  at  Edinburgh  was  literally  and 
absolutely  true,  and  that  I  could  not 
have  made  it  in  so  short  a  space  in  more 
exact  words.  Then  comes  the  second 
charge  of  the  noble  Earl,  that  I  was 
guilty  of  gross  inconsistency  in  say- 
ing that  the  sending  of  the  Fleet  as  it 
was  sent  into  the  Harbour  of  Alexandria 
was  contrary  to  International  Law.  Now, 
I  venture  respectfully  to  say  that  I  never 
used  language  approving  the  sending  of 
the  Fleet  as  it  was  sent  into  the  Harbour 
of  Alexandria.  The  noble  Earl,  with 
an  air  of  great  indignation,  said  that 
such  language  would  oe  perfectly  con- 
sistent on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bright  or  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson,  because  they  always 
objected  to  the  despatch  of  the  Fleet  to 
Alexandria.  That,  by  the  way,  is  a 
curious  admission,  because  Mr.  Bright 
was  in  Office  for  five  weeks  after  the 
Fleet  was  sent.  But  the  noble  Earl  goes 
on  to  say  that  it  is  not  possible  to  con- 
ceive how  I  could  lay  down  the  principle 
that  I  approve  of  the  action,  and  then 
hold  up  the  Government  to  execration 
at  Edinburgh  for  taking  a  course  I  en- 
tirely approved  of  at  the  time.  I  en- 
tirely deny  that  I  approved  of  it  at  the 
time.    The  noble  Earl,  on  the  occasion 


referred  to,  in  answer  to  a  Question  from 
my  noble  Friend  (Earl  De  La  Warr), 
stated  at  some  lengfth  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  (Government,  and  informed 
the  House  in  the  course  of  that  state- 
ment that  ships  had  been  sent  to  Alex- 
andria. I  then  said  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  which  I  could  take  exception.  I 
must  altogether  demur  to  the  principle, 
which  I  think  the  noble  Earl  is  laying 
down,  that  because  at  a  critical  moment 
a  Member  of  the  Opposition  declines  to 
take  exception  to  a  particular  act  of  the 
Government,  therefore  he  is  estopped 
from  criticizing  it  later.  I  said,  in  fact, 
over  and  over  again,  in  the  course  of 
these  discussions,  that  I  abstained  from 
criticism  solely  for  the  sake  of  the  public 
interest ;  and  I  think  it  will  be  an  evil 
precedent  if  the  Opposition  is  held  to 
acquiesce  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment  because  they  do  not  at  a  critical 
moment  object  to  it.  Besides,  move- 
ments of  a  warlike  nature  are  always  by 
prescription  exempt  from  Parliamentary 
criticism  at  the  moment,  it  being  obvious 
that  those  movements  and  their  effect  on 
Foreign  Powers  might  be  injured  by 
criticism.  Though  I  think  it  right  to 
enter  this  general  protest,  there  is  an- 
other very  strong  reason  for  objecting  to 
the  noble  Earl's  interpretation  of  my 
words,  by  which  he  makes  me  admit 
that  the  sending  of  the  Fleet  to  the 
Harbour  of  Alexandria  was  in  accord- 
ance with  International  Law.  What  was 
it  that  the  noble  Earl  staled  at  the 
time?  I  do  not  think  he  could  have 
looked  back  to  the  precise  statement  he 
made  to  the  House.    He  said — 

'*  In  these  circumstanceB  England  and  France 
have  agreed  to  send  orders  to  the  three  British 
men-of-war  at  Corfu,  and  to  the  French  men-of- 
war  at  the  PirsBns,  to  rendezvous  at  Suda  Bay,  and 
to  go  to  Alexandria,  where  they  would  find  that 
order  had  preceded  them,  we  haring  informed 
Turkey  and  all  the  Powers  of  these  measures  in 
support  of  the  policy  already  agreed  upon." 

I  do  not  know  what  the  noble  Earl 
meant  by  those  words ;  but  at  that  time 
it  obviously  appeared  that  the  Fleet  was 
sent  in  agreement  with  Turkey  and  the 
rest  of  the  Powers,  and  if  that  had  been 
so,  undoubtedly  there  would  have  been 
no  breach  of  International  Law  in  its 
presence  in  the  port.  The  reason  why 
the  proceedings  could  be  condemned  as 
contrary  to  International  Law  was  that 
it  was  not  sent  with  the  will,  but  against 
the  will,  of  the  Power  to  which  Alex- 
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andria  belonged.  I  must  repeat,  in  the 
most  emphatic  language  I  can  use,  my 
protest  against  the  supposition  that  we 
take  no  exception  to  acts  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  which,  at  a  particular  time,  we 
may  not  think  it  right  to  criticize.  For 
many  reasons,  in  view  of  the  attitude  of 
the  Sovereign  in  Turkey,  in  view  of  the 
absence  of  any  military  force,  in  view  of 
the  long  delay  to  which  the  Fleet  was 
condemned,  in  view  of  the  very  dan- 
gerous position  of  the  British  subjects 
on  land  which  its  presence  created,  I 
should,  if  I  had  spoken  freely  at  the 
time,  undoubtedly  not  have  approved 
of  sending  the  Fleet  as  it  was  sent. 
But  because  I  allowed  it  to  pass  without 
criticism,  especially  when  the  noble 
Earl's  statement  was  accompanied  by 
words  which  clearly  indicated  that  it 
was  sent  with  the  consent  of  the  Powers 
and  Turkey,  the  noble  Earl  accuses  me 
of  inconsistency  because  I  subsequently 
criticized  that  proceeding.  I  must  enter 
another  protest.  Last  night  I  said  that 
I  highly  admired  the  conduct  and 
energy  of  Lord  Spencer  in  dealing  with 
Ireland;  but  the  noble  Earl  twisted 
that  into  an  assertion  that  I  could  find 
nothing  to  object  to  in  the  conduct  of 
the  Irish  Government  since  the  Becess. 
I  decidedly  demur  to  that  interpretation. 
There  are  many  acts  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment to  which  I  take  the  strongest  ob- 
jection, though  I  do  not  think  it  expe- 
dient to  discuss  them  at  the  present 
time.  As  the  noble  Earl  has  laid  down 
this  doctrine,  I  must  reserve  to  myself 
the  right  of  criticizing  these  acts  as  well 
as  the  action  of  the  Government  in  re- 
gard to  foreign  affairs  at  a  future  period, 
in  spite  of  that  reserve  which  we  have 
observed  during  the  actual  crisis  of  affairs. 
Eakl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  with 
regard  to  Ireland  I  think  my  observa- 
tions last  night  were  correct.  I  think  I 
had  a  right  to  feel  gratified  that  the 
noble  Marquess  could  not  find  anything 
to  complain  of.  Although  he,  as  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  and  criticizing  the 
Queen's  Speech,  had  g^ne  over  all  the 
topics  mentioned  in  it,  and  found  fault 
with  the  Government  generaUy,  he  did 
not  find  fault  with  a  single  act  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  Ireland 
during  the  last  six  months.  I  really 
could  not  find  out  from  what  was  said 
what  charges  were  likely  to  be  made, 
and  I  was  confirmed  in  my  conclusion 
by  the  entire  abstention  from  any  accu- 
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sation  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Mar* 
quess,  who  is  not  generally  very  reticent 
when  any  fault  is  to  be  found.  It  is  the 
fact  that  he  did  not  find  fault  with  a 
single  action  of  the  Irish  Government 
since  August.  Then  the  noble  Mar- 
quess complains  of  my  having  misre- 
presented what  he  said  at  Edinburgh. 
He  asserts  he  was  justified  in  saying 
that  we  had  asked  leave  to  take  Egypt.- 

Thb  Marquess  of  SALISBUBT  :  A 
country.  

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  Well,  the  dis- 
tinction is  one  of  so  subtle  a  character 
that  I  cannot  reproach  myself  with  in- 
accuracy in  failing  to  make  it. 

The  Mabquess  op  SALISBURY: 
But  all  you  asked  the  mandate  for  was 
to  take  a  portion  of  territory  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Suez  Canal. 

Eabl  GRAN VILLE :  At  a  particular 
moment  France  and  ourselves  made  an 
application  to  the  Powers  to  specify 
some  particular  Power,  not  naming  our- 
selves, to  exercise  authority  as  the  man- 
datory of  Europe  on  a  particular  occa- 
sion. The  Powers  were  not  willing  to 
take  upon  themselves  to  specify  any 
particular  Power ;  they  were  not  willing 
to  give  the  mandate.  I  am  bound  to 
say — and  the  distinction  is  important — 
that  while  we  received  great  encourage- 
ment to  go  on,  the  Powers  gave  reasons 
why  they  did  not  wish  themselves  to 
give  a  mandate,  such  as  the  noble  Lord 
says  was  asked  for  and  refused.  I 
utterly  deny,  as  I  denied  yesterday, 
that  we  have  ever  asked  permission  to 
do  that  which  we  did.  I  further  state 
that  permission  was  never  in  the  slightest 
way  refused  to  us.  The  noble  Marquess 
says  that  we  took  the  country  in  the 
same  way  that  we  took  Sebastopol ;  but 
there  is  this  enormous  difference — that  in 
the  Crimea  we  were  fighting  against  the 
Russians,  while  in  this  case  we  were 
fighting  on  behalf  of  the  Khedive  and 
his  authority,  and  to  put  down  the  re- 
bellion and  the  anarchy  that  existed  in 
the  country.  If  we  had  taken  advan- 
tage of  that  to  seize  and  hold  the  coun- 
try, then  we  should  have  invaded  in  the 
sense  in  which  the  language  used  at 
Edinburgh  was  understood.  The  inao- 
curacies  of  the  noble  Marquess  at  Edin- 
burgh were  all  taken  as  texts  upon 
which  an  elaborate  accusation  was 
brought  against  us  in  the  leading  Con- 
servative review,  in  order,  by  sustaining 
a  theory  entirely  false,  to  prove  how 
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wrong  we  were  in  going  into  the  war. 
The  writer  of  the  article  makea  the  most 
extraordinary  use  of  official  Papers,  and 
he  takes  one  by  one  the  observations 
made  by  the  noble  Marquess  at  Edin- 
burgh. With  regard  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess having  apparently  approved  of 
what  was  done,  he  says  that  he  merely 
abstained  from  criticism  because  he  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  warlike  opera- 
tions; but  still,  to  the  common  mind, 
what  he  said  appeared  to  have  more 
meaning  than  that.  When  a  statement 
was  made  that  the  Fleet  was  on  its  way 
to  Alexandria  he  went  out  of  his  way  to 
say  that  he  had  no  objection  to  make  to 
the  statement.  To  the  common  under- 
standing it  must  appear  that  he  gave 
his  approval  to  the  course  we  were  going 
to  pursue.  The  noble  Marquess  now 
says  that  we  committed  a  breach  of  In- 
ternational Law  in  making  certain  de- 
mands. But  last  year  he  said  that  if 
the  instructions  to  our  Admiral  prevented 
his  taking  any  action  consistent  with  In- 
ternational Law  while  the  forts  were 
being  armed  against  us,  we  committed 
an  act  of  the  greatest  imprudence  and 
risk,  and  it  was  still  more  humiliating 
that  the  Fleet  should  have  to  remain  in- 
active without  exacting  compensation 
for  the  insults  offered. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY :  It 
will  be  better  if  the  noble  Earl  will 
quote  my  words.  My  recollection  is 
that  what  I  deprecated  on  the  part  of 
the  Fleet  was  its  watching  the  massacre 
of  British  sailors  without  interfering. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  :  The  noble  Mar- 
qness  began  his  speech  by  saying — 

**  I  think  there  ia  nothing  in  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Eu>l  to  which  I  can  take  exception." 
—(3  Smuard,  [269]  650.) 

The  Makqubss  of  SALISBURY:  The 
statement  referred  to  the  agreement  of 
the  Powers.      

Eael  GRANVILLE:  My  statement 
included  a  declaration  of  policy  in  favour 
of  maintaining  the  authority  of  the  Khe- 
dive, improving  the  government  and  in- 
stitutions of  the  country,  and  the  putting 
down  of  anarchy;  and  yet  the  noble 
Marquess  said — 

*' There  is  nothing  in  the  statement  of 
tho  nohle  Earl  to  which  I  can  take  excep- 
tion." 

The  noble  Marquess  afterwards  said— 

**  With  regard  to  Egypt  itself,  it  appears  to 
me  that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  both  by  the 
engagements  which  they  themselves  have  en- 
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tered  into,  and  by  the  engagements  which  they 
have  necessarily  inherited  from  their  Predeces- 
sors, are  bound  to  give  their  support  to  the  pre* 
sent  Viceroy  of  Egypt,  so  long  as  his  govern- 
ment is  in  accordfuice  with  principles  which 
they  approve.  They  are  bound  to  give  him 
that  support,  not  only  as  a  matter  of  senti- 
ment, not  merely  in  words  or  in  notes,  but  in 
something  stronger  if  the  need  should  arise." — 
{Ibid.  661.) 

The  noble  Marquess  further  said  that — 

"  Whatever  measures  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment may  be  inclined  to  adopt,  whatever  policy 
thoy  may  pursue,  whatever  language  they  may 
hold,  these  things  will  have  no  effect  whatever 
upon  the  population  of  Egypt,  or  upon  the  in- 
triguing men  who  have  laid  hold  of  supreme 
power  in  that  country,  unless  it  is  well  known 
that,  behind  all  these  words,  there  is  the  pos- 
sibility, nay  the  certainty,  of  deeds." — (Ibid.) 

The  noble  Marquess  further  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  sending  of  the  Fleet 
would  be  no  mere  idle  demonstration. 
When  the  noble  Marquess  impressed 
upon  us  the  duty  of  using  force  in 
the  eloquent  and  strong  language  I 
have  just  read,  I  cannot  conceive  how 
we  and  the  country  should  have  been 
deceived  in  believing  that  the  noble 
Marquess  approved  of  the  statement. 
The  noble  Lord  also  said  that  no  de- 
cision the  European  Concert  might 
come  to  would  relieve  the  Government 
of  the  necessity  of  acting  up  to  the  de* 
mands  they  had  inade,  and  sustaining 
the  honour  of  the  country  by  maintain- 
ing the  safety  of  the  Khedive,  so  long 
as  he  acted  upon  their  counsel.  I  can 
quite  understand  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position being  so  discreet  as  to  reserve 
his  opinions  ;  but  when  he  uses  lan- 
guage of  this  kind  it  is  impossible  to 
doubt  that  at  that  time  he  was  most 
anxious  we  should  continue  to  do  what 
we  were  doing.  If  all  this  was  lan- 
guage to  deter  us  from  entering  into 
war  on  behalf  of  the  Khedive,  and  from 
using  the  Fleet  at  Alexandria,  then  I 
shall  be  ready  to  apologize  in  the  most 
complete  manner  to  the  noble  Marquess 
for  having  misrepresented  him.  To  my 
humble  understanding  I  hardly  know 
of  any  more  eloquent  appeal  being  made 
since  the  days  or  Demosthenes  than  the 
appeal  made  to  the  Gh>vemment  by  the 
noble  Marquess,  not  only  in  this  House, 
but  at  the  celebrated  meeting  at  Willis's 
Booms.  That  being  so,  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  make  the  apology  which  I  other- 
wise should  gladly  offer. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBXTBY  :  My 
Lords,  I  must  explain  again  what  I  do 
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not  seem  to  have  conveyed  to  the  mind  | 
of  the  noble  Earl.  I  was  of  opinion, 
and  I  am  of  opinion  still,  that  having 
pledged  the  honour  of  the  Government, 
as  they  had  done,  and  having  certain 
British  interests  to  succour.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  bound  to  re- 
deem that  honour,  and  to  succour  those 
interests,  if  need  be,  as  it  ultimately 
was,  at  the  cost  of  war.  But  at  Edin- 
burgh what  I  censured  was  the  policy, 
in  the  first  place,  which  brought  us  into 
that  condition,  and  in  the  second  place 
the  particular  act  of  taking  the  Fleet 
into  the  position  which  led  to  the  cala- 
mitous bombardment  of  Alexandria. 
Those  two  points  did  seem  to  me  to  be 
points  in  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
calling  forth  criticism.  The  censure  that 
I  passed  on  them  in  no  way  affects  my 
opinion  that  where  the  British  word  had 
been  pledged,  as  it  had  been,  we  were 
bound  to  redeem  our  pled^i^e. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
noble  Marquess  has  just  now  repeated 
an  expression  used  by  him  at  Edinburgh, 
and  not  defended  by  him  in  the  early 
part  of  this  debate,  and  which  was 
justly  observed  upon  by  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  of  Slate  for  Foreign 
Affairs.  That  expression — **the  bom- 
bardment of  Alexandria"  —  is  of  a 
very  offensive  kind,  not  merely  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  British 
nation,  but  to  those  gallant  officers  upon 
whose  reports,  and  upon  whose  word 
the  statement  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  depends.  They 
have  over  and  over  again  assured  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  all  that  was 
said  by  the  enemies  of  the  Khedive, 
and  of  this  country,  as' to  the  bombard- 
ment of  the  commercial  City  of  Alex- 
andria was  entirely  false,  the  bombard- 
ment being  carefully  directed  against 
those  forts  only,  the  existence  and  me- 
nacing character  of  which  was  observed 
upon  by  the  noble  Marquess  last  Session, 
as  calling  for  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the 
Fleet.  While  I  am  addressing  your  Lord- 
ships, I  will  venture  to  say  that  in  his  reply 
to  the  first  part  of  the  noble  Marquess's 
explanation,  my  noble  Friend  was  some- 
what more  mild  than  he  was  called  upon 
to  be.  The  noble  Marquess  himself,  in 
justifying  and  explaining  his  language 
at  Edinburgh,  was  compelled  to  read 
from  your  Lordships'  Table  passages 
from  despatches  which  appear  to  me 
more  completely  to  refute  and  condemn  | 
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the  statements  made  by  the  noble  Mar« 
quess  than  anything  else  could  do.  For 
it  appeared,  by  these  passages,  that 
although  the  German  and  Austrian  Am- 
bassadors did  not  think  it  expedient  that 
any  mandate  should  be  given  by  Europe 
to  every  Power  to  take  action  in  Egypt, 
they  distinctly  encouraged  the  Govern- 
ments of  this  country  and  of  France,  or 
either  of  them,  to  do  so  without  any 
such  mandate,  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility. On  the  whole,  I  cannot  but 
think  that  the  noble  Marquess  would 
have  done  well  to  leave  the  matter  as  it 
stood  last  night. 

EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION  —  VOTE  OF 
THANKS  TO  HER  MAJESTi'*S  NAVAL 
AND  MILITARY  FORCES. 

SIB  BEAUCHAMP   8EYM0UR*S   LETTER. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  Before 
the  House  adjourns,  I  have  to  commu- 
nicate to  your  Lordships  a  letter  which 
I  have  received  from  Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour,  now  Lord  Alcester,  since  your 
Lordships  last  sat,  in  reply  to  the  Vote 
of  Thanks,  which,  by  your  Lordships* 
commands,  I  had  the  honour  of  con- 
veying  to  him.     It  is  as  follows  : — 

"  H.M.S.  Alexandria,  at  Malta,  16th  of 
November. 

"  My  Lord, — I  have  had  the  honour  to  re- 
ceive your  Lordship's  letter  communicating  to 
me  the  Kesolutions  passed  by  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  26th  of  October,  and  convejring 
to  me  and  to  the  AdmiralB,  captains,  officers^ 
petty  and  non-commissioned  officers,  seamen 
and  marines,  lately  serving  under  my  orders  in 
Egypt,  the  expression  of  your  Lordships*  ap- 
probation of  them  and  thanks  for  our  con- 
duct during  the  campaign  recently  terminated. 
I  have  duly  given  full  publicity  to  the  same, 
and  I  beg  to  assure  your  Lordships  that  the 
honour  done  us  by  your  Lordships  is  most 
highly  appreciated  by  myself  and  all  those 
under  my  command,  and  that  it  was  with 
feelings  of  great  pride  that  we  received  your 
Lordship's  communication. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  bo, 
*<  My  Lord  Chancellor, 

*'  Tour  Lordship's  obedient  servant, 
"  Beauchastp  Sbtxour." 

The  said  letter  was  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table,  and  to  be  entered  on  the 
Journals. 
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PATJOOrr  OP  ITAOES   IK  P17BLIO-HOT78E9 

psoniBinoN  BILL  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  to  prohibit  the  payment  of  wages  to 
workmen  in  pablic-hooBes  and  certain  other 
placet— Was  presented  by  The  Earl  Stanhope  ; 
read!*.    (No.  1.) 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter  past 

FiTe  o'clodc,  to  Monday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  16M  February,  1883. 


lUNCTES.]— Nbw  Writs  Issued— Jbr  New- 
castle upon  Tyne,  p.  Ashton  Wentworth  Dilko, 
esquire,  Manor  of  Northstead;  for  West- 
meath  County,  r.  Hugh  Joseph  Gill,  esquire, 
Chiltem  Hundreds. 

rvBLic  Bills — ^etolutions  in  Committee— Or^ 
Jered — Firet  Reeiding — Limited  Partnerships  * 
181 ;  Intoxicating  Liquors   (Off  Licences)  * 
25] ;  SpiriU  in  Bond  •  [38]  ;  Partnerships* 
40'  ;  (>meteriee*  [45]  ;  Banking  Laws  (Scot- 
land) •[78]. 

Uaion  for  Lenve — Parliamentary  Oaths  Act 
(1S66)  Amendment,  debate  adjourned, 

Orderid-^  First  Betiding — General    Police    and 
Improvement  (Scotland)    Proyisional  Order 
(Broughty  Ferry  Paving)  •  [I] ;  Public  Health 
(Scotland)   Provisional   Order  (Fraserburgh 
Waterworks) •  [2];   Bankruptcy*  [4];  Pa- 
tents  for  Inventions  *  [3] ;  Ballot  Act  Con- 
tinoance   and  Amendment*  [5];   Municipal 
Coiporations  (Unreformed)  *  [6j;  Indictable 
Offences  (Procedure)  *  [8]  ;  Court  of  Criminal 
Appeal  [9] ;  Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt 
and  Illml  Practices)*  [7];  Roval  Dubhn 
Sodetr  (Museum  of  Science  and  Art)  *  [10] ; 
Churchwardens*  Admission*  [1 1]  ;  Parochial 
Boards  (Scotland)  *  [12] ;  Cruelty  to  Animals 
Acts  Amendment  *  [13]  ;  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act  (1881)  Amendment*   [14];  Universities 
Committee  of   Privy  Council*    [IS];  Eleo- 
tire  Councils  (Ireland)  *  [16]  ;  Trees  Planting 
(Ireland)*  [17]  ;  London  Brokers'  Relief  Act 
(1870)   Repod*    [19];  Poor   Removal  and 
Settlement  (Ireland)*  [20]  ;  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating liquors  on  Sunday.  (Durham)  [21] ; 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)*  [22];    Paro- 
chial Charities  (London)  *  [23]  ;  Registration 
of  Voters  (Ireland)*  [24];  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
eating  liquors  on  Sunday  (Monmouth)  *  [26] ; 
Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  *  [27] ;  Breach 
of  Promise  of   Marnage*  [28];   Labourers 
(Ireland)*  [29]  ;  Poor  Law  Guardians  (Ire- 
land) •  [30]  :  B&i  Fisheries  (Ireland)*  [31] ; 
L^mversity  Education  (Ireland)  *  [321 ;  Em- 
ployers*  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment* 
[33];  Industrial  Resources  (Ireland)*  [34]; 


Stage  Plays  (Oxford  and  Cambridge)  •  [35] ; 
Maxriage  with  a  Deceased  Wif e  s  Sister* 


[36];  Vice-Royalty  (Ireknd)*  [37];  Irish 
Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Act  (1874)  Amend- 
ment *  [39] ;  Church  of  England  Patronage  * 
[41];  Agricultural  Holdings*  [42];  Bank- 
ruptcy  Law  Amendment  *  [43] ;  Distress 
Ijaw  Amendment  *  £44] ;  Vivisection  Aboli- 
tion* [461;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  en 
Sunday  *  [47]';  Corporations  Lands  (Ireland)  * 
[481 ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  * 
[4  9  J ;  Copyhold  Enfranchisement*  [50] ;  Sale 
of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (No.  2)  * 
Tithe  Kent  Charge  Extraordinary  * 
Railways  (Ireland)  *  [53] ;  Contempt 


Jourt  *  [54] ;  Burial  Pees  *  [66] ;  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Yorkshire)  * 
[56] ;  Steam  Boilers  (Persons  in  Charge)  * 
[57J ;  Beer  Adulteration*  [58] ;  TreesPlanting 
(Ireland)  (No.  2)  *  [59] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  on  Sunday  (Cornwall)  •  [60]  ;  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act  (1882)  (Audi« 
ence  of  Solicitors)  *  [61] ;  Sea  Fisheries  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2)  *  [62] ;  Commons  and  Inclosure 
Acts  Amenament*  [631;  Parish  Churches* 
[64];  Surrey  (Trial  of  Causes)  •  [651 ;  Relief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)*  [66];  Cathedial  Sta- 
tutes* [67];  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment *  [68] ;  Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Ireland)  Act  (1878)  Amendment*  [69]; 
Trade  Marks  ♦  [701 ;  Agricultural  Tenants' 
Compensation*  [7l1 ;  Firearms*  [7^1 ;  Agri- 
cultural Holdings  *t73]  ;  Notices  of  Removal 
(Scotland)  •  [74] ;  Church  Discipline,  &c. 
Acts  Amendment*  [75];  Seed  Advances 
(Scotland)*  [76];  Incumbmnces  on  Land 
Registration  **  [77] ;  Imprisonment  for  Debt  * 
[79J ;  Church  Boards  *  [80] ;  Theatres  Regula- 
tion* [81];  Bankruptcy  (No.  2)«  [82];  Pa- 
tents for  Inventions  (No.  2)  *  [83]  ;  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Isle  of 
Wight)  *  [84] ;  Free  Libraries  *  [85] ;  Regis- 
tration of  Voters  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  *  [86]. 

QUjBSTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE— CONTRACTS -THE 

MAILS  BETWEEN  LONDON 

AND  DUBLIN. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  Copies  of  the  respective 
tenders  received  from  the  City  of  Dublin 
Mail  Packet  Company  and  the  London 
and  North  Western  Bailway  Company 
for  the  Contract  for  the  conveyance  of  the 
Boyal  Mails  between  London  and  Dub- 
lin ;  also  of  all  Correspondence  between 
the  Post  Office  and  those  Companies,  and 
the  Treasury  and  those  Companies ;  also 
between  the  Post  Office  and  the  Trea- 
sury, in  regard  to  the  said  Contract; 
and,  a  copy  of  the  Contract  finally  con- 
cluded with  the  London  and  North 
Western  Bailway  Company  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  The  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  reauire  that  the 
final  Contract  should  be  laid  upon  tb  e 

0  2 


167 


South  Africa — 


ICOilMONS) 


The  Tranhvaat, 


IBS 


Table,  tof^ether  yrith  an  explanatory 
Treasury  Minute.  This  will  be  done  as 
soon  as  the  Contract  is  completed ;  and 
I  will  add  to  these  Papers  others,  which 
will,  I  think,  put  the  House  in  posses- 
sion of  all  the  facts  of  the  case.  Should 
anything  then  appear  to  be  wanting, 
the  noble  Lord  will,  perhaps,  raise  the 
question  again,  and  I  will  see  what  can 
be  added. 

Lord  CLAUD  HA3IILT0N:  Will 
the  House  have  ample  time  to  consider 
the  question  before  the  Contract  is 
signed  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  The  House  will, 
no  doubt,  have  time. 

METROPOLIS— THE  WELLINGTON 

STATUE. 

Mr.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  Whether  the  destina- 
tion of  the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington, recently  removed  from  the  arch 
at  Constitution  Hill,  is  arranged ;  and, 
whether  he  can  assure  the  House  that 
there  is  no  intention  of  replacing  it  on 
the  arch  on  its  reconstruction  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  :  It  has  been 
definitively  settled  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  statue  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  will  not  be  replaced  on 
the  Arch  at  Constitution  Hill  when  the 
Arch  is  reconstructed.  No  decision  has 
been  arrived  at  as  to  its  ultimate  desti- 
nation ;  but  I  have  nominated  a  Com- 
mittee to  advise  the  Government  upon 
the  subject.  The  Duke  of  Wellington, 
Lord  Hardin  ge.  Sir  Frederick  Leigh  ton, 
Mr.  Boehm,  Mr.  Fergusson,  and  Mr. 
Mitford  have  kindly  consented  to  serve 
on  this  Committee. 

GENERAL  POST   OFFICE— EXTENSION 
OF  BUILDINGS. 

Sib  HENRY  PEEK  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  For  what  pur- 
pose the  small  yard  adjoining  the 
southern  side  of  the  General  Post  Office 
is  being  hoarded  in ;  and,  whether  it  is 
true  that  that  yard,  which  contains  only 
a  few  feet  of  superficial  area,  is  to  be 
made  use  of  as  the  Parcels  Post  Office 
for  the  City  of  London  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  opera- 
tion to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  calls 
attention  consists  of  an  extension  of  the 
basement  floor  of  the  General  Post  Office 
to  the  adjoining  yard.  It  will  add  4,500 
superficial  feet  to  the  building.     This 
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extension  is  rendered  necessary  by  tli^e 
Parcels  Post.  I  may  add  that  it  is  not 
intended  to  centralize  the  Parcels  Posi 
at  the  General  Post  Office  in  the  same 
manner  as  in  the  case  of  the  Lettev 
Post ;  but  premises  are  being  prepared 
for  the  purpose  of  the  Parcels  Post  In 
many  other  parts  of  London. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  fox 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Transvaal 
Government  has  yet  paid  the  sum  of 
£50,000  which  it  was  arranged  should 
be  paid  by  the  end  of  1882,  on  account 
of  £100,000  due,  according  to  the  Con- 
vention in  August  last ;  whether  tlia 
Native  Location  Commissioner  has  made 
any  progress  in  settling  the  boundariea 
of  Native  locations  within  the  Trans- 
vaal ;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  done  anything,  since  Xiord 
Kimberley's  Despatph  of  September  4th, 
1882,  in  discharge  of  the  responsibilitiea 
which  they  undertook  by  the  Convention 
towards  the  Native  tribes  outside  the 
Transvaal  border;  and,  whether  any 
further  Papers  relating  to  the  Trans- 
vaal will  be  presented  ;  and,  if  so,  up  to 
what  date  the  information  contained  in 
them  will  extend,  and  when  they  and 
the  Zululand  Papers  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  honourable  Members?  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  wished  to  add  a 
further  Question,  as  to  whether  in  Oc« 
tober  last  a  letter  was  addressed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Transvaal  Government 
to  a  certain  Chief,  definitely  accepting 
on  the  part  of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment the  cession  of  the  territory  of  that 
Chief  in  spite  of  the  continued  refaaal 
of  the  British  Government  to  sanction 
that  cession  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  In  regard, 
Sir,  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I 
have  to  answer  "No."  The  sum  of 
£50,000  has  not  been  paid.  A  com* 
munication  has  been  sent  out  to  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson,  directing  him  again 
to  urge  upon  the  Transvaal  Government 
the  fulfilment  of  the  obligations  they 
have  incurred  in  reference  to  the  pay* 
ment  of  this  money.  The  Native  Loca- 
tion Commission  has  not  made  much 
progress  in  settling  Native  locations, 
because  in  the  districts  in  which  the 
work  was  going  on  hostilities  have 
broken  out,  and  that  had  caused  delay. 
With  reference  to  the  third  and  fourth 
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QueAtions,  I  would  refer  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  Papers  which  I  will 
]aj  on  the  Tahle  of  the  House  on 
Monday.  These  Papers  bring  all  the 
affairs  up  to  the  present  time,  and  they 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members,  I 
hope,  within  a  week  or  ten  days.  The 
reason  they  will  take  that  time  is  there 
will  be  a  long  Beport  from  Mr.  Buther- 
ford  respecting  the  Bechuna  country, 
which  is  very  voluminous,  and  will  take 
some  time  to  prepare.  The  Zululand 
Papers  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
OQ  Tuesday.  With  reference  to  the 
Question  not  on  the  Paper,  I  may  state 
that,  although  I  will  not  say  we  have 
received  the  actual  letter  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  alludes,  we  have 
receired  information  as  to  the  facts — 
Bamely,  that  the  Transvaal  Government 
bod  been  in  communication  with  the 
Chief  in  question,  and  had  concluded  a 
Treaty  with  him  for  the  cession  of  cer- 
tain territory,  and  the  way  in  which  the 
Oovemment  have  dealt  with  that  matter 
will  be  seen  from  the  Papers  that  are  to 
be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

SCOTLAND— THE  SKYE  CROFTERS. 

Sot  OEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tomment  are  now  prepared  to  issue  a 
CommiBsion  of  Inquiry  into  the  position 
of  the  crofters  in  the  Scotch  High- 
lands? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoue):  I  have  been  requested  by 
the  Home  Secretary  to  say,  in  answer 
to  this  Question,  that  the  law  must  first 
be  vindicated  in  Skye. 

Sia  QEGRGE  CAMPBELL :  May  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man whether,  in  the  case  of  the  sub- 
mieeion  of  these  poor  people,  a  Com- 
mifision  of  Inquiry  will  then  be  insti- 
tuted? 

Thb  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  have  no  further  answer  to 
make  at  present. 

Sii  QEOBGE  CAMPBELL:  I  am 
sorry  to  trouble  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman;  but  it  would  re- 
lieTe  great  anxiety  if  he  could  tell  us 
vbether  any  orders  have  been  issued  for 
the  Tiae  of  military  force  for  the  purpose 
of  eoercing  these  people  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 


Me.  O'DONNELL  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  the 
Government  have  resolved  to  use  militaxr 
force  for  the  coercion  of  the  Scottisn 
Highland  crofters,  whether  it  is  in^ 
tended  to  send  a  detachment  of  the 
Highland  Brigade  for  the  purpose  ? 

[No  reply  was  given."] 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  I  shall  call  attention 
to  this  question  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply  on  Friday  next. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whe- 
ther it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  four  men 
who  were  accused  of  defying  the  autho- 
rities have  surrendered  themselves  to 
the  law  in  Edinburgh  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  I  believe  it  is  the  fact  that 
three  of  them  have  done  so. 

PARLTAMENT-THE^  STANDING    COM- 
MITTEES— THE  OLD  LAW  COURTS. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther, before  demolishing  the  old  Law 
Courts,  he  has  considered  the  means  of 
supplying  the  additional  accommodation 
likely  to  be  required  by  this  House  for 
Standing  or  .other  Committees  in  the 
event  of  the  success  of  the  present  par- 
tial experiment ;  and,  with  what  object 
the  demolition  is  now  being  hastily 
carried  out  the  very  moment  the  Courts 
are  vacated  ? 

MR.8HAWLEFEVBE:  I  considered 
the  subject  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend  before  giving  orders  for  the 
demolition  of  the  old  Law  Courts,  and 
I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  these 
buildings  would  not  be  necessary  or 
convenient  for  the  purpose  of  Grand 
Committees  of  this  House.  I  have  pro- 
vided two  rooms  for  Grand  Committees 
under  the  roof  of  this  building,  and  as 
it  is  most  improbable  that  the  Grand 
Committees  will  sit  more  than  two  days 
a  week,  these  two  rooms  will  accommo- 
date four  Committees;  that  seemed  to 
me  a  power  of  extension  quite  equal  to 
any  future  demands  which  are  likely  to 
be  made.  I  may  add  that  in  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Estimates  last  year  it  ap- 
peared to  be  the  general  wish  of  the 
House  that  the  old  Law  Courts  should 
be  removed,  and  I  thought  I  was  acting 
in  accordance  with  this  wish  in  com- 
mencing the  work  of  demolition  as  booa 
as  possible. 
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INDIA  (ECCLESIASTICAL  DEPART- 
MENT)—CIRCULAR  OF  TPE  BISHOP 
OF  COLOMBO  —  TRANSMISSION 
THROUGH  THE  POST. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  Correspondence  with  the 
Governor  of  Ceylon,  relative  to  the 
transmission  through  the  Colonial  post, 
as  official  documents  on  Her  Majesty's 
Service,  of  letters  of  the  Bishop  of 
Colombo,  reflecting  on  the  religious 
opinions  of  Native  Christians  in  Ceylon? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  have  laid 
the  Correspondence  on  the  Table  to-day. 

THE  DANUBIAN  CONFERENCE— CLAM 
OF  ROUMANIA  TO  VOTE. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  British  Representative  at 
the  Danubian  Conference  was  instructed 
to  support  the  claim  of  Houmania  to 
vote  upon  all  questions  relating  to  the 
navigation  and  police  of  the  Danube, 
submitted  to  the  Conference  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAORICE: 
In  accordance  with  the  usual  custom,  it 
was  agreed  by  the  Plenipotentiaries  of 
the  Powers  present  at  the  second  Con- 
ference on  the  Danube  Question  that 
strict  secrecy  should  be  preserved  with 
regard  to  their  proceedings.  I  am, 
therefore,  unable  at  present  to  answer 
the  hon.  Member's  Question ;  but  all 
information  on  the  subject  will  in  due 
course  be  laid  before  Parliament. 

Mr.O'DONNELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had  answered  a  Question  he 
did  not  ask.  He  did  not  ask  anything 
about  the  proceedings  at  the  Danubian 
Conference,  but  about  the  instructions 
given  outside  to  the  British  Bepresen- 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot  answer  that 
Question  consistently  with  the  secrecy 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  On  Monday  I 
shall  ask,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  consented  to  abandon 
the  claims  of  the  liberated  Provinces  of 
Turkey  to  the  policy  of  Austria  and 
Bussia,  ill  consideration  of  t!ie  tolera- 
tion extended  by  those  two  Powers  to 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  Egypt  ? 


EGTPT— MURDER   OF    PROFESSOR 
PALMER  AND   PARTY. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  it  is  true  that  offers  to  ransom 
Professor  Palmer  and  his  companions 
were  made  to  the  Arabs  charged  with 
the  killing  of  these  gentlemen;  whether 
the  ransom  was  reused  by  the  Arabs 
on  the  ground  that  superior  orders  for- 
bade the  sparing  of  the  lives  of  the  cap- 
tives; whether  the  Government  have 
any  information  as  to  the  source  of  the 
orders  under  which  the  Arabs  acted; 
whether  the  mission  entrusted  to  Pro- 
fessor  Palmer  and  his  companions  ex- 
posed them  to  more  than  the  ordinary 
risks  of  being  attacked  by  Arabs  for  the 
sake  of  plunder ;  and,  what  steps  have 
been  taken  by  the  Government  to  secure 
that,  at  the  trial  of  the  accused  Arabs  at 
Tantah,  no  evidence  will  be  suppressed 
which  could  reveal  the  source  of  the 
authority  under  which  Professor  Palmer 
and  his  companions  were  captured  and 
slain  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL -BANNERM AN: 
Sir,  the  Papers  relating  to  the  death  of 
Professor  Palmer  and  his  party  are 
ready  for  publication,  with  the  exceptioii 
of  one  final  despatch  from  Colonel  War- 
ren, which  is  now  on  its  way.  We  have 
thought  it  best  to  wait  untU  the  Papers 
were  complete  before  presenting  them ; 
but  they  will  now  be  immediately  laid 
on  the  Table.  From  them  the  hon. 
Member  will  derive  the  fullest  infor- 
mation we  possess  on  the  several  points 
of  his  Question.  I  may,  however,  say 
that  BO  far  as  we  know  there  is  no  evi- 
dence that  the  Arabs  acted  under  supe- 
rior orders.  We  are  told  that  a  ransom 
was  offered  by  the  Sheikh  who  acted  as 
guide;  but  he  had  previously  hidden 
away  the  greater  part  of  the  money 
carried  by  the  party,  and  his  offer  was 
rejected  as  inadequate.  As  to  the  risk 
incurred  in  the  expedition,  it  was  un- 
doubtedly greater  than  the  ordinary 
risk  of  being  attacked  for  the  sake  of 
plunder  in  consequence  of  the  excited 
and  disturbed  state  of  the  people  gene- 
rally. The  accused  Arabs  are  bein^ 
tried  before  Egyptian  tribunals,  ana 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  per- 
fect confidence  in  the  ability,  discre- 
tion, and  fairness  of  Colonel  Warren, 
who  is  representing  them  at  the 
trial. 
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Ms.  O'DONNELL  gave  Notice  that 
on  Monday  he  Bhould  ask,  Whether  it 
was  the  fact  that  Professor  Palmer  and 
his  companions,  when  attacked,  were 
engaged,  under  the  guidance  of  an  Arab 
Sheikh,  in  purchasing  the  neutrality  of 
the  Arab  tribes  on  the  east  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  to  whom  the  National  Egyptian 
OoTemment  trusted  for  the  defence  of 
the  Canal  against  the  invasion  of  the 
British  forces  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  will  at  once  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
Question.  I  have  repeatedly  stated  in 
this  House  what  were  the  objects  for 
which  Professor  Palmer  and  his  party 
were  sent,  and  the  Papers  which  will  be 
immediately  laid  upon  the  Table  will 
give  full  information  as  to  the  circum- 
stancea  of  their  mission. 

THE  NEW8PAPEE  PRESS  (INDIA)— 
GOVEBNMENT  ADVERTISING. 

Mr.  G'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  Orant  Duff,  the  Oovemor 
of  Madras  Fresidenqy,  punished  the  pro- 
prietor of  a  local  newspaper  by  with- 
drawing the  Oovemment  advertising 
from  him;  and,  whether  the  grant  or 
withdrawal  of  Government  advertising 
is  systematically  used  to  influence  news- 
papers in  India  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS :  It  is  true  that  the 
advertisements  were  withdrawn  by  the 
Madras  Oovemment  from  a  local  news- 
paper which  had  published  a  confi- 
dential Memorandum  by  the  Governor. 
This  action  was  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madras  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  a  Resolution  published  in  1865, 
defining  the  conditions  on  which  official 
Papers  should  be  communicated  to  the 
Press.  In  reply  to  the  second  part  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  grant  or  with- 
drawal of  Government  advertising  is 
systematically  used  to  influence  news- 
papers in  India. 

\&JL,  O'DONNELL :  Did  the  Resolu- 
tion of  1866,  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers,  convey  any  instructions  as 
to  the  withdrawal  of  Government  adver- 
tising? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CEOSS  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  Notice  of  that 
Qnestion. 

Ma.  ONSLOW :  Is  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  ^uite  certain  that  the  Memorandum 


in  question  was  confidential?  Upon  what 
authority  does  he  say  that  it  is  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS :  On  the  authority 
of  the  India  Office. 

STATUTE  34  EDWARD  HI.  CAP.  1— 
IMPRISONMENT  OF  MESSRS.  HEALT 
DAVITT,  AND  QUINN. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  If  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  the 
Orders  made  by  the  Justices  of  the 
Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  in  the  cases 
of  Messrs.  Healy,  Davitt,  and  Quinn, 
and  Copies  of  the  Warrants  of  commit- 
tal to  prison  in  those  cases  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  The  Papers 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table,  if  the  hon. 
Member  chooses  to  move  for  them,  as  an 
unopposed  Eetum. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  include  copies  of 
the  notices  served  on  Messrs.  Davitt, 
Healy,  and  Quinn,  and  a  copy  of  the 
official  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the 
proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Queen's 
^ench  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IEELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  existence  of  any  official 
shorthand  writer's  notes. 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  they  do  exist,  will 
there  be  any  objection  to  produce 
them? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IEELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  I  cannot 
undertake  that. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  warrants  or  orders  under  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  theborough  of  Wex- 
ford, Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  and  Mr.  J.  P. 
Quinn  were,  on  Thursday,  the  8th  inst. 
arrested  and  placed  in  Kilmainham  Pri- 
son, specified  any  offence ;  what  offence, 
if  any,  is  alleged  against  Messrs.  Healy, 
Davitt,  and  Quinn ;  and  whether  a 
failure  to  give  bail  on  the  part  of  a  per- 
son not  committed  or  ordered  to  stand 
his  trial  for  any  offence  falls  within  the 
category  of  crime ;  whether  the  warrants 
or  orders  in  question  directed  that 
Messrs.  Healy,  Davitt,  and  Quinn  should 
be  confined  in  Kilmainham  Prison ;  whe- 
ther they  were  actually  confined  in  that 
prison  for  several  hours  on  Thursday, 
the  8th  inst.  but,  on  the  evening  of  that 
day,  without  notice  or  cause  or  authority 


175  Parliamentary  Oath  {COMMONS} 


(Ifr.  Brailaygh). 


176 


assigned,  were  removed  to  Bichmond 
Prison,  and  wh  j  this  change  was  made ; 
whether  Messrs.  Healy,  Davitt,  and 
Quinn,  in  Kilmainham,  were  placed  in 
good  sized  and  healthy  rooms,  communi- 
cating  with  each  other  and  with  an  open 
yard ;  whether  they  objected  to  their  re- 
moval ;  and  whether,  in  Bichmond  Pri- 
son, they  occupy  ordinary  cells,  were 
locked  up  for  several  days  twenty-two 
hours  out  of  the  twenty-four,  are  now 
locked  up  twenty-one  hours  out  of  the 
twenty-four ;  are  locked  up  continuously 
from  about  four  in  the  afternoon  till  ten 
or  eleven  in  the  forenoon,  and  are  kept 
locked  in  at  all  times  while  in  cells; 
whether  the  exercise  allowed  has  to  be 
taken  not  when  the  prisoners  wish  it, 
but  when  the  gaolers  choose ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  will  agree  to  re- 
move Messrs.  Healy,  Davitt,  andQuinn, 
back  to  their  original  quarters  at  Kil- 
mainham  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  wiU  give  the 
hon.  Member  as  much  information  as  I 
have  got  by  telegraph.  I  did  not  receive 
all  the  information  1  should  wish  on  this 
subject.  The  warrants  did  not  specify 
any  offence  other  than  nofc  giving  bail 
when  required  to  do  so ;  nor  am  I  ad- 
vised it  is  requisite  that  they  should. 
The  affidavits  on  which  the  application 
to  the  Court  was  grounded  did,  however, 
disclose  a  charge  legally  amounting  to 
misdemeanour.  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand the  next  part  of  the  Question  ;  but 
I  am  advised  that,  as  far  as  regards  the 
Privilege  of  the  House,  the  offence  falls 
within  the  category  of  crime.  «The  war- 
rants directed  that^the  prisoners  should 
be  confined  in  Kilmainham,  and  they 
were  at  first  lodged  there ;  but  they  were 
removed  the  same  evening  to  Bichmond 
Prison,  on  the  ground  of  public  conve- 
nience, by  order  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. In  Kilmainham  they  were  placed 
in  such  rooms  as  are  described  in  the 
Question.  In  Bichmond  they  objected 
at  first  to  the  apartments^in  which  they 
were  placed,  but  they  were  put  into 
rooms  as  soon  as  possible.  At  first  they 
were  allowed  three  hours  each  day  for 
exercise,  and  one^for  receiving  visitors. 
They  are  now  allowed  to  associate 
throughout  the  entire  day,  except  during 
the  officers'  meals.  The  prisoners  are 
allowed  to  select  their  own  time  for 
exercise.  It  is  not  intended  to  send  them 
back  to  Kilmainham.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  kindly  wait  until  Monday  I  will 

J!fr.  Sexton 


give  him  a  fuller  answer.  I  sent  a 
second  telegram,  in  answer  to  which  X 
am  informed  from  Dublin  that  the  ar- 
rangements leave  no  room  for  complaint, 
and  that  the  three  gentlemen  concerned 
have  expressed  themselves  satisfied. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  shall  ask  on  Mon- 
day  whether  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
will  extend  the  right  of  visiting,  as  these 
gentlemen  only  receive  one  visit  each 
day  at  present  ? 

MINISTER  OF  AGRICULTUKE  AND 
COMMERCE. 

Colonel  WALBOND  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  give  effect  to  the  Besolution  of 
the  13th  of  May,  1881,  and  appoint  a 
Minister  to  preside  over  the  official  busi- 
ness relating  to  Agriculture  and  Com- 
merce ? 

The  Makquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
I  am  aware  that  this  subject  has  very 
recently  been  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  but  the  Cabinet 
have  not  yet  arrived  at  any  definite  de- 
cision upon  it ;  and  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  to  postpone  his 
Question  until  the  return  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  (MR.  BRAD- 
LAUGH). 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  wish,  with  all  respect  to  you,  to  put  a 
Question  to  you  as  to  the  position  in 
which  this  House  is  placed  by  the  recent 
Prorogation — with  respect  to  the  con- 
tingency which  may  again  come  before 
the  House  in  a  manner  which  the  House 
on  a  former  ocasion  condemned.  I  beg 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  there  remains 
any  Bule  or  Order  of  this  House  where- 
by Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  precluded  from 
presenting  himself  at  the  Table  of  the 
House  and  claiming  to  have  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance,  or  equivalent  Affirmation, 
administered  to  him  by  the  officers  of 
the  House,  on  any  day  on  which  the 
House  may  sit  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB:  In  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  may  say  that  I  have  re- 
peatedly stated  that  the  Besolutions 
which  have  from  time  to  time  been 
passed  by  this  House  on  the  claim  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat  have 
been  valid  only  during  the  currency  of 
the  Session  in  which  they  were  passed. 
They  have  no  validity  now. 
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Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :  I  thank  you, 
Sir,  for  the  answer  yon  have  given,  and 
I  beg  now  to  put  the  following  Question, 
which  arises  out  of  the  information  you 
have  given  to  the  House,  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as 
the  Bepreeentative  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment: — Whether,  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  the  noble  Lord 
can  and  will  undertake  to  prevent  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  presenting  himself  at  the 
Table  of  this  House,  and  having  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  or  equivalent  Affir- 
mation, administered  to  him  while  his 
case  is  still  pending  before  the  Courts  of 
Law,  and  pending  the  decision  of  Par- 
liament on  the  Affirmation  Bill  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given  ? 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
A  copy  of  the  Question  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  just  put  to  me  was  placed 
in  my  hands  only  when  I  came  to  the 
House  this  evening,^  and,  therefore,  I 
might  decline  to  answer  it  without  Notice. 
It  appears  to  me,  however,  that  I  can 
have  no  difficulty  whatever  in  stating 
that  any  steps  which  may  be  necessary 
to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  present- 
ing himself  at  the  Table,  and  having 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance,  or  the  equivalent 
Affirmation,  administered  to  him,  do  not 
seem  to  fall  within  the  province  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  question 
of  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  be  dealt  with  appears  to  me  to 
be  a  matter  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  not  for  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

SEA  FISHERIES  COMMITTEB-THE 

REPORT. 

Mk.  HENEAGE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  consequence 
of  the  great  interest  in  the  subject. 
Whether  the  Government  had  had  under 
their  consideration  the  Beport  and  re- 
commendations of  the  Sea  Fishing  Trade 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  and,  whether  it  was  their  inten- 
tion to  deal  with  this  important  question 
dnring  the  present  Session  ? 

Me.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  had  under  his  consideration  the 
very  valuable  Heport  of  the  Committee 
of  which  his  hon.  Friend  was  a  Member, 
and  over  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  presided,  and  with- 
out pledging  himself  as  to  details  he 
agreed  generally  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee,  and  had  given 


instructions  for  the  preparation  of  a  Bill 
to  carry  them  into  effect.  Arrangements 
would,  he  believed,  be  made  for  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  on  an  early  day  in  the 
other  House. 

THE  POUOE  FORCE— SUPER- 
ANNUATION. 

Sir  HENRY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
asked  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  proposed  to  take  any  steps  with 
respect  to  the  Bill  introduced  last  Session 
for  the  Superannuation  of  the  Police 
Forces  of  the  country  ;  and,  whether  he 
could  hold  out  any  hope  that  the  mea- 
sure would  be  brought  in  again  and 
dealt  with  during  the  present  Session  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT:  In  reply  to  the 
Question,  I  have  to  state  that  it  is  my 
intention,  on  behalf  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  to  ask  leave  on  an  early  day  to 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 

ORDER   OF  TEE  DAT. 

ADDRESS    IN   ANSWER   TO    HER  MA- 
JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE.      [SECOND  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [15th  February]— [See  page 
98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  insert  at  the  end  of  the  third  paragraph, 
the  words  '*  but  this  House  humbly  expresses 
its  opinion  that  no  suffiicont  reason  has  been 
shown  for  the  employment  of  British  Forces  in 
reconstituting  the  Government  of  Egypt  and 
reorganising  its  affairs  under  the  authority  of 
the  Khedive.'*— (5ir  Wilfrid  Lawson.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted.*' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did  not 
regret  the  sudden  turn  which  the  debate 
had  taken  on  the  previous  night,  when 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  moyed  an  Amend- 
ment in  regard  to  Egypt,  because  the 
noble  Marquess  who  now  led  the  Go* 
Ternment  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had,*  at  an  earlier  hour,  taunted  the 
Opposition  with  never  taking  the  oppor- 
tunity of  putting  their  criticism  on  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  a  tangible 
and  definite  shape  before  the  House. 
Before  sitting  down,  he  would  himself, 
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therefore,  moye  an  Amendment  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle,  which  he  thought  would  meet 
with  general  approval  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House.  During  the 
late  Autumn  Session  the  time  of  the 
House  had  been  occupied  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  Members  sat  there,  not  to 
control  its  action,  but  simply  to  register 
its  decrees.  B  ut  were  Votes  of  Censure  the 
only  method  in  which  the  House  was  to 
be  allowed  to  criticize  the  action  of  the 
Oovernment  ?  Was  the  Government 
aware  that  a  more  inconvenient  method 
of  bringing  before  the  House  a  question 
had  never  been  devised  than  a  Vote  of 
Censure,  for  the  reason  that  the  majority 
who  supported  the  Government  would 
not  have  before  them  the  issue  of  whe- 
ther the  Government  action  had  been 
right  or  wrong  in  a  particular  case,  but 
whether  they  wished  to  turn  out  the 
Government  of  which  they  were  sup- 
porters? Under  such  circumstances,  a 
division  of  the  House  was  no  fair  crite- 
rion of  its  opinion.  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  appeared  to 
complain  that  attacks  were  made  upon 
the  Government  policy  in  Egypt  from 
two  entirely  different  points  of  view — 
from  that  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  from  that  of  the  Conservative  Party ; 
but  what  did  he  expect  ?  The  Conser- 
vatives had  their  special  complaints; 
but  did  the  Government  really  expect 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment either  to  acquiesce  in  their  policy, 
or  to  agree  in  the  particular  criticisms  of 
the  Opposition  upon  that  policy  ?  They 
all  knew  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
lisle was  one  of  the  very  few  remaining 
persons  who  professed  the  Liberal  creed 
as  first  proclaimed  in  Mid  Lothian  in  all 
its  purity — 

*' Among  the  faithless,  faithful  only  he." 

His  hon.  Friend  did  not  use  the  argu- 
ments put  forward  at  the  General  Elec- 
tion, merely  as  engines  for  turning  out 
the  Party  in  power,  to  be  thrown  aside 
immediately  they  had  served  their  pur- 
pose. His  hon.  Friend  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  attack  the  late  Government  for 
ignoring  the  European  Concert;  and  was 
it  to  be  expected  that  he  would  now 
approve  of  the  action  which  had  been 
taken  by  their  successors  in  spite  of  the 
European  Concert  ?  Having  accused  the 
late  Government  of  sacrificing  everything 
and  British  interests,  was  it  likely  that 
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he  would  now  listen  serenely  when  "Bri- 
tish interests"  were  put  forward  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  as  the  principal 
ground  on  which  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  to  be  supported  ?  Having 
used  all  the  commonplaces  once  dear  to 
Liberal  statesmen  with  regard  to  rising 
nationalities,  was  he  now  to  sit  quiet 
when  the  Government  caught  and  handed 
over  to  Egyptian  vengeance  the  dealer 
who,  whatever  he  might  have  repre- 
sented when  he  began  his  course,  at  the 
end  of  it  undoubtedly  had  behind  him  a 
vast  majority  of  the  Egyptian  people  ? 
To  this  opinion  about  Arabi  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  be  coming  round. 
Formerly  they  described  Arabi's  conduct 
as  a  *'  military  revolt,  the  action  of  an 
unscrupulous  military  usurper."  Now, 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  they 
took  credit  to  themselves  for  having  put 
down  a  ''formidable  rebellion  in  Egypt." 
The  difference  between  those  two  ex- 
pressions represented,  he  should  have 
thought,  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  the  whole  difference  between  a 
man  who  deserved  to  be  shot  as  a  muti- 
neer and  a  man  who  deserved  to  be 
canonized  as  a  liberator.  Arabi,  whom 
the  Government  so  recently  lost  no  oppor- 
tunity of  denouncing,  and  whose  defence 
he  (Mr.  Balfour)  was  certainly  not  going 
to  undertake,  would,  if  they  had  been  in 
Opposition,  have  been  lauded  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  another  as  a  second 
Garibaldi  by  the  very  people  who  had 
sent  him  into  exile.  He  wondered,  not 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  had 
moved  an  Amendment,  but  that  he 
seemed  to  find  so  few  supporters  among 
those  who,  at  one  time,  professed  the 
sentiments  which  he  alone  seemed  to 
have  the  courage  to  utter.  He  had  never 
yet  found  a  Liberal  who  had  the  hardi- 
hood to  assert  that  if  the  Conservative 
Government  had  done  in  the  year  1879 
what  the  Liberal  Government  had  done 
in  1882,  the  whole  flood  of  Liberal  elo- 
quence would  not  have  been  let  out 
against  them;  and  he  did  not  believe 
that,  in  the  pourse  of  the  debate,  one 
hon.  Member  would  be  found  to  get  up 
and  contradict  that  statement.  If  this 
was  merely  a  question  of  the  morality 
of  the  Government,  it  might  be  left  to 
them  and  their  consciences.  But,  un- 
fortunately, their  inconsistency  had  prac- 
tical consequences,  since  their  former 
professions,  though  they  did  not  regu- 
late their  policy,  occasionally  modified. 
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both  their  polioj  and  their  speeches. 
For  iostance,  in  the  speeches  made  by 
Members  of  the  Liberal  Party,  they 
had  lost  no  opportunity  of  insinuating 
that  the  late  OonservatiTe  Oorerument 
were  not  only  responsible  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Dual  Control— which 
was  true — but  that  their  action  was  not 
defensible  in  that  matter.  [*'  Hear, 
hear !  "]  That,  however,  in  spite  of  the 
cheers  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  was 
not  the  official  opinion  of  the  govern- 
ment. They  might,  it  was  true,  be 
not  unwilling  to  allow  that  conclusion 
to  be  drawn  from  what  they  said ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  they  were  forced  to 
admit— first,  that  the  Dual  Control  was 
the  only  species  of  Control  which  could 
then  be  established ;  second,  that  it  had 
had  a  most  admirable  effect  upon  Egypt 
— ["No,  no!"]— he  did  not  say  that 
all  the  independent  Liberal  Members 
thought  so,  but  the  Government  did  ; 
and  third,  that  if  it  were  radically  wrong 
in  principle  the  whole  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment subsequent  to  their  taking 
Office  must  also  have  been  wrong.  That 
being  so,  it  verged  on  disingenuousness 
for  the  Government  to  insinuate,  and  for 
their  followers  in  the  country  to  assert, 
that  anything  wrong  done  now  was 
simply  the  result  of  the  previous  wrong 
done  by  the  Conservatives.  Again,  the 
recollection  of  their  former  professions 
had  produced  many  ludicrous  results, 
among  others  that  extraordinary  termi- 
nology by  which  a  war  was  asserted  not 
to  be  a  war,  but  to  be  a  '*  warlike  opera- 
tion." The  recollections  had,  no  doubt, 
been  the  chief  motive  that  induced  the 
Gh>vemment  to  summon  a  Conference, 
though  they  lost  no  time  in  ignoring  its 
decision.  And,  no  doubt,  these  same 
recollections  were  inducing  the  Govern- 
ment to  attempt  to  frame  in  Egypt  some- 
thing like  what,  in  the  eyes  of  their 
supporters,  might  appear  to  be  free  in- 
stitutions— and  this  though  the  noble 
Marquess  had  himself  admitted  that  at 
present  Egypt  was  wholly  unfit  for  re- 
presentative institutions.  Another  me- 
thod that  the  Government  had  for  recom- 
mending their  course  of  action  to  the 
Party  of  non-intervention  was  by  saying 
that  they  only  intended  to  set  up  these 
institutions,  and  then  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible to  bundle  out  of  the  country.  But 
tiie  Government  had  gone  to  Egypt, 
mA  there  they  must  undoubtedly  stay. 
mMtorer  they  might  wish  now,  un* 


questionably  the  result  of  this  war  would 
be  that  Egypt  would  be  more  under  the 
control  of  Europe  than  it  had  ever  been 
before,  and  that  the  nation  in  Europe  to 
whom  the  control  would  fall  must  be 
England.  Far  more  than  before  the  late 
war,  Egypt  would  be  a  dependency  of 
this  Empire.  The  noble  Marquess  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  in  one  of  his 
Lancashire  speeches,  had  given  them 
a  very  full  account  of  the  reasons  which 
induced  the  Government  to  intervene. 
The  noble  Marquess  said  that  interven- 
tion in  some  form  or  another  was  neces- 
sary ;  because,  acting  in  reliance  on  the 
engagements  made  by  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment, European  and  British  capital 
had  been  largely  invested  in  that  coun- 
try. That  being  so,  the  Government 
must  have  gone  to  Egypt  to  protect  the 
British  bondholders  and  capitalists.  The 
consequence  of  this  must  be  that  so  long 
as  British  subjects  held  shares  and  in- 
vested capital  in  that  country  we  should 
have  to  continue  our  protectorate.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  also  said  that  since, 
in  any  case,  Europe  would  be  repre- 
sented in  Egypt  in  the  person  of  the 
financier  and  capitalist,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  that  country  to  escape  from  the 
influence  of  European  civilization  in  some 
form  or  another ;  and  that,  therefore,  it 
was  better  that  this  interference  should 
take  place  in  a  regular  manner  by  means 
of  an  officially-appointed  Financial  Ad- 
viser. If  that  was  to  be  a  ground  for 
our  intervention,  he  should  like  to  know 
in  what  Foreign  State  where  our  money 
had  been  advanced  and  squandered  we 
should  not  have  to  intervene  on  the  same 
principle.  For  a  Government  that  came 
into  Office  largely  on  non-intervention 
principles  it  was  the  most  astounding, 
most  far-reaching,  and  most  dangerous 
doctrine  of  intervention  that  could  well 
be  imagined.  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  who  were 
accused  of  throwing  principle  to  the  wind 
in  their  reckless  interference  in  the  affairs 
of  Foreign  States,  he  was  certain  would 
never,  under  any  conceivable  circum- 
stances, have  supported  a  doctrine  so 
wide  of  application  as  that  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  As  to  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  there  was  a  great  deal  in 
it  in  which  he  was  inclined  to  agree  with 
him  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had  one 
objection  to  it  which  was  conclusive.  If 
it  were  carried,  the  Government  would 
be  obliged  to  take  it  as  an  instruction 
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that  thej  were  as  quickly  as  possible  to 
take  the  troops  out  of  Egypt  and  leave 
the  country  to  itself,  f  **  Hear,  hear  !  *'] 
That  apparently  met  the  views  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  but  it  did  not 
meet  the  views  of  the  Conservative  Party, 
because  they  believed  that  the  effect 
would  be  to  leave  the  people  of  that 
country— to  use  a  phrase  employed  by 
a  distinguished  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment (Mr.  Courtney) — "  stewing  in  their 
own  juice."  Anarchy  would  again  reign 
supreme.  Some  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site said — **Why  not  anarchy?"  He 
was  not  unaware  of  the  fact  that  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  to  be 
rather  in  favour  of  anarchy.  They  had 
done  little  to  prevent  anarchy  in  Ireland, 
and  he  had  not  the  least  doubt  they 
would  view  with  satisfaction  the  preva- 
lence of  anarchy  in  Egypt.  That  was 
the  reason  why  he  found  it  impossible 
to  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  as  to  the  future;  but 
he  entirely  agreed  with  bim  in  his  chief 
criticism  of  the  occurrences  of  the  past. 
He  would  propose  to  amend  the  hon. 
Member's  Amendment  by  leaving  out 
all  the  words  after  the  word  **  but,"  and 
inserting  these  words — 

**  Whilst  assuring  Her  Majesty  of  our  support 
in  such  Measures  as  may  be  necessary  for  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  Egypt, 
humbly  to  express  our  regret  that  steps  were 
not  taken  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
secured  such  objects  as  are  of  importance  to  this 
Country,  without  involving  the  necessity  for 
military  operations.*' 

That,  he  believed,  was  the  view  enter- 
tained by  hon.  Gentlemen  around  him — 
a  view  which  had  been  openly  stated  in 
the  country  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition.  He  did 
not  intend,  nor  was  it  necessary,  to  enter 
into  a  long  review  of  the  circumstances 
which  preceded  the  war.  It  would  be 
sufficient  to  remind  the  House  that 
the  Government  did  nothing  whatever, 
month  after  month,  to  check  the  grow- 
ing power  of  Arabi — nothing  was  done 
to  prevent  what  was  at  first  merely  a 
military  revolt,  spreading  and  expanding 
until  it  became  a  great  national  move- 
ment. Had  the  Egyptians  understood 
from  the  first  that  England  would  not 
bear  with  disorder,  they  would  never 
have  braved  the  forces  of  this  country. 
They  were  misled  partly  by  the  Mid 
Lothian  speeches,  partly  by  the  pro- 
longed negotiations  which  seemed  to 
lead  to  nothing,  partly  by  the  impotent 
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exhibition  of  a  Fleet  riding  at  Alexan- 
dria which  did  nothing,  recalling  only 
too  faithfully  the  recollection  of  another 
Naval  Demonstration,  which  had  been 
ordered  to  do  nothing.  It  was  sufficient 
to  remind  the  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  had  fair  warning  from  their 
own  advisers  that  the  great  cause  of  the 
Egyptian  difficulty  was  that  the  Egyp- 
tians did  not  believe  in  the  possibility  of 
war,  and  that  the  best  way  of  restoring 
order  was  to  convince  them  of  their  error. 
Sir  Edward  Malet,  in  his  despatch  of  the 
2drd  of  May,  declared  that  the  present 
situation  had  been  brought  about  by  the 
fact  that  the  people  believed  that  the 
two  Powers  would  not  despatch  troops 
to  Egypt.  It  was  the  opinion,  therefore, 
of  Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic  Agent  on 
the  spot  that  had  the  Egyptians  been 
convinced  that  force  would  be  used,  if 
necessary,  the  military  operations  would 
not  have  taken  place,  and  £4,000,000 
or  £5,000,000  and  many  valuable  lives 
would  have  been  saved  to  the  country. 
The  Government  congratulated  them- 
selves at  having  got  rid  of  the  Dual 
Control.  Doubtless  a  single  Control  had 
advantages ;  but  these  advantages  were 
more  than  counterbalanced  by  the  change 
which  the  war  had  produced  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Khedive.  Before  the  war 
the  Khedive  did  not  depend  upon  our 
bayonets  for  his  Throne ;  he  had  behind 
him  a  party  in  the  State.  He  was  not 
merely  the  nominee  of  Europe ;  he  was 
a  hereditary  Buler,  who  commanded  the 
loyal  support  of  the  people.  Now  all 
that  was  changed.  The  Government 
waited  until  the  movement  had  become 
a  national  one,  and  then  intervened ; 
and  the  result  of  their  delay  was  that 
they  were  now  compelled  to  impose  the 
Khedive  upon  a  reluctant  people,  and 
that  nothing  would  now  restore  the  Khe- 
dive to  the  position  he  held  before  the 
War.  They  had  put  down  one  formid- 
able rebellion  ;  they  were  already  threat- 
ened with  another;  and  it  was  evi- 
dent that  directly  they  removed  their 
troops  from  the  country  they  would  have 
to  use  force,  or  to  threaten  force,  to 
maintain  their  present  position.  The 
position  of  the  English  in  Egypt  had 
been  made  ten  times  more  difficult  than 
it  was  when  the  Conservatives  handed 
over  to  the  Gbvernment  the  control  of 
foreign  affairs.  He  did  not  wish  to  say 
one  word  to  embarrass  the  Government 
in   their  future  dealings    with  Egypt. 
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His  criticisms  applied  totheir'past  policy, 
and  in  judginp^  the  past  they  were  told 
by  the  noble  Marquess  that  they  had  all 
the  materials  necessary  for  coming  to  a 
conclusion  ;  and  the  conclusion  to  which 
they  were  driven  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  profoundly  to  blame  for  the 
way  in  which  they  had  managed  Egyp- 
tian affairs,  and  he  rejoiced  at  the  oppor- 
tunity which  had  been  afforded  the  House 
of  expressing  its  opinion  on  the  subject. 
The  hen.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing his  Amendment. 

Mr.  H.  8.  NORTHCOTE  said,  that 
the  Government  were  now  in  a  hurry  to 
take  a  vote  upon  Egypt ;  but  last  Ses- 
sion they  were  always  put  off  with  the 
plea  of  pending  negotiations,  and  even 
DOW  they  laboured  under  the  difficulty 
of  only  just  having  got  Papers.  As, 
however,  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  had  raised  the  question,  it  was 
well  to  explain  why  they  could  not  vote 
with  him,  and  why  they  were  ready  to 
take  up  the  challenge  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  to 
make  good  their  assertion  that  the  war 
was  unnecessary.  They  could  not  vote 
with  the  hon.  Baronet,  because  his 
Amendment  implied  that  at  no  time 
during  the  whole  Egyptian  crisis  was 
the  employment  of  British  troops  justi- 
fiable ;  while,  on  the  contrary,  they  held 
that,  after  the  June  massacres,  the  use 
of  force  became  inevitable.  They  called 
the  war  unnecessary,  because  a  wiser 
policy  would  have  prevented  the  occur- 
rence of  the  massacres.  The  boast  of 
supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
who  went  about  the  country  was  that 
the  war  had  been  caused  by  the  Dual 
Control  established  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  he  asked  whether  the  Go- 
vernment adopted  that  statement  of  the 
case?  The  establishment  of  the  Dual 
Control,  he  held,  was  inevitable,  and 
its  results  were,  on  the  whole,  bene- 
ficial to  Egypt.  ["  No,  no ! '»]  If  not, 
then,  was  there  anything  so  eacrosanct 
in  the  arrangements  made  for  the  set- 
tlement of  Egypt  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment that  their  Successors  could  not 
have  modified  them  on  their  accession  to 
Office  if  they  wished  to  do  so  ?  They 
must  deal  with  the  Egyptian  Question 
as  a  whole,  and  begin  with  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Canal  in  1869.  Their 
position  was  then  revolutionized  towards 
£gypt,  and  the  maintenance  of  direct 
communication  by  the  Canal  with  India 


became  necessary.  But  they  could  not 
hope  for  the  sole  control  of  a  Canal 
made  by  French  money  and  ability. 
They  were  left  vis-a-vu  to  France  in 
this  position.  They  had  great  geogra- 
phic^ interests  in  the  Canal,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  position  of  India ;  whilst 
the  French  claimed  political  interests 
and  the  influence  fairly  due  to  those 
who  had  carried  out  this  great  work. 
At  first  they  could  not  get  on.  There 
were  the  tonnage  disputes,  leading  to 
the  Constantinople  Conference  of  1873, 
which  was  nearly  broken  up  by  the 
action  of  France  and  Bussia  in  inter- 
fering in  the  interests  of  M.  de  Lesseps. 
Then  force  had  to  be  applied  by  Egypt 
at  the  orders  of  the  Forte  to  make  M. 
de  Lesseps  give  way.  The  Porte  and 
Egypt  backed  them  loyally,  and  the 
Khedive  then  invited  Mr.  Cave  to  help 
him  to  regulate  the  finances  of  a  country, 
not  a  South  American  Bepublic,  but 
one  whose  position  as  regarded  India 
affected  them  deeply.  The  Dual  Con- 
trol was  the  logical  result  of  the  steps 
commencing  with  the  Missions  of  Mr. 
Cave  and  Mr.  Goschen,  and  its  estab- 
lishment was  due  to  their  preference  to 
co-operate  with  France  rather  than  to 
rival  her — not  an  unpardonable  thing  in 
the  eyes  of  a  Government  which  sacri- 
ficed so  much  during  the  late  negotiations 
to  maintain  the  French  alliance.  Had 
the  Dual  Control  been  a  failure  ?  He 
maintained  that  it  had  not.  Lord  Gran- 
ville had  admitted  that  it  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  beneficial  results.  The  de- 
cree of  September  4,  1879,  establishing 
that  Control,  laid  down  a  Charter  of 
seven  points — the  first  giving  full  powers 
to  the  French  and  English  Controllers 
to  investigate  the  accounts ;  the  second, 
the  division  of  the  powers  between  the 
Controllers ;  the  third,  the  limitation  of 
those  powers  to  reporting  the  result  of 
their  investigations  to  the  Egyptian  Mi- 
nisters ;  the  fourth  conferring  a  consul- 
tative position  on  the  Controllers  in  the 
Ministry ;  the  fifth  providing  for  the 
periodical  publication  of  their  Eeports  ; 
the  sixth  providing  for  their  immova- 
bility and  right  to  appoint  subordinates ; 
and  the  seventh  giving  them  power, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Council  of  Mi- 
nisters, to  determine  the  Budget.  The 
trouble  arose  on  the  last  point,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  desire  of  the  Chamber 
of  Notables  to  discuss  the  Budget. 
Now,  could  not  that  have  been  settled 
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Ti^ithout  a  war  ?  He  contended  that  it 
could,  and  that  it  was  unfair  to  condemn 
an  arrangement  as  bad,  six- sevenths  of 
which  had  given  satisfaction,  and  which 
was  admitted  to  have  worked  excellently 
BO  far  as  regarded  education,  the  dimi- 
nution of  taxation,  and  the  relief  from 
forced  labour.  If  the  Government  said 
they  had  no  business  with  anything  in 
Egypt  except  the  preservation  of  the 
Canal,  how  could  they  have  insured  that 
except  by  an  arrangement  with  France 
and  Egypt?  They  could  not  build  a 
Gibraltar  at  each  end  of  the  Canal. 
They  had  either  to  stand  aside  altogether 
and  risk  its  passage  being  impeded  or 
take  a  general  interest  in  Egyptian 
affairs.  He  did  not  join  in  the  attacks 
sometimes  made  upon  the  Government 
that  the  war  had  been  undertaken  for 
the  bondholders,  because  he  thought  no 
Government,  whether  Liberal  or  Con- 
servative, would  plunge  the  country  into 
a  war  for  the  sake  of  the  bondholders. 
He  was  very  glad  to  hear  in  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  revival  of 
the  phrase,  **  British  interests."  It  was 
gratifying  to  find  that  Her  Majesty's 
present  Advisers  had  come  round  to  the 
opinion  that,  after  all,  British  interests 
must  be  regarded.  He  could  only  agree 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hertford  that  their  criticism  differed 
from  that  of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite,  for  they  had  not 
sought  at  a  critical  time  last  Session  to 
embarrass  the  Government.  They  could 
not,  however,  suppress  free  criticism  or 
give  up  the  right  to  call  the  war  unne- 
cessary. He  had  great  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 

Amendment, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "but,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  whilst  assuring  Her  Majesty  of  our  support 
in  such  Measures  as  may  bo  necessary  for  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  Egypt, 
humbly  to  express  our  regret  that  steps  were 
not  taken  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
secured  such  objects  as  are  of  importance  to 
this  Country,  without  involving  the  necessity 
for  military  operations,"  —  {Mr,  Arthur  Bal- 
four,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment.'' 

J/r.  H.  S.  Korlhcoie 


Mr.  EICHARD  :  If  those  who  have 
opposed  this  war  from  the  first  needed 
any  justification,  it  is  amply  supplied  by 
the  settlement,  or  at  least  one  part  of 
the  settlement,  now  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  Egyptian 
affairs.  But  I  must  point  out  that 
among  those  who  opposed  the  war  can- 
not be  counted  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. On  the  contrary,  if  I  understood 
their  tactics  aright,  their  object  was  to 
stimulate  and  propel  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment into  extreme  measures.  The 
whole  tendency  of  the  speeches  delivered 
at  the  memorable  meeting  at  Willis's 
Booms  was,  by  bitter  taunts  about  Cau- 
dahar  and  the  Transvaal,  to  make  it 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  retreat 
without  the  use  of  violent  means  in 
Egypt,  and  I  greatly  fear  that  those 
taunts  were  not  without  their  influence 
upon  the  policy  of  the  Government.  But 
those  of  us  who  have  consistently  resisted 
the  war  have  the  satisfaction,  if  satis- 
faction could  be  derived  from  anything 
connected  with  so  painful  a  subject,  of 
finding  the  Government  now  proposing 
to  do  away  utterly  with  the  very  insti- 
tution which  they  went  to  war  to  support 
and  enforce.  No  one  who  carefully 
studies  the  Papers  that  have  been  placed 
in  our  hands,  in  relation  to  this  unhappy 
business,  can  fail  to  be  convinced  of 
two  things— First,  that  the  Control  was 
wholly  established  in  the  interest  of  the 
bondholders;  and,  secondly,  that  the 
discontent  which  arose  among  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  and  found  its  culminating 
expression  in  the  protests  and  acts  of 
Arabi  Pasha,  was  occasioned  by  the 
existence  and  operations  of  the  Control. 
The  Control  had  practically  usurped  the 
government  of  Egypt.  It  was  at  the 
advent  and  under  the  influence  of  the 
Control  that  the  land  became  deluged 
with  that  flood  of  foreign  officials  which 
drove  nearly  all  the  Natives  from  every 
position  of  authority  and  distinction  in 
their  own  country.  It  was  the  Control 
that  set  itself  resolutely  to  resist  the 
natural  desire  of  the  Chamber  of  Nota- 
bles to  have  some  share  in  administerixig 
the  financial  affairs  of  their  country.  "& 
was  the  obstinate  persistency  of  the 
Control  in  refusing  all  concessions,  or  in 
accepting  any  compromise — for  several 
compromises  were  offered  to  them  by 
the  Chamber,  on  the  matter  of  the 
Budget— that  rendered  war  inevitable. 
Such,  at  any  rate,  was  the  opinion  of 
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Sir  Edward  Malet,  who  said,  in  writing 
home  on  January  20,  1882 — 

**  Armed  intenrention  will  become  a  necessity 
if  we  adhere  to  the  refusal  to  allow  the  Budget 
to  be  TOted  by  the  Chamber.*' 

And  they  did  adhere  to  their  refusal, 
and  war  did  beoome  ineyitable.  At  that 
time  there  was  no  pretence  for  saying 
that  the  Ohamber  was  acting  under 
military  coercion.  Nothing  could  be 
more  emphatic  than  the  declaration  on 
this  point  of  Sultan  Pasha,  who  was 
the  Fresident  of  the  Chamber,  and 
who,  speaking  to  Sir  Edward  Malet, 
said  that — 

"  He  denied  that  the  Chamber  was  acting 
under  any  preeeure  from  the  military,  ana 
affirmed  that  it  was  merely  expressing  the 
nnanimoas  wish  of  the  country." 

There  cannot  be  a  doubt,  in  my  opinion, 
that  if  the  Qovemment  had  then  sur- 
rendered, or  even  partially  modified,  the 
action  of  the  Control,  so  as  to  give  to 
the  Egyptian  people  some  semblance  of 
self-government,  all  the  mischief  and 
misery  and  bloodshed  that  ensued  might 
have  been  avoided.  These  are  the  words 
of  Sir  Edward  Malet,  writing  at  that 
crisis — 

'*  I  think  that  the  Chamber  would  listen  to 
reason  if  the  Great  Powers  were  to  refuse  to 
consent  to  the  transfer  of  power  to  the  Chamber, 
bat  to  state  that,  while  otherwise  maintaining 
the  ttmimt  qtio,  they  will  guarantee  a  Constitution 
compatible  with  international  engagements,  and 
will  take  steps  to  come  to  an  agreement  on  the 
subject.  I  think  that  this  is  the  only  way  out 
of  a  sitnation  which  is  rapidly  leadmg  both  us 
and  Uie  Egyptians  to  extremities." 

But,  unhappily,  no  heed  was  paid,  so 
far  as  I  know,  to  this  suggestion  of  Sir 
Edward  Malet,  and  matters  were  suffered 
to  drift  into  extremities  as  he  had  pre- 
dicted. Let  it  be  remembered  that  the 
Control  was  really  imposed  upon  Egypt 
by  the  Conservative  Oovemment.  This 
is  brought  out  very  clearly  in  one  of 
Lord  Granville's  recent  despatches  to 
Lord  Lyons,  containing  a  recital  of  the 
facts  relating  to  the  establishment  of 
the  last  form  of  the  Control.  Of  course 
we  know  that  the  Khedive  was  only  a 
puppet — Lord  Salisbury's  puppet — who 
had  deposed  Ismail  Pasha  and  en- 
throned Tewfik  in  his  place,  who  had, 
therefore,  to  do  whatever  he  was  ordered 
to  do.  But,  puppet  as  he  was,  he  tried 
to  obtain  a  milder  form  of  the  Control 
than  the  one  dictated  to  him.  These 
are  the  words  of  Lord  Granville — 


^  "  The  present  Khedive,  on  his  accession,  de- 
cided to  have  a  purely  Native  Ministry.  The 
President  of  the  CouncU,  Cherif  Pasha,  informed 
the  English  and  French  Agents  that,  if  the 
Governments  of  Englimd  and  France  would 
nominate  Controllers  General  under  the  Decree 
of  November,  1876,  the  Khedive  w^d  also 
agree  to  appoint  them,  but  that  their  powers 
would  be  hmited  to  investigation  and  verifica- 
tion, and  that  they  would  not  exercise  any 
administrative  or  executive  functions." 

This  looks  very  much  as  if  the  appoint- 
ment of  any  Control  was  not  very  accept- 
able to  the  Khedive  and  his  Government, 
and  that  they  only  ''agreed  to  appoint" 
at  the  dictation  of  others.  But  Lord 
Granville  continues — 

"The  English  and  French  Governments 
agreed  to  nominate  Controllers-General  on 
these  terms,  but  stipulated  that  in  place  of  the 
admistrative  authority  which  was  to  be  with* 
drawn  from  them,  a  great  extension  should  be 
given  to  their  functions  of  inspection  and 
supervision  ;  and,  further,  an  undertaking  was 
required  that  neither  Controller  should  be  re- 
moved without  the  consent  of  his  respective 
Government." 

Well,  this  severe  form  of  Control  im* 
posed  upon  Egypt  was  not  less  severely 
administered.  I  have  no  wish  to  say 
anything  disrespectful  of  the  Controllers 
personally.  But  undoubtedly  they  mag- 
nified their  office  to  the  utmost.  They 
did  not  do  their  spiriting  gently.  They 
would  not  abate  one  ounce  of  their  pound 
of  flesh.  To  the  last  they  pressed  their 
pretensions  with  inexorable  rigour,  and 
our  Government  unhappily  supported 
those  pretensions,  until,  as  Sir  Edward 
Malet  foresaw,  war  became  inevitable. 
But  mark  the  sequel.  When  the  war  is 
over,  after  Alexandria  had  been  bom- 
barded, and  burnt  down,  and  its  inhabit- 
ants scattered  in  destitution  and  misery 
to  the  four  winds  of  Heaven,  after  some 
thousands  of  the  Egyptians  had  been 
slaughtered,  and  the  whole  country 
thrown  into  temporary  anarchy — when 
you  have  succeeded  in  restoring  some- 
thing like  order,  what  is  the  first  thing 
you  do  ?  Why,  you  abolish  utterly  the 
Control,  and  that  on  grounds  which  go 
to  condemn  the  whole  institution,  for 
the  sake  of  which  you  went  to  war.  For 
these  are  the  words  of  Cherif  Pasha,  the 
present  Prime  Minister  of  Egypt,  which 
Lord  Granville  seems  to  adopt  and  to 
endorse — 

"The  Egyptian  Government  submit  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty the  advisability  of  abandoning  an  insti- 
tution, the  maintenance  of  which  it  is  impos- 
sible to  justify,  and  which  has,  as  has  boon 
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Bhown,  no  longer  any  grounds  of  existence  as 
far  as  the  creditors  are  concerned.  The  Go- 
vernment of  His  Highness  have  no  intention  of 
entering  at  this  moment  upon  all  the  inconve- 
niences which  result  from  the  existence  of  the 
Control ;  hut  they  feel  hound  to  call  attention 
to  the  fact,  which  is,  moreover,  well  known, 
that  this  institution,  in  consequence  of  its  dual 
nature,  and  semi-political  character,  has  pro- 
duced undeniable  abuses  of  administration,  has 
excited  the  legitimate  susceptibilities  of  the 
Egyptians,  and  has,  in  consequence,  dangerously 
impaired  the  authority  of  the  Government  in 
the  eyes  of  the  country/' 

Yet  this  was  the  very  institution  which 
we    championed    with  our    blood  and 
money.     My  opinion  is  that  the  Goyern- 
ment  stumbled  into  this  war  without 
clearly  knowing  their  own  minds.  They 
adopted  a  policy  of  menace,  which  is 
always  a  dangerous  policy.    The  expla- 
nation given  by  Lord  Derby,  their  new 
recruit,  is  that  they  did  not  mean  to  go  to 
war,  but  only  meant  to  threaten,  and  that 
if  France  had  joined  in  the  threat,  there 
would  haye  been  no  necessity  for  war. 
The  very  number  and  variety  and  con- 
flicting character  of  the  reasons  assigned 
by  the  Qovernment  for  the  war  are  a 
sufficient  proof  that  they  really  had  no 
clear  conception  themselves  of  what  they 
intended.    Now,  however,  they  seem  to 
have  settled  down,  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  has  said,  on  the  phrase 
that  it  was  to  suppress  '*  a  formidable 
rebellion."     For    myself,     I    am    not 
frightened  by  opprobrious  epithets  ap- 
plied to  those  who  are  struggling  for 
national  rights,  because  I  find,  in  look- 
ing back  into  history,  that  not  a  few 
men  who  have  been  stigmatized  as  rebels 
have  come  afterwards  to  be  regarded  by 
many,  especially  by  Liberals,  as  patriots 
and  heroes.     Hampden  and  Cromwell 
were  rebels,  Washington  was  a  rebel, 
Garibaldi  was  a  rebel.     But  what  kind 
of  rebellion  was  there  in  Egypt?  Against 
whom  did  Arabi  Pasha  rebel?      Not 
against  us,  for  he  owed  us  no  allegiance. 
Not  against  the  Sultan,  whom,  when  it 
suits  our  purpose,  we  proclaim  as  the 
supreme  Sovereign  of  Egypt — fornothing 
is  more  certain  than  that  Arabi  acted 
throughout  with  the  connivance,  if  not  at 
the  instigation,  of  the  Sultan:    Hardly 
against  the  Khedive,  since  the  Khedive 
recognized  him  as  his  Minister,  and  in- 
structed him  to  look  after  the  defences 
of  the  country,  and  censured  him  after- 
wards for  not  having  done  so  effectually. 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  this  Amendment,  as 

Ur.  Richard 


well  as  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  who  used  to  represent  Arabi 
as  a  mere  military  adventurer  who  im- 
posed himself  upon  the  country,  have 
now  found  their  way  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  did,  after  all,  represent  the 
national  sentiment.  It  is  some  satisfac- 
tion to  me  to  find  that  there  has  been 
no  enthusiasm  for  this  war  anywhere. 
Indeed,  how  could  there  be,  when  an 
Empire  of  300,000,000  people  was  em- 
ploying all  its  stupendous  power  to  bully 
and  crush  a  small  nation  of  5,000,000  ? 
I  do  not  speak  of  the  preposterously 
extravagant  glorification  of  our  small 
military  successes  in  Egypt.  That  was 
enthusiasm  not  for  the  war,  but  for  vic- 
tory, and,  unhappily,  victory,  whether 
gained  in  a  just  or  unjust  cause,  is 
always  popular  in  this  country,  and,  I 
am  afraid,  in  all  countries.  But  I  be* 
lieve  that  a  good  deal  even  of  that  en- 
thusiasm was  artificial — worked  up  for 
political  purposes.  But  the  war  itself 
was  not  popular,  and  least  of  all  in  the 
Liberal  ranks.  There  were  some  125 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
abstained  from  supporting  the  Vote  of 
money  which  the  Government  asked  for 
carrying  on  the  war.  Like  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken,  I  look 
forward  to  the  future  with  more  of  ap- 

Srehension  than  of  hope.  We  have  un- 
ertaken  very  g^ave  responsibilities  in 
Egypt,  and  I  greatly  fear  that  contin- 
gencies and  complications  may  yet  arise, 
of  so  grave  a  character,  as  to  make  the 
nation  bitterly  rue  that  it  had  ever 
meddled  in  Egyptian  finance.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four), it  is,  no  doubt,  skilfully  framed 
to  catch  votes  from  this  side.  But  I 
cannot  accept  an  Amendment  coming 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  for  I 
cannot  forget  that  they  did  all  they 
could  to  stimulate  and  force  on  the  war. 
[No,  no !  ")  I  say  Yes,  yes ;  for  I  re- 
member perfectly  well  that  when  the 
announcement  was  made  in  this  House 
that  the  bombardment  of  Alexandria 
had  begun,  a  ringing  cheer  ran  through 
those  Benches.  [**  No,  no !  ]  Yes ;  it 
made  too  deep  and  painful  an  impres- 
sion upon  my  mind  to  admit  of  my 
being  under  a  delusion.  It  was  one  of 
the  most  painful  exhibitions  I  ever  wit* 
nessed.  I  can  understand  a  lot  of  school- 
boys breaking  into  a  shout  of  delight  at 
an  explosion  of  fireworks,  but  uiat  a 
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body  of  intelligent  Christian  men  should 
burst  into  a  cheer  of  applause  when 
told  that  a  great  city  of  200,000  inhabi- 
tants was  being  bombarded  with  shot 
and  shell  betrays  a  state  of  feeling  which 
I  cannot  comprehend.  And  I  maintain, 
aa  I  have  maintained  throughout,  that 
the  origin  of  the  whole  mischief  was  in 
the  constitution  of  the  Control  as  estab- 
lished by  the  Consenrative  Government. 
Mr.  CHAPLIN  denied  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  those  who  had  attended  the 
meeting  at  Willis's  Booms  met  there  for 
the  purpose  of  stimulating  the  Govern- 
ment to  strong  measures  and  were  all 
along  in  favour  of  strong  measures.  The 
hon.  Member  had  given  quite  a  wrong 
impression  of  the  character  of  that  meet- 
ing. It  was  quite  true  that  the  persons 
assembled  at  that  meeting  criticized  with 
a  just  severity  the  conduct  of  an  English 
Administration  which  permitted  subjects 
of  the  Queen  to  be  massacred  within 
sight  of  her  flag,  and  within  gunshot  of 
her  Fleet,  without  one  finger  being 
raised  to  help  them.  They  condemned 
the  policy  which  led  to  such  unhappy 
results,  and  contrasted  it  with  the  policy 
of  the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield  in  circum- 
stances of  infinitely  greater  difficulty 
than  any  with  which  the  present  Admi- 
nistration had  had  to  deal.  The  policy 
of  the  late  Government  was  that  of  being 
prepared  for  war,  and  of  letting  the 
wond  know  that  they  were  prepared  for 
war.  That  was  the  best  means  of  pre- 
serving peace.  He  desired  to  say  a  few 
brief  words  on  the  criticisms  which  had 
been  made  as  to  the  necessity  of  the 
war.  Under  this  Liberal,  peace-loving 
Administration  it  was  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult to  know  when  they  were  at  war. 
For  when  Alexandria  was  bombarded, 
the  House  was  told,  upon  the  very 
highest  authority,  that  they  were  not  at 
war.  Supposing  the  English  troops  had 
been  landed  simultaneously  with  the 
bombardment,  would  that  have  been  an 
act  of  war  ?  If  it  would  have  been,  then 
he  was  prepared  to  admit  that,  owing  to 
the  weak  and  feeble  policy  of  tlie  Go- 
vernment, and  especially  of  the  feeble 
▼aponrings  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  for  many  weeks  before 
these  events  occurred,  some  warlike  mea- 
sures had  been  rendered  necessary  and 
inevitable  at  Alexandria.  But  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  others  referred  to 
the  future  campaign  in  Egypt  which  re* 

YOL.COLXXVL   [thied  sbeito.] 


suited  in  the  victory  of  Tel-el-Kebir  and 
the  occupation  of  Cairo,  then  he  entirely 
agreed  with  him  that  it  was  an  unneces- 
sary campaign,  and  that  by  the  display 
of  a  little  more  foresight  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  it  might,  and 
should,  have  been  avoided.  There  were 
many  people  amongst  those  who  were 
the  first  to  land  after  the  bombardment 
who  were  of  opinion  that  a  few  hundred 
sailors,  if  they  had  been  landed,  would 
have  been  able  to  capture  Arabi  and  his 
army,  and  save  Alexandria.  He  would 
not  go  that  length  himself;  but  there 
was  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  military 
authorities  that  if  an  adequate  military 
force  had  been  landed  in  time,  the  cap- 
ture of  Arabi  and  his  army  would  have 
been  certain  and  immediate.  The  war, 
in  that  case,  would  have  been  over  al- 
most before  it  began,  and,  in  all  human 
probability,  the  city  would  have  been 
saved  from  subsequent  destruction.  Why 
had  that  not  been  done  ?  No  Meniber 
of  the  Government  had  been  able  to 
answer  that  question.  It  was  the  merest 
quibble  to  pretend  that  they  were  pre- 
vented by  international  obligations.  In- 
ternational obligations  might  as  well 
have  prevented  them  from  landing  an 
Army  at  all,  or  taking  possession  of  the. 
Suez  Canal ;  and  there  was  precisely  the 
same  justification  for  landing  troops  at 
the  time  of  the  bombardment  as  there 
was  for  all  the  subsequent  operations  of 
the  War.  But  even  supposing  that  argu- 
ment to  be  tenable,  what  was  to  prevent 
the  despatch  of  troops  to  the  place  with 
which  the  foresight  and  the  statesman- 
ship of  Lord  Beaconsfield  had  provided 
them — the  Island  of  Cyprus,  which  was 
only  some  SO  hours'  sail  from  Alexan- 
dria ?  Was  it  because  the  Government 
were  bound  by  the  reckless  and  foolish 
speech  in  which  they  indulged  when  in 
0  pposition  ?  It  was  the  present  Home 
Secretary  who  said  that  if  any  English 
Minister  dared  to  send  any  considerable 
number  of  troops  to  Cyprus — so  pesti- 
lential was  its  climate — he  would  deserve 
to  be  impeached.  On  his  own  showing, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
deserved  impeachment  with  his  Col- 
leagues for  arrangements  made  at  the 
beginning  of  the  operations  for  Cyprus 
to  be  turned  into  a  sanitarium  for  the 
English  Army.  If  the  Government  had 
listened  to,  and  acted  upon,  the  warn- 
ings of  its  Bepresentatives  in  Egypt,  the 
war    might   have  been  avoided.      He 
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would  like  to  say  a  word  on  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartin^on),  who,  in  a 
speech  last  night,  held  out  the  anticipa- 
tion that  the  remainder  of  the  troops 
would  be  removed  from  Egypt  before 
six  months  had  elapsed.  The  noble 
Marquess  did  not  commit  himself  to  that 
assertion  as  a  positive  statement ;  but 
that  was  the  general  effect  of  his  speech. 
He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  ventured  to  say  that 
a  more  unhappy  and  a  more  ill-timed 
statement — having  regard  to  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Egypt — was  never  made 
by  an  English  Minister  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  There  were  few  men  of 
knowledge  and  experience  in  Egypt  who 
had  the  real  interest  of  the  people  at 
heart  who  would  not  read  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Marquess  with  feelings  of 
utter  and  blank  dismay.  He  could  not, 
however,  but  entertain  a  hope  that  under 
the  wise  and  able  administration  of  Lord 
Dufferin,  affairs  in  Egypt  were  begin- 
ning to  assume  a  more  favourable  aspect. 
At  the  present  moment  peace  and  tran- 
quillity existed  throughout  Egypt,  order 
had  been  restored,  conGdence  was  being 
gained  by  all  branches  of  the  population, 
and  only  two  things  seemed  to  be  want- 
ing to  bring  our  intervention  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue.  The  first  was,  that  Eng- 
lish authority  in  the  country  should  be 
maintained  and  supported  by  the  pre- 
sence of  English  troops  for  a  consider- 
able and  even  an  indefinite  period  ;  and 
the  second  was,  that  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  abstain 
from  making  foolish  speeches  upon  every 
possible  occasion  with  regard  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  withdrawing  every  English 
soldier  from  the  country  at  the  very  ear- 
liest opportunity.  If  these  two  condi- 
tions were  fulfilled,  he  foresaw  the  dawn 
of  a  brighter  and  a  happier  future  for 
the  Egyptian  people  than  they  could 
ever  have  hoped  for  in  the  past.  It  un- 
fortunately, however,  appeared  that  the 
noble  Marquess  had  been  bitten  by  the 
same  suicidal  mania  which  possessed 
hon.  Members  opposite  below  the  Gang- 
way ;  and  he  feared  that,  after  his  ob- 
servations of  last  night,  those  bright  and 
happy  prospects  would  disappear,  and 
they  would  be  compelled  to  reti^in  their 
troops  in  Egypt  for  a  much  longer  period 
than  would  otherwise  have  been  neces- 
sary. The  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had  re- 
ferred last  night  to  the  important  de- 
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spatch  which  had  just  been  received 
from  Lord  Dufferin,  and  the  popular 
rumour  was  to  the  effect  that  that  de* 
spatch  contained  an  exhaustive  Report 
by  that  noble  Lord  upon  every  aspect  of 
the  Egyptian  Question.  He  should  like 
to  know  whether  that  rumour  was  well 
founded ;  and,  if  so,  when  it  would  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  ? 
He  should  also  like  to  ask  whether  Lord 
Dufferin  shared  the  views  expressed  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  that  it  was  wise  and 
desirable  and  right  that  every  English 
soldier  should  be  removed  from  Egypt 
within  a  period  of  six  months  from  now  ? 
If  that  really  were  the  views  and  opi- 
nions of  Lord  Dufferin  his  alarms  would 
to  some  extent  be  allayed ;  and  he  hoped 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  give  the  House  some  infor- 
mation on  that  point  with  as  little  delay 
as  possible.  For  his  own  part  he  must  con- 
fess that  he  should  be  afraid  that  if  the 
noble  Marquess,  in  pursuing  the  policy 
which  he  had  announced,  succeeded  in 
withdrawing  all  the  English  troops  from 
Egypt  in  so  short  a  period  of  time  he 
would  place  the  Khedive  in  a  position  of 
great  difficulty,  and  he  should  have  great 
doubts  whether,  in  the  interests  of  his 
own  safety,  the  Khedive  would  not  con- 
sider it  right  to  remove  himself  at  the 
same  time.  He  could  conceive  nothings 
more  disastrous  than  that  the  policy  an- 
nounced by  the  noble  Marquess  should 
be  carried  out.  Though  on  that  side  of 
the  House  they  might  and  should  pro- 
test, they  would  be  powerless  to  prevent 
it ;  but  if  they  were  bent  on  this  snicidal 
and  fatal  policy,  he  would  say  let  them 
at  least  be  consistent  with  the  promises 
they  had  announced,  and  let  the  chapter 
of  their  blunders  and  errors  be  complete. 
Let  them  rebuild  Alexandria  and  the 
forts  which  they  had  bombarded,  pay 
an  indemnity  to  the  Egyptian  people  for 
the  sufferings  which  they  had  unjustly 
caused  them,  and  recall  Arabi  and  re- 
instate him  in  his  position.  If  the 
Government  were  consistent,  and  took 
that  course,  then  they  might  be  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  their  troops  from 
Egypt,  to  meet  with  ignominy  and  shame 
at  the  hands  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  to  be  reganled  with  scorn 
and  derision  by  every  civilized  nation  of 
Europe. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  that  upon  the 
occasion  of  the  announcement  of  the 
bombardment  of   Alexandria   he   had 
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ventured  to  raise  bis  voice  in  protest 
against  that  act  of  gross  national  im- 
morality;  but  be  bardly  thought  that 
this  was  a  fitting  time  in  which  to  in- 
trude this  Amendment  upon  the  House. 
The  responsibility  for  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria  was  no  longer 
a  responsibility  of  the  Government 
alone,  because  that  act  had  been  sanc- 
tioned by  the  House  of  Commons  and 
by  the  country.  When  the  question  of 
the  propriety  of  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria  was  before  the  House,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  sup- 
ported by  the  majority  of  the  Liberal 
Party  and  by  the  great  Party  opposite. 
The  Tories,  of  course,  supported  the 
Government,  because  they  said  this 
was  Jingo  policy,  and  that  the  Liberal 
Government  was  taking  a  leaf  out  of  the 
book  of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  In  fact,  the 
Grovemment  had  only  been  opposed  by 
a  very  few  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
including  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter (Mr.  John  Bright).  In  these. circum- 
stances, he  oould  not  see  what  service 
would  be  done  by  bringing  forward  this 
Amendment,  relating  to  a  policy  of  the 
past.  What  they  had  now  to  deal  with 
was  the  present  policy  to  be  pursued  in 
Egypt  The  purport  of  the  Amendment 
was  to  declare  that,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  House,  our  troops  should  be  im- 
mediately withdrawn  from  Egypt.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  who  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment, was  clearly  not  in  favour  of  with- 
drawing our  troops  at  the  present  time, 
and  he  himself  thought  that  as  we  had 
gone,  rightly  or  wrongly,  there,  we 
should  not  withdraw  until  we  had  es- 
tablished a  permanent  and  just  Govern- 
ment. He  perfectly  agreed  with  the 
view  of  the  noble  Lord  the  present 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
in  what  we  were  doing  in  that  country 
at  the  present  time  we  were  acting  in 
the  interests,  not  only  of  this  country, 
but  of  those  of  Egypt  itself  and  of 
Europe  generally.  By  giving  the  Egyp- 
tian people  security  of  life  and  property, 
and  by  enabling  the  resources  of  the 
countiy  to  be  developed,  we  should  be 
adding  largely  to  their  happiness  and 
prosperity.  He  was  satisfied  that,  even 
if  we  were  to  withdraw  from  that 
country,  some  other  Power  would  im- 
mediately step  in  and  occupy  the  place 
we  now  did.    Therefore,   although  we 


might  have  committed  a  crime  in  bom- 
barding Alexandria,  it  would  be  a  very 
great  blunder  if  we  were  now  to  leave 
the  country  to  influences  which  might 
prove  disastrous.  He  could  not  believe 
that  if  the  Party  opposite  had  been  in 
power  during  the  last  year  our  position 
in  connection  with  Egyptian  affairs  would 
have  been  any  better  now  than  it  was  in 
ex isting  circumstances.  The  same  blun- 
ders might  not  have  been  committed,  but 
there  would  have  been  others  equally,  if 
not  more,  objectionable.  He  should  re- 
serve his  opinion  about  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  until  they  should  have 
been  more  clearly  explained,  hoping  that 
any  steps  which  might  be  taken  would  be 
such  as  to  carry  out  the  views  which  had 
already  been  made  known. 

Mr  GOHST  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  hon.  Membevs  should  quarrel  with 
the  very  plain  and  simple  language  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  and 
thought  they  only  did  so  in  order,  some- 
how, to  obtain  a  pretext  for  not  accom- 
panying the  hon.  Baronet  into  the 
Lobby.  The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands),  who  was  wont  to  pose 
in  the  House  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber, but  to  appear  in  the  Lobby  as  a 
staunch  supporter  of  the  Government, 
had  discovered  in  the  Amendment  a 
meaning  which  could  only  have  been 
ascribed  to  it  in  order  to  excuse  his  sup- 
port of  the  Government.  To  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  there  was  one  objec- 
tion— namely,  that  it  might  fail  to  se- 
cure the  support  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  In  the  language  of  the 
Amendment  it  was  clearly  implied  that 
the  war  in  Egypt  did,  at  a  certain  pe- 
riod, become  necessary ;  but  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  had  stated  at  Glasgow 
that  the  war  was  an  unnecessary  war. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  so  modify  his  Amendment  as  to 
secure  the  united  support  of  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Bichard)  was 
fair  in  uttering  some  of  the  opinions 
which  they  had  heard,  for  there  were 
many  Members  on  the  Opposition 
Benches  who  had  consistently  denounced 
the  war  in  Egypt  from  the  very  first, 
and  who  had  strongly  protested  against 
the  endeavours  of  the  Government  to 
suppress  the  National  movement  in  that 
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country.  He  himself  had  proposed  a 
distinct  Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Go- 
vernment after  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria ;  but  because  it  came  from  a 
Tory  source  it  did  not  meet  with  the 
support  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merth jr 
Tydvil  or  any  of  the  Kadical  patriots  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Mb.  BICHAED:  The  Motion  was 
not  brought  forward.  Had  it  been  I 
should  most  unhesitatingly  haye  sup- 
ported it. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  that  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  made  aware  that  any 
considerable  section  of  his  own  Party 
desired  it,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  provided  the  opportunity. 
From  the  very  first,  and  down  to  the 
present  time,  the  following  charges  had 
repeatedly  been  brought  against  the 
Government — namely,  that  they  delibe- 
rately set  themselves  to  the  work  of  sup- 
pressing the  National  movement  in  Egypt, 
and  that  they  adopted  that  mode  of  sup- 
pression which  their  Consular  officers 
had  told  them  would  cause  a  bloody  re- 
sistance. Those  charges  had  been  abun- 
dantly proved  by  the  Papers  they  had 
before  them.  In  their  diplomatic  con- 
duct, the  Government  had  acted  in  the 
interests  of  two  bodies — the  bondholders 
and  the  French  Government.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  a  speech 
delivered  some  time  since,  had  made  a 
misstatement,  which  was  noticed  at  the 
time,  to  the  effect  that  the  Government 
had  no  information  whatever  of  the  birth 
and  growth  of  the  movement  in  Egypt 
until  it  became  a  military  movement, 
the  fact  being  that  it  was  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  which  made 
the  movement  a  military  one,  which 
drove  the  Chamber  of  Notables  into  the 
arms  of  Arabi,  and  made  him  the  leader 
of  the  National  Party  in  Egypt.  When 
the  Chamber  of  Notables  first  asked  for 
the  right  to  criticize  that  part  of  their 
own  Budget  which  was  not  subject  to 
international  obligations  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  receive  the  demand  with  ab- 
solute hostility,  for  Lord  Granville  tele- 
graphed to  Sir  Edward  Malet  on  Jan. 
11,  1882,  in  the  following  terms:  — 

"  The  Government  do  not  wieh  to  commit 
themselves  to  the  total  or  permanent  exclusion 
of  the  Chamber  of  Notables  from  handling  the 
Budget ;  but  caution  will  be  required  in  dealing 
with  the  matter,  regard  being  had  to  the  pecu- 
niary interests  on  behalf  of  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  been  acting.*' 

The  Governmeut,   in  fact,  acted  as  if 
JTr.  Gor9t 


they  had  been  the  agents  of  the  bond- 
holders, and  because  the  interests  of  the 
latter  might  have  been  affected  they  re- 
solved that  they  would  be  cautious  about 
the  development  of  the  rights  of  a  free 
people.     But  they  did  not  stop  there. 
The   bondholders    only  compelled    the 
Government  to  use  caution  ;  the  French 
Government  compelled  them  to   with* 
hold  from  the  Egyptian  people  the  rights 
which  they  claimed.     A  few  days  after 
the  despatch  already  referred  to  Lord 
Lyons  reported  to  M.  Gambetta  that  the 
Government  concurred  with  him  in  think- 
ing that  the  demand  of  the  Chamber 
of  Notables  could  not   be  agreed  to. 
In  reply,  M.  Gambetta  said  that  he  had 
already  directed  the  French  Eepresenta- 
tive  to  insist  upon  Sherif  Pasha  abso- 
lutely rejecting    the    demands  of    the 
Notables,  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
inconsistent  with  international  engage- 
ments.  This  Liberal  Government,  there- 
fore,   which    came     into    Office    upon 
the  principle  of  non-intervention,    and 
claimed  to  be  the  representative  of  the 
most  free  Parliament  and  people  in  the 
world,  at  the  bidding  of  the  bondholders 
and  the  French  Government  deliberately 
crushed  the  free  institutions  of  Egypt. 
Anyone  reading  the  Papers  must  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  rejection  of 
the  demands  of  the  Chamber  of  Nota- 
bles threw  the  National  Party  of  Egypt 
into  the  arms  of  Arabi,  and  rendered 
some  kind  of   intervention   necessary. 
Having  made  up  their  minds  to  crush 
the   Chamber,    and  thus  render   some 
kind  of    intervention    necessary,    Her 
Majesty's  Government  then  deliberately 
chose  that  kind  of  intervention  which 
they  were  warned  would  end  in   war 
and  bloodshed.       On  January  20,  Sir 
Edward  Malet,  having  learnt  the  de- 
termination of  the  Government,  wrote 
to  say  that  armed  intervention  would 
be  necessary  if  the  refusal  to  allow  the 
Chamber  of  Notables  to  vote  the  Budget 
were  adhered  to,   and   he  added  that 
England  could  not  do  otherwise,  as  the 
demand  of  the  Chamber  was  only  part 
of    a  complete   scheme  of    revolution. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  thus 
warned  by  their  own  diplomatic  Officer 
that  armed  intervention  would  become 
necessary  if  the  demands  of  the  Chamber 
were   refused.       On   February    1,    Sir 
Edward  Malet  again  sent  a  despatch  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  which  he 
reported  au  interview  with  an  Egyptian 
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Minister,  who  told  him  that  a  com- 
mission from  the  Porte  and  the  despatch 
of  an  armed  Turkish  Force  was  the  only 
intervention  possible,  without  risk  of 
serious  danger  to  European  residents 
and  considerable  bloodshed.  Interven- 
tion by  either  England  or  France  would, 
he  said,  be  inevitably  followed  by  dis- 
turbance and  bloodshed.  Yet,  in  the 
face  of  that  warning,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment deliberately  rejected  Turkish 
intervention,  and  deliberately  adopted 
that  particular  method  of  intervention 
which  they  were  warned  would  be  the 
cause  of  bloodshed.  The  case  against 
the  Government  was  clearly  made  out. 
In  the  first  place,  long  before  the  Na- 
tional movement  became  a  military 
movement,  they  had  made  up  their 
minds  to  crush  it,  and,  having  done  so, 
they  adopted  that  particular  method 
which  they  were  warned  would  plunge 
the  country  in  war.  He  did  not  grudge 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  glory 
and  credit  they  had  for  the  time  gained 
in  this  country  for  their  action:  They 
had  boasted  that  the  war  had  been  a 
cheap  one,  and  that  it  had  not  cost  the 
country  the  lives  of  many  of  its  soldiers 
and  sailors.  Did  the  Government  take 
into  account  the  thousands  of  Egyptians 
who  lost  their  lives  in  that  war?  He 
did  not  believe  that  they  cared  a  straw 
for  the  unhappy  country  whose  defender 
they  professed  to  be.  From  the  time 
that  the  subject  of  Egypt  had  been  first 
discussed  in  the  House  he  had  not  al- 
tered his  opinions  concerning  it.  Those 
opinions  were  very  clearly  set  forth  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle,  and  if  he  went  to 
a  division  he  should  certainly  support 
him. 

Mb.  EDWABD  GLABKE.said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  going  to  be  content  to 
allow  the  discussion  on  Egypt  to  close 
with  the  sort  of  explanation  given  in 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  lant  night ; 
bat,  like  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  he  should  cer- 
tainly support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  if  it  went  to  a  division. 
He  was  glad  that  the  House  had  ob- 
tained an  opportunity  for  discussing  the 
E^ptian  War ;  the  only  difficulty  was 
that  it  came  in  a  way  somewhat  un- 
expected and  inconvenient.  The  docu- 
ments wbioh  had  been  published  with 


regard  to  Egypt  proved,  what  had 
always  been  contended  by  the  Leaders 
of  the  Conservative  Party,  as  well  as  by 
many  of  those  sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way on  the  Ministerial  side,  that  the 
war  was  wholly  unnecessary.  In  a 
despatch  from  Lord  Granville,  dated 
November  3,  1882,  to  Lord  Dufferin, 
with  regard  to  the  re-organization  of 
Egypt,  he  recommended  the  gradual 
reduction  of  the  foreign  element  and 
the  increase  in  the  employment  of  native 
Egyptians  in  all  branches  of  administra-* 
tion,  and  the  establishment  of  all  insti- 
tutions favourable  to  liberty.  On  No- 
vember 3,  1882,  Lord  Granville  again 
drew  Lord  Dufferin's  attention  to  the 
importance  of  the  throe  matters — ^less 
employment  of  Europeans,  equal  taxa- 
tion of  Foreigners  and  Natives,  and  the 
development  of  Native  institutions.  At 
that  moment,  under  the  pretence  of  the 
existence  of  an  independent  Government 
in  Egypt,  England  was  trying,  at  great 
trouble  and  cost,  to  do  those  very  things 
which  Arabi  and  the  National  Party  in 
Egypt  were  trying  to  do  when  interfered 
with  by  France  and  England.  Those 
three  matters  were  all  very  strongly  put 
forward  by  the  supporters  of  the  Na- 
tional Party  in  Egypt.  The  Papers  pub- 
lished with  regard  to  the  former  condi- 
tion of  Egypt  showed  that  l,*iOO  Euro- 
peans were  employed  in  the  Egyptian 
State  service,  and  that  their  salaries 
amounted  to  £373,000  a-year.  It  ap- 
peared to  the  Egyptians,  as  well  as  to  a 
great  many  in  this  country,  that  the 
result  of  the  course  taken  by  England 
and  France  was  to  set  up  a  foreign 
bureaucracy,  which  naturally  offended 
the  people  of  Egypt.  In  the  fresh 
Papers  published,  which  he  supposed 
were  intended  to  remove  the  impression 
produced  by  the  former  ones,  it  was 
stated  that  there  were  54,000  persons  in 
the  service  of  the  State  in  Egypt  in 
other  than  a  military  capacity.  The 
salaries  of  those  persons  amounted  to 
£  1 ,953,000.  The  table  stated  that  53,000 
of  these  people  were  Natives,  and  1,000 
were  Europeans,  as  if  that  were  an  an- 
swer to  the  gprievance.  It  was  of  im- 
portance to  see  the  relative  salaries  of 
the  Natives  and  Europeans.  He  found 
that  the  average  salary  paid  to  the 
63,000  Natives  was  £31  a-year,  while 
the  average  salary  of  the  Europeans 
was  £301  a-year.  The  grievance  which 
was  denounced   by  Arabi  Pasha  and 
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the  National  Party,  and  now  by  Lord 
Dufferin,   was  that  all  the  best  posts 
were  occupied  by  Europeans,  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  the  Natives.  He  was  very  glad 
to  find  that  Lord  Dufferin  was  going  to 
redress  that  grievance.     In  carrying  on 
the  late  war,  this  country  had  wasted 
£4,500,000  ;  and  it  was  remarkable  that 
the  country  had  been  committed  to  that 
war  by  a  Party  acting  in  violation  of 
their  political  creed.     From  the  Papers 
circulated  this  morning,  it  appeared  that 
foreigners  in  Egypt  were  exempted  from 
three  items  of  taxation — namely,  pro- 
fessional taxes,  commercial  stamp  taxes, 
and  house  taxes — to  the  total  amount  of 
nearly  £500,000.     That  was  a  matter 
which  Lord  Dufferin  was  going  to  set 
right,    and     which     the    Chamber    of 
Notables  said  was  a  serious  grievance. 
As  to  the  position  of  this  country,  in 
January,    1882,  the    Government    was 
then  under  the  domination  of  the  French 
Government,    and    showed    a    strange 
official    incapacity.      On    the    llth    of 
January  Lord  Granville  was  informed 
by  Sir  Edward  Malet  of  the  wishes  of 
the  Chamber  of  Notables,  and  on  the 
same  day  Lord  Granville  wrote  to  Lord 
Lyons,  asking  what  were  M.  Gambetta's 
views.     Then,  in  accordance  with  those 
views,    Lord    Granville    wrote    to  Sir 
Edward  Malet  that  the  demand  of  the 
Chamber  of  Notables  would  be  per- 
emptorily refused.     This  demand  was 
that  the  Chamber  should  be  entitled 
to  deal  with  that  part  of  the  revenues 
of  Egypt  not  required  for  the  payment 
of  the  interest  on  the  Debt.     That  they 
should  be  permitted  to  do  this  was  urged 
by  Sir  Edward  Malet  in  his  letter  which 
reached  the  Foreign  Office  on  the  18th 
of  January,    1882.     The  proposal  was, 
however,  utterly  rejected  by  the  Foreign 
Office.     Then,  on  the  24th  of  January, 
Sir  Edward    Malet  wrote    that    every 
question  between  the  Ministry  and  the 
Chamber  was  settled,  except  the  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  Budget,  and  that 
this  was  the  only  question  then  remain- 
ing between  them.    The  Chamber  being 
anxious  that  there  should  be  no  excuse 
for  foreign  intervention  proposed  that 
the  question  of  the  Budget  should  be 
submitted  to  the  vote,  and,  in  short,  every 
possible    concession  was  made  by  the 
leaders  of  the  National  Party  to  induce 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  consent 
to  the  Chamber    of   Notables  having 
Bome  authority  over  the  revenue  which 
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belonged  exclusively  to  them.  In  March, 
1882,  a  Report  of  the  Expenditure  was 
published,  when  it  was  shown  that  the 
revenue  assigned  to  the  payment  of  the 
interest  of  the  Debt  was  sufficient  for  the 
purpose.  There  was  an  income  of 
£9,000,000;  £4,500,000  was  required 
for  payment  of  the  interest  on  the  Debt, 
and  £4,600,000  were  absolutely  secure. 
That  was  admitted.  Why  should  not 
the  Chamber  of  Notables  be  allowed  to 
deal  with  that  other  part  of  their  re- 
venue? He  could  find  no  answer  to 
that  question,  except  that  the  English 
Foreign  Officer  was  under  the  domination 
of  the  French  Government  at  that  time 
and  would  not  move  a  step  without  the 
consent  of  M.  Gambetta.  The  Egyptian 
Government  issued  a  declaration  of  their 
intentions,  and  one  Minister  asked  why 
they  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  deal  with 
taxes  raised  from  their  own  people. 
However,  the  proposals  for  a  compro- 
mise were  disregarded.  The  instruc- 
tions from  France  were  that  no  com- 
promise should  be  accepted.  M.  Gam- 
betta then  fell,  and  then  came  a  Mi- 
nistry in  Egypt  which  was,  no  doubt, 
dominated  by  Arabi.  But  during  Feb- 
ruary and  March,  the  Egyptian  Ministry 
was  trying  to  discover  some  mode  of 
arrangement  with  England  and  France 
by  which  it  might  be  at  liberty  to  deal 
with  the  Budget.  But  then  appeared  a 
most  painful  record  of  the  incompetence 
of  the  Foreign  Office.  Only  two  sugges- 
tions were  made  by  the  Foreign  Office  ; 
one  was,  that  there  should  be  an  English, 
a  French,  and  a  Turkish  General  sent 
into  Egypt  to  re-organize  its  military 
system.  But,  as  M.  Tissot  asked, 
supposing  Egypt  did  not  yield  to  their 
representations,  what  then  ?  There  was 
to  be  a  full  stop ;  for  the  three  Generals 
had  no  means  at  hand  of  enforcing  their 
views.  So  things  drifted  on  from 
January  till  the  15th  of  May,  when  a 
despatch  was  issued  from  the  Foreign 
Office,  confessing  its  inability  to  do  any- 
thing. On  the  15th  of  May  Lord 
Granville  wrote  to  Lord  Lyons  respect- 
ing the  proposal  to  send  a  Fleet  to 
Alexandria.  In  that  amazing  despatch, 
of  the  15th  of  May  there  were  also  these 
words — 

"I  bave  told  the  French  Amhaaaador  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  agrees  with  me  in  regretting 
that  the  other  Powers  have  not  been  invited  to 
cooperate.  Her  Majesty's  Government  think 
this  a  mistake," 
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If  they  thought  it  a  mistake  to  send  an 
iron-dad  fleet  to  Alexandria,  without 
inviting  the  other  Powers  to  oo-operate, 
he  wondered  why  thej  did  it,  and  also 
why  they  should  have  put  it  on  re- 
cord that  they  were  taking  that  step 
in  defiance  of  their  own  judgment. 
The  despatch,  however,  went  on  to 
say— 

"  Bat  as  the  French  QoTamment  Held  abso- 
latel  J  to  it,  and  as  they  had  gone  ao  f  ar  to  meet 
the  riewa  of  Her  Majeety'a  Government,  they 
had  concurred  in  the  course  taken." 

There  was  no  trace  in  the  Papers  of  the 
French  Ooyemment  having  gone  so  far 
to  meet  the  views  of  our  Government  at 
all.  What  was  the  specific  reason  why 
on  the  15th  of  May,  the  Qovernment 
believing  all  the  time  they  were  com- 
mitting a  mistake,  gave  way  to  France 
and  sent  an  iron-clad  fleet  to  Alexandria? 
Directly  the  Fleet  went  the  result  was 
inevitable.  Four  times  our  Government 
had  been  warned  by  their  own  Bepre- 
aentativea  that  the  intervention  of  Eng- 
land and  France  must  lead  to  bloodshed. 
He  suppoeed  that  it  was  not  consistent 
with  their  honour  that  they  should  have 
withdrawn  their  Fleet  from  Alexandria, 
but  the  Egyptians  were  clearly  within 
their  righto  in  maintaining  their  arma- 
ment of  the  forts  of  Alexandria.  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal  about  the  glamour 
of  military  success,  and  the  way  it 
afiected  the  minds  of  people.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  By  lands)  de- 
clared that  he  believed  that  the  bom- 
bardment of  Alexandria  was  a  crime ; 
yet  he  said  he  would  not  vote  against 
the  Government  which  had  committed 
that  criminal  act ;  but  although  they  had 
not  changed  their  views  he  would  trust 
them  to  do  bettor  in  time  to  come. 
Again  and  again  the  Government  had 
been  challenged  to  give  the  House  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  Egyptian 
affairs,  but  they  had  made  various  ex- 
cuses. Then  the  bombardment  occurred, 
and  it  was  said  that  the  Government 
had  token  the  responsibility  of  the  acto 
they  were  doing,  and  that  they  would 
be  ready  to  answer  to  Parliament.  They 
said  they  were  now  ready  to  answer  to 
Parliament,  because  they  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  that  military  triumph,  and 
the  popularity  it  had  brought  them. 
Tet  even  now»  under  the  guidance  of 
English  stateemen,  and  at  the  cost  to 
some  extent  of  English  money,  Lord 
Pttfferin  was  trying  to  carry  out  the  re- 


forms in  Egypt  which  were  nearly  car- 
ried out  a  year  ago,  and  which  would 
probably  have   been   brought  to  their 
completion  if  England  and  France  had 
not  stepped  in  to  interfere  with  the  de* 
velopment  of  representative  institutions. 
The  Speech  from  the  Throne  spoke  of 
the  clemency  shown  by  the  Khedive  to 
the  leaders  of  the  insurrection.    There 
must  have  been  a  smile  on  the  face  of 
the  Minister  who  drafted  those  words. 
The  fact  was  that  since  May  last  the 
Khedive  had  been  a  mere  puppet  under 
the  authority  of  this  country.     For  a 
long  time   before   that  date  he  was  a 
puppet  in  the  hands  of   England  and 
France,  and  although  those  two  Powers 
had  parted  company,   he  had  at  this 
moment  no  more   individual  authority 
than  Lord  Spencer  in  Ireland  or  Lord 
Eipon  in  India.     When  they  had  re- 
established him  with  a  British  General 
to  command  his  army,  and  with  an  Eng- 
lish Financial  Adviser   to  control    his 
affairs,  it  was  really  a  joke  to  tolk  of  him 
as  an  independent  Sovereign.    Arabics 
life  had  been  spared  by  the  pressure 
from  this  country.    The  men  who  sur- 
rounded the  Khedive  would  have  been 
only  too  glad  to  put  out  of  the   way 
Arabi,  who  had   oeen   their  rival  and 
opponent,   and    might    be    so    again. 
Having  banished  the  man  who  had  tried 
to  give  representotive  institutions  to  his 
country,   and  having  wasted  all  that 
money  and  human  life,  our  Government 
were  now  attempting  to  brinff  back  the 
very  things  which  Arabi  and  the  Na- 
tional Party  in  Egypt  had  fought  for. 
For  himself,  he  believed  that  that  war 
was  absolutely  unnecessary  from  begin- 
ning to  end.     Every  shilling  spent  in 
it  was  worse  than  wasted,  for  our  people 
had  been  familiarized  in  a  feeling  of 
militory  success   by  those  whom  they 
had  trusted  to  save  them  from  any  mili- 
tory adventures  which  were  not  of  an 
honourable  character.      Although  they 
had  done  wrong  in  going  to  war  with 
Egypt,   and   wrought   much    mischief, 
they  must  now  of  course  maintain  their 
intoresto  there,  for  they  could  not  ab- 
ruptly retire,  leaving  all  the  chaos  they 
had  made  behind  them.    But  he  deeply 
regretted  that  that  question  was  not 
fairly  raised  and  argued  out  last  Ses- 
sion, when   every  attempt   was  made, 
but  to  no  purpose,  to  induce  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  to  come  face  to  face  with  their 
opponento  upon  it. 
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Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  rea- 
fion  why  the  proceediDgs  against  Arabi 
were  stopped  was  not  because  of  the 
olemency  of  the  Khedive,  but  because 
otherwise  revelations  would  have  been 
made  in  the  highest  degree  inconvenient 
to  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench. 
He  failed  to  see  that  British  troops  in 
Egypt  were  being  withdrawn  as  expedi- 
tiously as  a  full  consideration  of  the  cir- 
cumstances would  permit.  If  Shake- 
speare were  asked  to  give  a  summary 
description  of  the  declarations  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
Egypt  during  the  past  12  months,  he 
would  emphatically  declare  that  they 
supplied  a  first-class  instance  of  the  '*  lie 
circumstantial; "  nor  would  Pascal  have 
had  need  to  consult  musty,  fusty  tomes 
and  Jesuitic  literature  for  illustrations 
of  crooked  morality;  but,  as  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  was  a  moderate-spoken  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  he  was  bound  only 
to  regard  these  assurances  and  declara- 
tions as  a  practical  illustration  of  Liberal 
and  humanitarian  political  morality.  He 
believed  that  there  was  no  intention 
whatever  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  withdraw  their  troops  from  Egypt; 
but  if  they  were  withdrawn  they  would 
soon  be  replaced  by  another  contingent 
of  the  British  Force.  The  action  in  this 
matter  taken  by  the  Government  would 
be  a  source  of  permanent  weakness  in 
the  ]policy  of  the  whole  Empire.  The 
position  taken  up  at  the  Danubian  Con- 
ference by  the  Representatives  of  this 
country  was  due  to  the  same  cause. 
Blood  and  treasure  had  been  wasted  in 
former  years,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
triumphant  march  of  the  Bussian  legions 
to  the  Mediterranean,  yet  now,  owing 
to  the  Egyptian  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  command  of  the  mouths  of 
the  Danube  was  to  be  handed  over  to 
the  Government  of  St.  Petersburg.  At 
the  present  time  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  sacrificing  in  the  Danubian 
Conference  the  most  fundamental  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  liberated  Provinces 
of  Turkey  to  the  greed  of  the  Russian 
and  Austrian  Empires.  The  Govern- 
ment had  gone  into  the  Danubian  Con- 
ference because  they  were  compelled  to 
buy  the  consent  of  Austria  and  Russia 
to  the  policy  of  sham  and  dishonesty 
which  had  been  pursued  in  Egypt.  The 
bloodshed  of  Tel-el-Kebir,  the  crime 
oommitted  at  Alexandria,  would  be  paid 
by  this  Empire  through  many  a  year 


of  foreigpi  complication,  and,  perhaps, 
of  national  misfortune.  In  short,  the 
foreign  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  tied  the  country  to  the  chariot 
wheels  of  all  the  Great  Continental 
Powers.  Their  oppression  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  their  pitiful  juggle  with 
their  puppet  Khedive — a  juggle  which 
deceived  no  man  —  and  their  violation 
of  popular  and  national  rights  had  tied 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  policy 
of  the  natural  enemies  of  their  country ; 
and  that  policy  would,  at  no  distant  date, 
cause  England  to  remember  the  sacrifice 
she  made  wheti  she  condoned  the  poli- 
tical crime  committed  by  the  most  hypo- 
critical Government  that  ever  sat  on  the 
Treasury  Bench. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  deprecated 
anything  like  an  appearance  of  divided 
counsels  on  a  question  of  foreign  policy, 
and  did  not  intend  to  say  anything  that 
would  hamper  the  Government  in  their 
future  dealing  with  Egypt.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  Liberal  Party  had  not 
pursued  the  same  course  with  respect 
to  their  opponents.  The  object  for 
which  the  present  Premier,  when  out 
of  Office,  worked  was  to  undermine 
the  influence  of  the  late  Lord  Beacons- 
field  ;  and  so  far  was  that  carried  that, 
not  content  with  imputing  the  basest 
motives  to  him,  the  Liberal  Leaders 
went  the  length  of  slandering  the  Gene- 
ral in  the  field,  and  of  imputing  to  Gene- 
ral Roberts,  and  the  officers  serving^ 
under  him,  cruelties  which  they  never 
committed.  Far  be  it  from  the  present 
Opposition  to  imitate  such  tactics.  He 
was  prepared  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  which  dealt  only  with 
the  past,  and  could  not  in  any  way  em- 
barrass the  Ministry  in  the  measures 
necessary  to  be  taken  for  the  future 
government  of  Egypt.  The  real  reason 
for  the  late  campaign  was  nothing  else 
but  a  desire  to  regain  a  little  of  the 
popularity  which  they  had  lost.  It  was 
necessary  for  that  purpose  that  the  Gt>- 
vernment  should  go  to  war ;  and  there- 
fore they  selected  their  opponent  on  the 
same  principle  as  Mr.  Winkle,  who 
chose  the  smallest  boy  in  the  crowd,  and 
made  an  onslaught  on  him.  The  sim- 
plest plan  for  the  Government  to  adopt 
was  merely  to  say  that  they  intended 
to  take  the  Suez  Canal,  and  to  let  the 
Egyptians  govern  themselves  as  they 
pleased.    The  Gbverx^ment  sent  our  yes* 
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sels  to  Alexandria  only  with  instructions 
to  shell  the  forts,  and  with  instructions 
not  to  land  any  troops.  It  was  clear 
that  some  very  few  hundred  troops 
would  haTe  saved  Alexandria,  and  he 
could  not  see  why  it  was  not  done.  At 
the  present  moment  there  was  nothing 
impatriotic  in  saying  that  if  only  one- tenth 
part  of  the  vigour  which  was  shown  by 
the  QoTemment  when  they  were  in  Op- 
position had  been  shown  in  their  policy 
now  all  these  events  might  have  been 
avoided.  They  had  learnt  from  Lord 
Beaconsfield  the  utility  of  Cyprus ;  they 
had  learnt  from  him  the  utility  of  bring- 
ing troops  from  India;  but  they  had 
not  learnt  to  make  use  of  that  decision 
and  vigour  of  which  he  had  set  them  so 
eood  an  example.  As  for  the  war  itself, 
it  came  at  a  time  most  propitious  for 
the  Government,  which  was  at  that  time 
disgraced  by  the  immunity  enjoyed  by 
crime  in  Ireland,  and  by  the  compact 
which  QoYemment  itself  had  made  with 
it.  Abroad,  too,  Eussian  aggression 
had  been  met  by  the  retreat  from  Can- 
dahar,  and  the  disgrace  of  Majuba  Hill 
had  not  been  retrieved.  But  for  the 
Egyptian  War  coming  at  the  time  it 
did,  the  Procedure  Kesolutions  would 
not  have  been  passed.  The  Government 
had  been  successful  in  their  conduct  of 
the  campaign ;  but  they  had  not  settled 
the  principles  on  which  they  were  going 
to  govern  Egypt.  It  was  ridiculous  to 
talk  about  giving  Constitutional  govern- 
ment to  a  people  like  the  Egyptians, 
who  were  totally  unfit  for  it.  They  were 
a  weak  people,  and  required  to  be  ruled 
by  the  strong  hand  of  a  tyrant — using 
the  term,  of  course,  in  its  old  Greek  and 
historical  sense.  In  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  well  to  tell  the  Egyptian  Government 
and  the  Egyptian  people  that  we  meant 
to  hold  the  Canal  for  ourselves,  as  it 
was  necessary  for  our  communications 
with  India.  He  was  not  condemning 
the  whole  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  relation  to  the  war ;  but  what  he  did 
condemn  was  that  during  many  anxious 
months  last  year,  when  Question  after 
Question  was  addressed  to  him  on  the 
subject,  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  was  much  more  hope- 
ful in  the  answers  he  gave  than  the  cir- 
cumstances warranted.  In  his  opinion, 
the  war  was  got  up,  to  a  certain  extent, 
for  the  purpose  of  rehabilitating  the 
character  of  the  Government  before  the 
ooontry;    and   the    Government   owed 


whatever  little  good  character  they  had 
left  to  the  ability  shown  by  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  in  Egypt.  The  war  had  been  a  per- 
fect godsend  to  the  Government,  ana  by 
its  means  they  hoped  to  struggle  through 
another  Session  or  so. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  hon. 
Members  of  the  nationality  to  which  he 
belonged  would  be  wanting  in  their 
duty  if  they  did  not  take  a  share  in  the 
protest  that  had  been  made  against  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
Egypt,  outraging,  as  it  did,  the  principle 
of  nationality.  Various  arguments  had 
been  urged  in  favour  of  the  action  of 
the  Government ;  but  he  had  not  heard 
or  read  one  which  stood  the  test  of  exa- 
mination. The  first  argument  was  that 
Arabi  Pasha  participated  in  the  assas* 
sinations  and  incendiarism  that  took 
place  in  Alexandria ;  but  Arabi  Pasha 
had  been  put  on  his  trial,  and  it  was 
now  conceded  on  all  hands,  and  by  the 
Kepresentatives  of  the  Government  in 
Egypt,  that  the  charges  brought  against 
him  in  regard  to  those  crimes  had 
broken  down.  The  responsibility  of 
those  crimes  rested,  in  his  opinion,  on 
those  who  provoked  the  state  of  things 
that  led  to  them,  and  he  could  not  acquit 
the  Conservative  Party  of  a  share  of  the 
odium  that  attached  to  the  Government 
for  their  action  in  this  matter.  The  second 
argument  advanced  by  the  Government 
in  favour  of  their  policy  was  the  neces- 
sity of  insuring  the  safety  of  the  Suez 
Canal  as  our  great  hight^ay  to  India. 
But,  on  that  point,  he  challenged  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  introduced  the  Amend- 
ment to  show  that  a  particle  of  evidence 
had  been  adduced  in  favour  of  the  state- 
ment that  the  safety  of  the  Suez  Canal 
had  ever  been  threatened,  either  on  the 
part  of  Arabi  Pasha  or  of  the  Egyptian 
people.  Whatever  else  had  been  proved 
against  Arabi  Pasha,  the  charge  that  he 
endeavoured  to  damage  the  Canal  had 
not  been  sustained.  It  was  a  peculiar 
fact,  too,  that  when  the  present  Gt)vem- 
ment  were  in  Opposition  no  argument 
was  put  forward  more  positively  by  them 
than  that  the  Suez  Canal  would  practi- 
cally be  of  littlo  account  if  this  country 
were  involved  in  war;  and,  therefore, 
the  argument  that  this  war  was  neces- 
sary for  the  protection  of  the  Canal  had 
been  falsified  by  facts  and  by  the  state- 
ments of  Members  of  the  Government 
themselves.  At  the  present  moment,  the 
Government  professed  to  be  endeavour- 
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ing  to  introduce  representative  institu- 
tions into  Egypt,  and  they  said  that  the 
people  would,  oy  means  of  those  institu- 
tions, obtain  control  over  the  finances. 
But  it  was  because  they  had  claimed  to 
have  some  control  over  the  finances  of 
the  country  that  Arabi  Pasha  and  his 
friends  had  been  condemned ;  and  yet 
the  Government  now  put  forward,  as 
necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  those  very  demands  which 
Arabi  was  condemned  for  making,  so 
that  the  failures  of  Arabi  Pasha  had 
been  more  profitable  or  advantageous  to 
him  than  had  the  success  of  the  English 
Government  been  to  them.  With  regard 
to  the  effect  of  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  other  nations,  he  might  point 
out,  for  instance,  that  up  to  the  time  of 
this  war  France  was  a  close  friend  and 
an  intimate  ally  of  this  country  ;  but  it 
would  be  no  exaggeration  to  say  that, 
at  the  present  moment,  she  hated  ua  as 
much  as  she  did  Germany,  and  thus  the 
old  feeling  of  friendliness  between  the 
two  countries  had  altogether  disap- 
peared. In  any  future  complications, 
therefore,  this  country  would  no  longer 
be  able  to  count  on  the  friendship  of 
France.  It  had  been  preached  as  a 
sound  doctrine  by  Liberal  speakers,  and 
especially  by  Badical  speakers  when  in 
Opposition,  that  every  addition  now 
made  to  the  Empire  would  be  a  great 
danger.  The  universal  doctrines  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  especially  when  in  Oppo- 
sition, were  nOn-intervention  in  foreign 
affairs — he  was  going  to  say  justice  to 
Ireland,  but  he  would  omit  that  now — 
and  the  non-increase  of  the  national 
responsibility.  These  doctrines  had  been 

grossly  violated  by  the  conduct  of  the 
overnment  in  Egypt,  and  they  had 
now  one  country  the  more  which,  though 
on  the  surface  it  might  appear  to  add  to 
their  strength,  did,  in  reality,  add  to 
their  weakness.  They  had  estranged 
France,  and  rendered  themselves  subject 
to  Eussia,  Austria,  and  Germany,  for 
everyone  knew  that  the  German  or 
the  Eussian  Chancellery,  combined  with 
Turkey,  could  have  defeated  every  at- 
tempt of  theirs.  Such  a  combination 
was  a  permanent  danger  to  their 
supremacy  in  Egypt.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.'  Bafour), 
in  a  speech,  the  more  effective  from 
its  moderation,  said  that  when  they 
went  to  Egypt  the  Khedive  might  not 
have  been  a  very  popular  Sovereign,  but 

Jfr.  r.  P,  0'  Connor 


he  was  at  least  an  established  Sove- 
reign ;  his  authority  had  received  no 
shock,  and,  if  not  popular,  he  was  not 
hated  by  his  subjects.  Would  the  Pre* 
sident  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
deny  the  statement  that  the  Khedive  was 
now  as  unpopular  a  Euler  as  any  in  the 
world  ?  At  the  time  the  Khedive  was 
about  to  return  to  Cairo  relying  on  the 
British  arms,  an  old  Egyptian  was  heard 
to  sum  up  the  whole  situation  in  yery 
terse  language,  saying — ''The  Khedive 
is  coming  back,  but  he  brings  his  nurse 
along  with  him."  If  the  Khedive  after 
Tel-el-Kebir  had  gone  into  the  streets  of 
Cairo  he  would  have  been  torn  in  pieces 
by  the  populace.  But  had  Arabi  done 
so,  without  a  single  soldier,  he  would 
have  been  received  with  enthusiasm.  If 
there  had  been  a  pUhisciU  in  Eg3rpt,  did 
anyone  doubt  who  would  be  chosen 
Euler.  Arabi,  who  lived  in  the  hearts 
of  the  people,  but  whom  they  had  driven 
into  exile,  or  their  miserable  puppet  the 
Khedive  ?  Was  it  thus  that  they  car- 
ried out  the  principles  of  Constitutional 
Sovereignty  r  He  supposed  they  would 
lay  down  the  general  rule  that  Sove- 
reignty was  based  upon  consent — in  this 
case  the  consent  of  foreign  bayonets. 
And  all  that  had  been  done  by  the  Li* 
beral  Party,  and  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, who,  when  in  Opposition,  was  the 
greatest,  the  most  eloquent,  he  would 
almost  say  the  most  inspired,  apostle  of 
popular  liberties.  And  that  had  been 
done  too  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  a  Eadi- 
cal  of  the  Eadicals.  He  would  not  turn 
to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
called  ''his  scatter-brain  period,"  but 
would  remind  him  of  words  he  had  used, 
which  were  quoted  last  night,  to  the 
effect  that  the  wretched  fellaheen  had 
been  once  beaten  to  exact  grinding  taxes 
in  the  name  of  their  Eulers ;  they  were 
now  beaten  by  the  same  officers  to  exact 
grinding  taxes  in  the  name  of  Mr. 
Goschen.  He  was  sorry  that  that  Eadi- 
cal  patriot,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Eipon,  was  not  in  his  place  that  he 
might  hear  the  scathing  and  honest  de- 
nunciation which  his  conduct  in  Egypt 
had  elicited  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  Treasury  Bench.  When 
this  country  placed  its  policy  under 
the  dictation  and  control  of  financiers, 
it  was  then  that  the  basis  was  laid  of 
all  the  evils  that  had  ensued.  He 
was  sorry  the  Prime  Minister  was  not 
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there,  tbat  he  might  remind  him  of 
one  of  the  most  impressive  scenes 
he  had  ever  witnessed  in  that  House. 
He  remembered,  on  a  Motion  made  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil 
(Mr.  Hichard),  how  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, with  all  that  impressiveness  of 
Toice  and  of  manner,  by  which  he  could 
electrify  the  House,  said — **  What  rijfht 
have  we  to  call  upon  other  nations  to  dis- 
arm when  our  own  hands  are  red  with  in- 
nocent blood  ?  "  He  had  heard  the  ar- 
cnment  used,  that  this  war  in  Eg^'pt  had 
improved  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  country.  There  was  not  a 
time  when  the  people  of  this  country 
could  not  be  excited  to  some  foreign  en- 
terprize,  especially  if  it  was  of  a  buc- 
caneering character.  There  was  not  a 
time  when  they  could  not  make  the 
people  of  this  country  hate  Bussia, 
Uetewayo,  or  Arabi,  though  they  might 
afterwards  applaud  them.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  Q.  Russell) 
had  said  that  the  Egyptian  War  had  im- 
proved the  Prime  Minister's  position 
with  the  timid  and  respectable,  who, 
oddly  enough,  were  usually  the  most 
bellicose,  and  had  made  him  for  the 
moment  popular  with  the  London  mob. 
It  was,  indeed,  singular  that  a  Minister 
whose  windows  had  not  long  ago  been 
broken  by  a  London  mob  should  now  be 
felicitated  by  the  very  men  who  so  re- 
cently hated  him  and  his  policy.  Surely 
a  Nemesis  would  attend  a  success  which 
had  been  gained  only  by  debauching  the 
principles  of  the  Liberal  Party.  The 
Opposition  to  the  late  Government,  what- 
ever its  faults  might  have  been,  had  at 
any  rate  endeavoured  to  moralize  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  country ;  but  its 
Leaders,  now  that  they  were  in  Office, 
made  aggression  and  bloody  wars  the 
backbone  of  their  Party.  If  anything 
was  certain,  it  was  that  with  the  peace- 
loving  Radicals  on  one  side,  and  the 
glory-loving  Conservatives  on  the  other, 
the  Government  would  find  it  hard  to 
justify  its  action,  and  would  inevitably 
give  its  supporters  and  the  country  the 
impression  that  it  had  deserted  and  aban- 
doned its  old  principles. 

Mr.  BOURKE  said,  that  not  a  single 
speaker  had  defended  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  though  the  debate  had 
been  carried  on  from  all  quarters,  and 
by  representatives  of  every  section  of 
the  House.  The  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  arraigned  in  the  most 


direct  manner  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour) ;  but  an  Amendment  to 
an  Amendment  on  the  Address,  espe- 
cially when  important  Papers  were  pro- 
mised, was  not  a  very  convenient  way 
of  raising  the  question.  Before  the 
House  came  to  an  ultimate  decision  on 
the  subject,  it  would  be  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  be  in  possession  of  Papers 
giving  a  full  account  of  the  trial  of 
Arabi  Pasha,  with  the  record  of  the 
evidence  produced  against  him.  These 
Papers  had,  as  he  had  said,  been  pro- 
mised by  his  noble  Friend;  but  the 
House  had  not  received  them,  and  the 
Papers  presented  to  it  that  day  gave  no 
clue  to  the  evidence  brought  forward  at 
the  trial,  which  he  believed  was  un« 
equalled  for  its  extraordinary  and  far- 
cical character  in  the  annals  of  judicial 
proceedings.  He  should  think  it  his 
duty  to  press  for  that  information,  be- 
cause he  felt  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  in  order  to  form  a  judgment 
upon  not  only  the  present  and  past,  but 
ako  upon  the  future  of  Egypt.  The 
Opposition  had  been  taunted  with  not 
having  brought  forward  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure last  Session;  but  never  was  a  taunt 
made  with  so  little  to  justify  it.  Every 
Member  of  the  House  knew  perfectly 
well  that  over  and  over  again  last  year 
the  Opposition  had  p^ressed  for  informa- 
tion and  Papers,  as  well  as  for  a  day 
upon  which  to  discuss  the  subject  of 
Egypt,  and  had  as  often  been  refused 
both  documents  and  days  for  discussion. 
Negotiations  were  going  on,  said  the 
Government,  and  when  the  Conference 
was  being  held,  it  was  not  only  neces- 
sary to  have  no  discussion,  but  all  infor- 
mation on  matters  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance was  denied  by  the  Under  Secretary. 
It  was,  therefore,  hopeless  to  bring 
forward  a  Vote  of  Censure  at  that  time. 
Then,  when  the  Vote  of  Credit  was  taken 
the  Opposition  was  appealed  to  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ripon  (Mr.  Gbschen),  and 
other  influential  Members  not  to  disturb 
the  unanimity  of  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  not  to  give  foreign  nations  the  idea 
that  the  Vote  did  not  receive  the  un- 
divided support  of  the  House.  On  thnt 
occasion;  consequently,  the  Opposition 
showed,  what  he  hoped  the  Conservative 
Opposition  would  always  show,  that  it 
had  patriotism  enough  not  to  oppose  the 
Vote  at  a  critical  moment,  although  it 
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guarded  itself  agrainst  endorsing  the 
policy  that  had  led  to  it.  He  need  not 
repeat  his  reasons  for  thinking  the  war 
unnecessary.  Many  arguments  had  al- 
ready been  advanced  on  that  point ;  but 
he  might  record  hia  conviction  that,  con- 
sidering ths  known  facts  of  the'  case, 
the  Government,  had  they  taken  the 
most  obvious  ateps,  might  have  avoided 
the  war  altogether.  If  the  Blue  Books 
issued  prior  to  the  war  were  examined 
from  end  to  end,  it  would  be  fuund  that 
they  did  not  contain  one  single  proposal 
&om  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
French  Government  that  any  inquiry 
should  be  made  into  the  alleged  griev- 
ances of  what  waa  called  the  National 
Party  in  Egypt,  and  they  seemed  to 
have  committed  themselves  to  the  idea 
of  the  French  Government  that  those 
people  were  mere  military  adventurers 
and  rebels.  His  firm  conviction  was 
that  if  an  iuquiry  had  been  made  the 

Eresttge  of  the  two  Governments  would 
ave  averted  war.  He  also  thought  that 
Her  Msjesty'a  Government  were  to  be 
blamed  ftw  exciting  the  feelings  of  the 
Porte  against  their  proceedings  in  Egypt. 
He  was  most  anxious  about  the  present 
and  the  future,  and  said,  without  the 
slightest  hesitation,  that  in  the  Papers 
they  had  seen  since  the  date  of  the  Vote 
of  Credit  fresh  evidence  was  given  which 
afforded  good  reason  to  ask  for  furtlier 
information,  and  also  to  suspect  that  the 
country  had  been  entirely  and  totally 
misled  as  to  the  true  causes  of  the  war. 
The  two  great  proximate  causes  of  the 
war  were  the  massacre  of  the  II th  of 
June  and  the  arming  of  the  forts.  With 
regard  to  the  massacre  Arabi  had  been 
put  on  his  trial,  and  not  only  had  he 
notbeenfound  guilty,  but  our  own  Officer 
had  said  that  there  was  no  evidence  to 
put  him  on  his  trial  at  all.  It  was  in 
evidence  that  the  officer  who  was  com- 
mander at  Alexandria  was  moving  about 
the  streets  at  the  time  of  the  massacre, 
and  took  no  steps  to  stop  it.  This  man 
was  now  in  the  Khedive's  Ministry. 
The  evidence  had  proved,  not  only  that 
Arahi  waa  innocent,  but  that  those  were 
guilty  who  had  been  accusing  him.  We 
had  been  told  that  Arabi  was  guilty  of 
these  massacres,  and  that  that  was  one 
of  the  reasons  why  we  went  to  war  with 
him.  Nothing  stirred  the  mind  of  the 
people  of  this  countiy  so  much  as  the 
fact  that  we  were  told  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  Arabi  was  guil^  of  the  mas- 
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of  the  difficulties  thej  were  in.  [/ront- 
cal  cheers »']  He  did  not  suppose  anyone 
would  assert  that  the  Government  had 
not  great  difficulties  before  them.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bum- 
ley  (Mr.  Kylands)  that  it  was  impossible 
for  any  Englishman  to  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  we  could  leave  Egypt  at 
present ;  and  we  had  it  on  the  highest 
authority  in  ''another  place"  that  there 
was  no  intention  to  do  so.  Indeed,  it 
would  be  most  cruel  to  the  Egyptian 
people  that  we  should  do  so.  We  had 
swept  away  the  Government  which  had 
existed,  and  there  was  nothing  but  the 
British  power  between  Egypt  and  an- 
archy on  the  one  hand,  a^d  foreign  in- 
tervention on  the  other.  It  was  idle  to 
suppose  that  if  we  went  away  foreign 
Powers  would  not  step'  in ;  and  if  they 
did  they  would  build  up  their  position  on 
the  ruins  of  our  prestige,  and  on  the 
mistakes  we  had  made.  He  was  most 
anxious  that  the  Government  should  state 
what  thejr  thought  of  the  part  Arabi 
played  as  to  the  massacre  and  the  arm- 
ing of  the  forts.  If  they  found  the  .re- 
cord of  his  trial  showed  that  he  was  not 
guilty  of  those  crimes,  which  really  led 
us  to  war,  then  they  must  make  a  total 
change  and  reverse  the  policy  they  were 
pursuing.  Some  of  the  despatches  from 
Iiord  Dufferin  dwelt  upon  the  difficulties 
of  the  situation ;  but  if  pressure  were 
not  put  unduly  upon  that  noble  Lord,  he 
would  give  wise  advice  to  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  perfectly  certain  from  the 
despatches  that  he  had  no  faith  in  the 
possibility  of  forming  a  Constitutional 
Government  out  of  the  elements  which 
now  existed  in  Egypt ;  and  he  warned 
the  Government,  if  they  attempted  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind,  and  then  left  the 
Egyptian  people  to  do  the  best  they 
couldy  or,  to  use  a  phrase  which  had  now 
become  classical,  to  **  stew  in  their  own 
jaice" — they  would  have  to  undo  the 
work  they  were  now  doing,  and  embark 
upon  a  far  more  difficult  enterprize  than 
that  now  before  them.  He  hoped  that 
before  long  there  would  be  an  opportu- 
nity of  discussiog  the  questions  he  had 
foreshadowed,  and  he  hoped  the  Papers 
he  had  mentioned  would  be  presented, 
because  it  was  impossible  to  form  a  just 
opinion  unless  we  knew  all  the  parti- 
culars of  the  trial  of  Arabi. 

SiE  OEUJBLEd  W.  DILKE  said,  the 
compUdat  was  sometimes  made  that  the 
debfttos  on  foreign  affairs  were  confined 


to  the  two  Front  Benches  ;  but  the  com- 
plaint could  not  be  made  that  night.  He 
had  waited  for  someone  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite  to  give  an  indication  of 
the  line  that  would  be  taken  by  the 
Chiefs  of  the  Opposition  with  regard 
to  the  two  Amendments  before  the 
House.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
spoke  upon  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  on  Thursday 
night,  but  he  gave  no  indication  of  the 
course  he  meant  to  take.  Therefore,  it 
was  naturally  expected  that  early  to-day 
some  hint  would  be  given  of  the  course 
the  Chiefs  of  the  Opposition  would 
adopt.  At  last  they  had  been  addressed 
by  a  speaker  of  great  weight  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  told  the  House 
what  course  the  Opposition  would 
take  with  regard  to  the  Amendments. 
He  had  not  stated  whether  they 
would  say  **Aye,"  or  **No,"  or  walk 
out  of  the  House.  He  had  never 
known  so  odd  a  debate.  This  was  a 
debate  in  which  almost  all  the  speakers 
who  supported  the  same  Amendment  had 
differed  as  to  the  grounds  on  which  they 
supported  it.  For  example,  there  was 
a  disagreement  between  the  Mover  and 
the  Seconder  of  each  of  the  two  Amend- 
ments. There  would,  probably,  be  a  dis- 
agreement between  occupants  of  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench ;  there  would  be  a  diffe- 
rence between  father  and  son ;  and  there 
had  certainly  been  a  difference  of  opinion 
among  the  Fourth  Party,  reduced  as  it 
was  by  the  absence  of  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers at  Kome.  In  these  circumstances, 
it  was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  wait,  before  addressing  the 
House,  for  some  observations  from  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bourke),  in  the  course  of 
his  remarks,  did  not  throw  much  light  on 
the  subject  of  the  Amendment  before  the 
House,  but  told  them  that  they  ought 
to  have  answered  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour).  Presently  he  would 
make  some  attempt  to  answer  that 
speech;  but  one  reason  why  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  think  it  necessary 
to  answer  his  hon.  Friend  immediately 
was  that  his  own  Seconder  answered 
a  considerable  portion  of  his  re- 
marks. His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
called  attention  in  a  very  prominent 
manner  in  portions  of  his  speech  to  the 
fact  that  the  Khedive  presided  over  a 
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Council  at  which  certain  measures  against 
the  English  Fleet  were  ordered  by  the 
Egyptian  Government.  It  was  known 
at  the  time — not  only  through  Gt>- 
yemment  despatches,  but  through  the 
ordinary  sources  of  information — that 
such  was  the  case.  It  was  known  that 
the  Khedive  was  acting  under  compul- 
sion, and  that  he  was  presiding  nomi- 
nally over  the  councils  of  men  with 
whose  proceedings  he  entirely  disagreed. 
Indeed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self answered  that  portion  of  his  remarks 
by  stating  that  the  Khedive  was  not  at 
that  moment  a  free  agent.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  information  as  to 
Arabi  Pasha.  With  regard  to  the  pro- 
clamation, he  thought  the  Government 
had  expressed  their  opinion  that  it 
was  rather  a  foolish  one.  At  the  same 
time,  it  could  not  be  considered  as  having 
been  issued  against  this  country,  in- 
asmuch as  those  who  issued  it  were 
surrounded  by  British  troops,  and  it 
was  hardly  likely  that  they  would  have 
issued  a  proclamation  which  was  directed 
against  England.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  asked  for  further  information  with 
regard  to  Arabi's  trial.  Well,  they 
had  communicated  to  the  House  that 
morning  as  full  information  as,  in  the 
opinion  of  Lord  Dufferin,  could  be 
given  at  the  present  moment.  With 
regard  to  the  communication  of  Papers, 
perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to  refer 
to  a  remark  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  who 
spoke  from  the  Front  Bench  opposite — 
a  rather  unusual  place  for  him.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  asked 
the  Government  to  immediately  pro- 
duce the  despatch  from  Lord  Dufferin 
which  had  been  received  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  That  despatch 
had  only  been  one  day  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Government,  and  as  it 
consisted  of  278  closely-written  pages, 
a  considerable  number  of  days  must 
elapse  before  it  could  be  even  printed 
for  the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Consequently,  he  could 
not  make  any  statement  in  re&fard  to  it 
to-night.  Before  he  came  to  the  speech 
of  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  House  and  to  a  consideration  of 
the  terms  of  the  other  Amendment,  he 
wished  to  refer  to  something  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Borough 
of  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).     The 
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hon.  Member  quoted  the  speeches  he 
had  made  in  the  House  on  this  subject, 
and  asserted  that  he  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  expressed  indignation  at  the  pro- 
ceedings of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  in 
Egypt.  This  was  an  absolute  misap- 
prehension, and  he  must  give  the  state- 
ment a  most  emphatic  contradiction. 
His  indignation  was  entirely  directed 
against  the  Government  of  the  late  Khe- 
dive. The  speech  quoted  was  a  speech 
from  an  entirely  philanthropic  point  of 
view,  and  expressed  his  belief  that  the 
late  Government  were,  by  the  institution 
of  the  Control,  rendering  themselves  too 
much  responsil)le  for  the  manner  of  the 
administration  of  Egypt  by  the  late  Khe- 
dive. The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Plymouth  (Mr.  E.  Clarke)  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  (Mr.  Bourke)  had  both  stated  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  refused, 
in  the  past,  opportunities  for  the  discus- 
sion of  this  subject.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  was  pre- 
sent during  the  debates  on  the  Tote 
of  Credit,  and  he  must  remember  that 
for  days  the  House  was  engaged  in 
the  discussion  of  almost  the  whole  of 
the  points  connected  with  this  subject, 
with  the  exception  of  those  new  ones 
which  had  been  raised  to-night  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  In  the 
course  of  that  debate  words  were  used 
with  regard  to  the  military  character  of 
the  rebellion  in  Egypt,  and  with  regard 
to  Arabi  being  a  military  adventurer, 
which  aroused  the  indignation  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth. 
[Mr.  Bouxkb:  Hear,  hear!]  He  was 
astonished  to  hear  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  appeared  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
and    learned    Member    for    Plymouth. 

tMr.  Bourre:  We  were  misled.]  He 
oped  the  Government  were  not  misled. 
The  words  **  military  adventurer "  oc- 
curred in  the  speeches  of  both  tho 
Leaders  of  the  Opposition,  in  that  House 
and  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Frienda 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  tho 
phrase  a  considerable  time  before  it  was 
used  in  the  debate  to  which  reference 
had  been  made.  It  was  at  the  meeting^ 
in  Willis's  Booms,  before  the  debate  on 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  that  that  phrase  was 
applied  to  Arabi  by  the  Leaoiera  of  the 
Opposition  in  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  had  made  a  state- 
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ment  which  was  entirely  outside  the  scope 
of  many  of  the  speeches  that  had  heen 
deliTered  that  evening.  But  the  hon. 
Member  had  only  repeated  military 
arguments  which  were  brought  forward 
over  and  over  again  in  the  debate  on  the 
Vote  of  Credit,  and  which  were  an- 
swered by  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  He  should  not  venture,  in 
the  presence  of  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
to  deal  with  what  he  said  as  to  the  use 
of  Cyprus,  except  to  observe  that  Her 
Majesty's  Gk>vemment  did  make  use  of 
the  Island  for  a  small  force.  There  were 
difficulties,  however,  which  would  pre- 
vent Cyprus  being  used  for  military 
operations.  Cyprus  was  without  a  har- 
bour. There  was,  indeed,  a  kind  of 
natural  harbour  at  Famagosta;  but  it 
would  be  impossible  to  land  large  bodies 
of  men  there  on  account  of  the  deadly 
climate  of  that  town.  Still,  it  was  an 
entire  misapprehension  to  suppose  that 
the  Gh)vemment  did  not  attempt  to  make 
any  use  of  Cyprus  in  the  Egyptian  Ex- 
pedition. The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire dealt  in  this  way  with  what  he 
might  call  ancient  history.  They  had 
heard  a  g^at  deal  of  ancient  history 
that  evening.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Plymouth  went  back  fur- 
ther, and  attacked  the  Qovemment  for 
the  laeAsM  they  had  committed  in  regard 
to  the  original  sending  of  the  troops  to 
Alexandria.  The  hon.  Member  made  a 
statement  which  showed  that  he  did  not 
know  very  much  of  the  working  of  the 
system  of  government  conducted  by 
Gentlemen  who  belonged  to  the  two 
great  political  Parties  in  the  State.  The 
hon.  Member  attacked  Lord  Oranville 
for  saying,  ^*  Mr.  Qladstone  agrees  with 
me,"  and  then  going  on  to  say,  **  The 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government" 
was  so  and  so.  One  of  the  most  delicate 
duties  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  or  of  any 
other  Minister  of  high  position,  was  to 
decide  what  were  the  questions  in  regard 
to  which  he  might  assume  the  consent  of 
the  Government  and  speak  by  himself 
for  the  Government ;  and  what,  on  the 
other  hand,  were  the  questions  as  to  which 
he  ought  to  get  the  assent  of  the  whole 
Cabinet.  But  in  matters  of  detail,  which 
required  to  be  dealt  with  day  by  day,  the 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  after  con- 
sulting the  Prime  Minister,  might  fairly 
think  himself  justified  in  speaking  of 
the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 


ment. Then  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  attacked  the  Govern- 
ment for  having  sent  ships  to  Alexan- 
dria in  connection  with  France,  al- 
though they  had  said  they  thought  it 
was  a  mistake  that  the  other  Powers 
were  not  invited  to  co-operate  in  the 
Expedition.  They  thought  it  would  be 
undoubtedly  better  if  they  could  have 
obtained  the  assistance  of  other  Powers ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  they  had  given 
their  reasons  for  going  to  Alexandria 
with  France  without  asking  the  consent 
of  the  other  Powers.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  said  he  could  find  no- 
thing in  the  Papers  to  show  that  the 
French  did  give  way  to  us  on  so  large  a 
question,  and  that  we  ought  to  give  way 
to  France  on  a  smaller  one.  Did  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  not  remember  that 
for  months  France  had  been  refusing 
.absolutely  to  assent  to  the  principle  of 
Turkish  intervention  in  Egypt,  and  that 
just  before  the  date  of  which  he  spoke 
the  French  entirely  changed  their  policy 
and  consented  to  such  intervention  ? 
Another  matter  of  ancient  history  had 
been  brought  before  the  House  in  several 
speeches  to-night.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had 
spoken  of  the  Dual  Control,  and  had 
attacked  the  independent  Members  of 
the  Liberal  Party  for  g^ing  about  the 
country  and  attributing  all  that  had 
occurred  in  Egypt  to  the  institution  of 
the  Dual  Control.  How  could  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  prevent  independent 
Members  from  taking  that  line  ?  [Lord 
Bandolfh  CmTscHiLL :  I  do  not  acquit 
the  Government.]  The  Government  did 
not  want  to  be  acquitted.  The  Govern- 
ment were  quite  prepared  to  endorse  the 
views  taken  by  those  Members  of  the 
Liberal  Party  for  reasons  which  had 
previously  been  laid  before  the  House. 
There  were  two  Dual  Controls — the  ori- 
ginal Dual  Control  of  Lord  Derby,  and 
the  second,  which  was  established  by 
Lord  Salisbury.  The  Dual  Control  which 
had  been  unanimously  condemned  by 
Liberal  speakers  was  the  second  Control. 
That  distinction  was  clearly  pointed  out 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  [**No!"]  His 
right  hon.  Friend  in  his  speech  on  the 
subject,  began  by  quoting  the  speech 
which  he  himself  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
had  made,  and  expressed  approval  of  it. 
The  first  question  was,  whether  the  first 
Control  was  a  political  Control?  He 
asserted  that  in  1876  it  was  not,  because 
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^he  Oovernment  were  not  concerned  in 
it.  In  1879  the*  Egyptian  Government 
was  deprived  of  the  power  of  dismissing 
the  Controllers,  and  the  Government 
brought  foreign  intervention  into  the 
heart  of  Eg3rpt,  and  established  what 
was  in  the  strongest  sense  a  political 
Control.  That  could  be  proved  by  the 
dates.  If  the  hon.  Member  was  as  well 
acquainted  with  what  had  taken  place 
under  the  late  Government  as  he  was 
with  what  had  recently  occurred,  he 
would  know  that  Lord  Derby  refused 
over  and  over  again  in  the  strongest 
terms  to  create  a  political  Control.  Lord 
Derby  refused  repeatedly  to  appoint  a 
Controller.  He  had  always  insisted  that 
the  Controller  should  be  dismissible  by 
the  Government  of  Egypt.  He  was  over 
and  over  again  applied  to  by  the  French 
Government  to  appoint  a  Controller,  but 
always  refused.  He  thought  the  Govern- . 
ment  was  entirely  justified  in  quoting 
Lord  Derby  with  regard  to  the  earlier 
Control,  and  Lord  Salisbury  in  regard 
to  the  later  form  of  the  Control.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr 
Tydvil  (Mr.  Bichard)  had  said  that  the 
doing  away  with  the  Control  was  the 
matter  upon  which  we  had  gone  to  war. 
He  could  not  allow  that  statement  to 
pass  without  notice,  for  fear  it  should  be 
supposed  that  he  agreed  in  that  view. 
He  could  not  admit  that  the  weakening 
of  the  Control  was  the  cause  of  our  going 
to  war.  The  Prime  Minister  had  given 
a  list  of  reasons  for  the  war,  and  the 
Control  formed  a  very  small  element  in 
those  reasons.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) had  said  that  we  went  to  Egypt  to 
protect  British  capitalists,  and  quoted 
his  noble  Friend  the  present  Leader  of 
of  the  House  as  having  admitted  as 
much  in  his  speech  at  Darwen.  His 
noble  Friend  would  remember  that 
speech  better  than  he  did,  and  as  his 
noble  Friend  would  probably  speak,  he 
would  leave  him  to  deal  with  it.  But 
he  was  perfectly  certain  that  his  noble 
Friend  said  nothing  of  the  kind,  and 
had  merely  mentioned  the  matter  in  an 
incidental  way,  and  not  as  the  cause  of 
the  war.  He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
that  if  the  case  were  as  he  said  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  stated  it,  we  should 
be  perpetually  at  war.  He  wished  his 
hon.  Friend  had  read  the  whole  of 
his  noble  Friend's  speech  to  the  House. 
If  he  had  done  so  he  would  have  come 
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to  a  different  conclusion.  He  was  sorry 
to  make  further  references  to  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hert- 
ford in  his  absence,  but  he  was  obliged 
to  make  one  or  two  remarks  upon  it. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  made  the  same 
attack  on  the  Government  which  had 
been  made  in  '^another  place"  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  His  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  Government  were 
too  late  in  their  action  ;  but  it  ought  to 
be  remembered  that  if  they  had  acted 
sooner  there  would  have  been  risk  of 
serious  European  complications,  or  even 
of  European  war.  His  hon.  Friend 
should  remember  the  absolute  necessity 
of  taking  the  other  Powers  with  us  in 
everything  we  did.  That  subject  was 
fully  discussed  in  the  previous  debate, 
and  he  did  not  know  that  anything^ 
more  could  be  said  now  than  had  been 
said  then.  This  country  now  stood  in 
a  different  position  from  that  in  which 
it  would  have  stood  if  it  had  in  the  first 
instance  resorted  to  the  arbitrament  of 
force.  Then,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  attacked  the  Govern- 
ment for  having  broken  down  the 
authority  of  the  Khedive ;  but  if  that 
authority  had  been  broken  down,  it 
was  done  by  the  mode  of  the  action 
the  late  Government  adopted  in  re- 
moving the  late  Khedive.  On  ac- 
count of  the  manner  of  that  action 
of  the  late  Government  a  military 
revolt  became  only  a  question  of 
months  or  years.  It  was  absolutely 
certain  that  a  military  revolt  would 
come  some  day.  Several  Mem1)ers  had 
spoken  of  a  National  Party  in  terms 
almost  as  strong  as  those  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
E.  Clarke).  The  Government  had  never 
denied  that  there  was  a  National  Party 
in  Egypt,  and  national  demands.  It  was 
said  that  the  Government  had  changed 
its  opinion  on  the  subject.  He  had 
never  changed  his  opinion.  But  Arabi 
Pasha  had  never  represented  the  Na- 
tional Party.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mer- 
thyr Tydvil  (Mr.  Richard)  had  referred 
to  great  names  in  connection  with  Arabi ; 
he  had  spoken  of  Cromwell  and  Hamp- 
den and  Washington  and  Garibaldi.  He 
did  not  desire  to  speak  ill  of  a  man  who 
had  passed  away  from  national  politics 
as  Arabi  had  done.  But,  whatever 
might  be  urged  against  Gkuribaldi,  it 
must  be  remembered  that,  after  he 
had  conquered  the  Two  Sicilies,  he  did 
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not  make  himself  King  of  Italy,  as  he 
possibly  might  have  done,  and  he  did 
not  even  make  himself  Governor  of  the 
Two  Sicilies.  There  was  no  such  ab- 
sence of  selfish  motives  in  Arabi  and 
his  Colonels.  It  was  inappropriate  for 
anyone  holding  the  high  opinion  of 
Cromwell,  Hampden,  and  Washington 
which  was  entertained  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  to  couple  with  their  names  the 
name  of  Arabi  Pasha.  All  that  was  aimed 
at  in  the  military  rebellions  was  promo- 
tion and  pay  for  the  Army.  In  February, 
1881,  Arabi  demanded  the  dismissal  of 
certain  men  from  office,  and  an  increase 
of  pay  to  the  Army,  and  nothing  else. 
In  the  second  rising  the  object  put  for- 
ward was  an  increase  of  the  Army  and 
increase  of  pay ;  and  the  result  was  a 
considerable  increase  of  the  Army  and 
of  the  pay.  In  the  third  rising  the 
object  aimed  at  was  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  officers  and  in  the  pay  of  the 
men.  The  fact  was  that  the  authorized 
representatives  of  the  National  Party,  of 
which  he  admitted  the  existence,  were 
perpetually  in  conflict  with  Arabi  and 
the  Colonels.  The  Military  Party  and 
the  National  Party  never  acted  together. 
Man  for  man,  Cherif  was  a  more  autho- 
rized representative  of  the  National 
Party  than  Arabi,  as  had  been  pointed 
oat  by  The  Quarterly  Beview,  which,  he 
believed,  had  some  distant  connection 
with  the  Party  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Bourke)  belonged. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  give  any  evidence  ? 

Sib  0HAKLE8  W.  DILKE :  Of  the 
connection  of  himself  with  The  Quarterly 
Review  ? 

Mb.  bourke  :  Of  the  connection  of 
Cherif  Pasha  and  the  National  Party. 

8iB  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
it  was  Cherif  Pasha  who  made  the  first 
suggestions  for  the  representation  of  the 
Egyptian  people  in  an  elective  Senate. 
With  regard  to  the  relations  existing  be« 
tween  Arabi  Pasha  and  the  Colonels,  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  numerous  dis- 
putes which  took  place  between  them  and 
the  Chamber  of  Notables.  The  Military 
Party,  when  they  wished  to  obtain  the 
protection  of  the  national  name,  sum- 
moned the  Chamber  of  Notables.  That 
Chamber  at  first  refused  to  meet,  and 
then  the  Military  Party  threatened  its 
members  with  violence.  They  called 
upon  them  to  sign  a  decree  deposing  the 
Khedive,  ordering  those  who  were  in 
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favour  of  the  proposal  to  rise  in  their 
places,  very  much  as  hon.  Members 
might  be  called  upon  under  their  New 
Rules  of  Procedure  to  rise.  But  there 
was  a  sanction  attached  to  the  order  not 
possessed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
for  the  Members  were  told  that  in  case 
they  refused  their  heads  would  be  cut 
off.  The  Chamber,  however,  were  not 
to  be  intimidated  by  violence,  and  it 
was  immensely  to  their  credit  that  they 
were  not.  Out  of  the  160  Members  who 
were  present,  only  eight  took  part  with 
the  Colonels,  and  those,  in  all  probability, 
really  favoured  the  Military  Party,  The 
same  views  with  regard  to  Arabi's  pre- 
tensions to  be  considered  as  leader  of  a 
National  Party  were  advanced  both  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  in  that  House  and  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition in  the  other.  There  was  no  evi- 
dence of  the  support  of  the  Military 
Party  by  the  people  at  large,  for  the 
people  were  apathetic  and  did  not 
readily  respond  to  such  an  invita- 
tion. The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  covered  the  whole 
ground  of  the  policy  of  the  Government ; 
but,  as  he  read  the  original  Amendment, 
it  referred  rather  to  the  present  and  to 
the  future  than  to  the  ancient  history  of 
the  question ;  it  related  mainly  to  the 
keeping  of  English  troops  in  Egypt 
for  the  future.  In  every  step  which  the 
Government  took  there  they  followed  the 
advice  of  Lord  Dufferin.  Some  time  ago 
his  Lordship  recommended  the  imme- 
diate reduction  of  the  British  force  in 
Egypt  from  13,000  or  14,000  men  to 
6,000,  and  that  suggestion  was  now 
being  carried  out.  With  regard  to  the 
present  and  to  the  future,  they  had  been 
told  that  the  Powers  had  not  gone  with 
them.  His  noble  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  last  night  had  in- 
formed the  House  what  was  the  attitude 
of  Foreign  Powers  towards  them,  and 
since  that  time  he  had  learnt  the  views 
of  one  more  Power  on  that  subject.  Ger- 
many, Austria,  Italy,  and  Russia  had  ex- 
pressed their  general  approval,  and  they 
had  no  reason  to  suppose  the  Govern- 
ment of  Turkey  was  hostile  to  the  course 
they  had  taken.  [Mr.  Boubkb:  Does 
that  apply  to  the  Suez  Canal  ?]  Yes. 
Generally  speaking,  the  Powers  were 
favourable  to  their  views ;  only  in  small 
matters  of  detail  had  objections  been 
raised.     The  Government  of  France,  it 
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\ra8  true,  had  made  no  reply ;  but  he 
had  no  doubt  that  was  due  to  the  present 
position  of  the  Government  there.  The 
main  part  of  the  attack  made  upon  them 
-with  regard  to  the  future  was  not  made 
to-n]ght»  but  last  night ;  to-night  the  de- 
bate was  chiefly  confined  to  the  ancient 
history  of  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  declared  that  the  princi- 
ples enunciated  in  Lord  Granville's  des- 
patch of  November  4, 1 88 1 ,  had  been  com- 
pletely repudiated ;  that  whereas  it  had 
then  been  laid  down  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  desired  no  partizan  Ministry 
in  Egypt  founded  upon  the  influence  of 
a  foreign  Diplomatic  Agent,  those  prin- 
ciples had  been  denied  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
Her  Majes'ty's  Government  had  not 
departed  from  the  principle  laid  down 
in  the  quoted  despatch.  In  the  de- 
bate in  Committee  on  the  Vote  of 
Credit  the  same  passage  from  that 
despatch  was  cited ;  and  on  July  25 
he  himself  had  said  that  England  de- 
sired no  partizan  Ministry  in  Egypt. 
Those  were  the  opinions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  at  that  date,  and  he  went 
on  to  say  that  he  wished  to  make  that 
statement  in  the  clearest  terms.  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  who 
asserted  that  they  were  sending  troops 
to  Egypt  in  support  of  a  partizan 
Ministry,  he  said — 

''We  are'  doing  nothing  of  the  kind.  So 
completely  is  the  rererse  of  that  statement  true 
that  we  have  actually  recognized  within  the 
last-  few  days  the  Ministry  in  which  Arab! 
Pasha  was  formerly  the  Minister  of  War.  .  .  . 
We  are  now  in  actual  relations  with  that 
Ministry,  which  certainly  cannot  be  called  a 
partizan  Ministr}'  of  our  creation.' ' — (3  Hansard , 
[272]  1717.) 

He  was  not  aware  that  that  position 
was  challenged,  and,  having  regard 
for  the  altered  circumstances,  the  state- 
ment might  be  repeated  that  their 
policy  still  proved  that  they  desired 
no  partizan  Ministry  in  Egypt.  In  his 
speech  from  which  he  had  quoted  he 
traced  the  history  of  the  Control,  and 
showed  how  under  the  late  Government 
it  became  political  instead  of  financial. 
He  pointed  out  how,  through  it,  the 
late  Government  **  did'  most  absolutely 
and  distinctly  interfere  in  the  internal 
and  political  affairs  of  Egypt."  With 
regard  to  the  future,  they  had  every  in- 
terest, not  only  from  the  Egyptian  and 
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philanthropic  point  of  view,  but  from 
the  English  point  of  view,  in  desiring 
to  develop  Egyptian  institutions,  and 
they  had  made  great  efforts  in  that 
direction.  He  would  only  quote  one 
instance.  Thoy  had  taken  steps  to  do 
away  with  that  exemption  from  taxation 
previously  enjoyed  by  foreigners,  and 
they  also  desired  that  the  tenure  of 
office  held  by  foreigners  should  depend 
upon  the  Egyptian  Government.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  however  much  he  might 
doubt  their  good  sense,  had  no  grounds 
for  considering  that  they  desired  to  cover 
their  position  with  fair  words.  Although 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  might  doubt 
the  motives  of  the  Government,  com- 
plete confidence  was  shown  by  the  Go- 
vernments of  Foreign  Powers  as  to  the 
disinterestedness  of  their  policy  and  the 
(ancerity  of  their  propositions.  The 
Government  of  this  country  was  bound 
to  prevent  anarchy  in  Egypt,  because 
that  condition  of  affairs  would  mean  the 
blockade  and  possible  destruction  of 
the  Buez  Canal.  Before  Her  Majesty's 
Government  entered  upon  the  war  the 
Conservative  Party  had  agreed,  accord- 
ing to  the  statements  of  their  spokes- 
men at  Willis's  Booms,  on  the  existence 
of  anarchy  and  on  the  duty  cast  upon 
the  Government  of  protecting  our  great 
highway.  But  after  having  secured  it, 
the  Government's  chief  obligation  was 
to  promote  the  well-being  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people,  and  that  they  were  doing  ; 
so  Arab!  himself  admitted.  There  was 
no  question  of  annexation.  Our  troops 
were  being  withdrawn  rapidly,  but  it 
was  necessary  to  take  the  precautions 
mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech  in  order 
that  we  might  leave  peace  and  order  be* 
hind  us  in  Egypt  as  well  as  liberty.  The 
Government  had  done  nothing  to  violate 
the  promises  that  had  been  given  to  the 
House,  and  intended  to  fulfil  the  under- 
takings into  which  they  had  entered. 

Mr.  ASHMEiD-BARTLETT  said, 
that  he  must  complain  that  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  was 
somewhat  ungenerous,  though  less  in- 
genious than  usual.  He  had  only  made  a 
semblance  of  dealing  with  the  difficul- 
ties of  the  case  against  him,  and  he  had 
confused  facts  and  dates  in  a  way  so 
utterly  hopeless  that  it  was  impossible 
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to  unravel  them.  He  challenged  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  to  give  them  the  date 
when  the  Chamher  of  Notables  was 
placed  nnder  undue  pressure  by  Arabi 
Pasha  and  the  Army.  That  date  was  at 
a  considerably  advanced  period  of  the 
spring,  because  it  was  after  that  crisis 
had  bemi  going  on  for  five  months  un- 
interruptedly that  the  moderate,  but  im- 
portant, demands  of  the  National  Party 
had  been  contemptuously  refused  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  demand 
of  the  Chamber  of  Notables  and  of  Arabi 
Pasha  were  three-fold ;  first,  they  de- 
manded a  representative  Chamber ;  se- 
condly, they  demanded  the  dismissal  of 
Eiaz  Pasha ;  and  the  third  demand  was 
that  the  Army  should  be  reduced  to 
18,000  men;  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  the  last  of  these  de- 
mands as  the  only  one  made  by  the 
Egyptian  people.  That  was  an  instance 
of  the  gross  inaccuracy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  —  an  inaccuracy  which  he 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  thought  had 
never  been  equalled  by  any  Minister  in 
that  House.  He  contended  that  the  de- 
mands of  the  Egyptian  Government  had 
been  just  and  moderate,  and  asked  to 
be  informed  why  were  these  moderate 
and  just  demands  refused  consideration 
by  a  Liberal  Ministry,  presided  over  by 
the  orator  of  Mid  Lothian  ?  Because  the 
Eepresentatives  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment in  £gypt  told  the  Government 
that  if  they  were  granted  they  would 
ultimately  involve  the  abolishment  of 
the  Control,  and  in  order  to  maintain 
that  Control — if  they  liked  a  Control 
established  by  Lord  Salisbury,  and  not 
by  Lord  Derby — they  drove  the  National 
Party  to  deepair,  and  thus  produced  the 
war.  Many  of  the  other  statements 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
equally  unfair.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  it  a  charge  against  the 
Opposition  that  they  had  described 
Arabi  as  a  military  adventurer;  but 
why  was  Arabi  so  termed  by  the  Oppo- 
sition ?  Because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  had  told  the  House  that 
there  was  strong  evidence  connecting 
Arabi  with  the  Alexandrian  massacres. 
And  yet,  after  describing  him  in  that 
way,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  a  party  to  the  scheme  by  which 
Arabi  had  been  let  off.  The  right  hon. 
Crentleman  had  also  laid  much  stress  on 
the  fact  that  they  had  exhausted  every 
means  of  coming  to  a  decision  before 


going  to  war.  What  did  that  mean  ? 
It  meant  that  the  Government  had  no 
policy  whatever,  and,  after  drifting 
about,  were  compelled  to  go  back  upon 
independent  and  isolated  British  action. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that 
we  could  rely  upon  receiving  the  support 
of  other  Powers;  but  he  should  be 
chary  about  placing  implicit  confidenco 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  assur- 
ances in  the  absence  of  fresh  evidence. 
They  were  told  the  same  sort  of  thing 
from  September,  1881,  down  to  July, 
1 882  ;  but  when  they  came  to  examine 
the  Blue  Books  they  found  that  on 
every  single  point  almost  all  the  Powers 
were  opposed  to  the  Government.  Re- 
garding the  alleged  difference  of  policy 
between  Lord  Derby  and  Lord  Salis* 
bury,  he  would  observe  that  the  state- 
ment was  without  proof;  but,  at  all 
events,  if  the  new  form  of  Control  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  Lord 
Salisbury  had  introduced  had  done  so 
much  mischief,  why  did  not  the  present 
Government  modify  it  soon  after  their 
entrance  into  Office?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asserted  that  the  power 
to  abolish  the  Control  was  wanting. 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
despatches  of  Lord  Granville  written  the 
other  day,  in  which  that  noble  Lord 
stated  that  the  Khedive  had  full  autho- 
rity to  abolish  the  Control  if  he  should 
desire  to  do  so.  Those  despatches  effec- 
tually disposed  of  the  assumption  that 
the  Control  as  established  by  Lord  Salis- 
bury was  immovable.  What  was  the 
key-note  to  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment ? — for  it  was  impossible  to  under- 
stand the  question  without  looking  at 
it.  The  key-note  of  their  policy  was 
probably  one  of  the  strangest  that  any 
Ministry  had  ever  set  before  themselves. 
It  had  not  been  British  interests,  for 
they  were  ashamed  to  defend  them.  It 
was  not  the  ancient  traditions  of  the 
Foreign  Office,  for  they  had  been  vio- 
lated and  set  aside ;  it  was'  not  motives 
of  peace,  because  they  had  broken  the 
peace ;  it  was  not  the  balance  of  power, 
because  they  had  found  it  established, 
and  they  had  completely  destroyed  it. 
The  key-note  of  their  policy  had  been 
the  avowed  and  open  desire  to  reverse 
the  policy  of  their  Predecessors,  the  late 
Gbvemment^  in  every  single  particular. 
['*Hear,  hear!"]  He  accepted  and 
understood  the  cheers  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wycombe,  as  adding  his  seal. 


I  2 


lS$cond  Night.'] 


231 


Address  in 


(COMMONS) 


Annoer  to  tier 


2d2 


for  what  it  was  worth,  to  the  fact  that 
the  key-note  of  the  Goveniment  policy 
had  been  the  spirit  of  faction.  The  Mi- 
nistry found  England  strong,  with  the  al- 
liance of  Germany  and  Austria,  and  with 
the  friendship  of  Turkey,  and  the  peace  of 
Europe  secure.  They  reversed  that  by 
insulting  Austria  and  affronting  Ger- 
many—[*'  Oh,  oh!"] — they  had  intrigued 
against  Austria  and  Germany,  and  en- 
deavoured to  establish  a  counter-com- 
bination in  Europe  with  free  Italy, 
Itepublican  France,  and  despotic  Bussia, 
and  as  a  result  they  had  set  the  con- 
trolling Power  of  Europe  against  them. 
They  had  met  with  nothing  but  con- 
fusion and  embarrassment,  until  they 
found  themselves  separated  by  the  force 
of  circumstances  from  France,  and 
obliged  to  act  alone.  Since  that  time 
the  German  Powers  had  been  less 
hostile  and  the  German  Press  had  been 
more  favourable.  Lord  Beaconsfield 
sought  the  alliance  of  Germany  and 
Austria,  and  the  friendship  of  Turkey, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  succeeded  in 
keeping  upon  perfectly  good  terms  with 
France.  How  did  the  present  Govern- 
ment now  stand  with  regard  to  France  ? 
The  Ministry  were  now  at  daggers 
drawn  with  their  French  ally  of  12 
months  ago,  for  whom  they  sacrificed 
so  much,  and  from  whom  they  had 
gained  so  little  ?  What  had  become  of 
the  ''  perfect  accord  "  between  the  two 
Powers  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  stated  in  this 
House  on  the  15th  of  May  last  was 
"prepared  for  all  eventualities?"  It 
had  gone  the  way  of  every  other  formal 
statement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  with  so  much  sang-froid  while 
he  was  at  the  Foreign  Office.  A  French 
journal  rightly  described  our  policy  in 
Egypt  as  **  at  once  violent  and  under- 
hand" towards  the  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment. The  Ministerial  policy  had  under- 
gone more  phases  than  it  was  easy  to 
count.  At  first,  our  Goverment,  acting 
under  the  dictation  of  France,  chased 
the  envoys  of  the  Sovereign  of  Egypt 
out  of  that  dependency,  and  affronted 
him  in  every  possible  way,  by  scorning 
his  advice,  by  sending  Joint  Notes  and 
an  ultimatum  to  his  vassal  without  his 
consent  or  knowledge,  and,  finally, 
by  bombarding  his  principal  seaport 
against  his  protest  and  entreaties.  At 
other  times  they  begged  him  to  send  a 
Commissioner,  a  general,  a  ship  of  war, 
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a  proclamation  against  the  rebels,  an 
army.  All  the  humours  of  a  spoilt  child 
— at  one  time  pettish  and  defiant,  at 
another  coaxing  and  penitent — were 
displayed  by  the  British  Cabinet  towards 
the  Sultan  and  Government  of  the  Otto- 
man Enrpire.  There  was  neither  dignity, 
nor  consistency,  nor  justice  in  the  treat- 
ment Turkey  received.  Eight  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  expected  the  Porte  at  one 
moment  to  endure  with  complaisance,  and 
even  pleasure,  the  grossest  insult  that 
could  be  offered  to  an  independent  Power, 
and,  at  the  next,  to  be  ready  with 
grateful  humility  to  lend  its  diplo- 
macy, its  armies,  and  its  sovereign 
influence  to  every  varying  phase  of 
their  policy.  As  to  France,  for  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  sacri- 
ficed so  much,  the  utterances  in  the 
French  Chamber  showed  that  the  French 
Government  was  thoroughly  dissatisfied 
with  their  policy.  One  piece  of  good 
fortune  the  Government  had,  indeed, 
enjoyed,  and  that  was  the  internal  ini« 
potence  of  France  at  this  moment ;  but 
immediately  that  France  obtained  a 
strong  Government,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  find  themselves  con- 
fronted by  open  hostility  from  France, 
probably  backed  up  by  the  hostility  of 
Turkey.  Every  effort  had  been  made 
by  the  Government  to  offend  Turkey. 
The  Ottoman  Empire  was  the  Sovereign 
Power  in  Egypt,  and  yet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  ad- 
dressing his  constituents  recently,  de- 
clared that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
was  to  separate  Egypt  from  Turkey, 
allowing  the  Egyptians  to  "stew  in  their 
own  juice,"  and  that  the  authority  of 
the  Sultan  in  Egypt  was  broken  down 
and  at  an  ond.  He  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  maintained  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  right  to  prate  about 
international  engagements  in  the  Royal 
Speech  and  allow  a  Minister  to  make 
such  a  disgraceful  statement. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  expression 
was  un- Parliamentary. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
he  would  withdraw  the  word  disgraceful 
and  substitute  unstatesmanlike.  He 
must,  however,  adhere  to  his  opinion, 
that  such  a  statement  was  very  ill-ad- 
vised. He  contended  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  consistent  policy.  They 
had  no  conception  of  the  danger  in 
Egypt.    Although  warned  by  the  Sultan, 
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by  the  Press,  and  by  the  European 
residents,  in  Egypt,  they  drifted  along 
nntil  they  got  into  war.  They  were 
•'  everything  by  turns,  and  nothing 
long."  First  they  based  their  policy 
upon  the  alliance  with  France  and  de- 
termined upon  joint  political  action  with 
France — a  very  different  thing  from 
joint  financial  action.  For  months  they 
lingered  on  in  hones  of  that  being 
carried  through.  The  result  of  their 
subserviency  to  France  had  been  that 
they  not  only  had  completely  failed  to 
carry  out  their  action  with  France,  but 
had  almost  come  to  blows  with  her. 
With  respect  to  Turkey,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  first  joined  France  in  chas- 
ing the  envoys  of  the  Sultan  from  Cairo. 
After  that  they  begged  the  Sultan  to 
assist  them,  they  begged  for  every  kind 
of  assistance,  although  they  had  sent  in  a 
joint  ultimatum  Note  with  France  with- 
out his  sanction.  It  had  been  said  that 
the  Turkish  Government  were  in  com- 
plicity with  Arabi ;  but  of  this  there  was 
DO  proof,  and  it  was,  moreover,  most 
unlikely,  seeing  that  the  movement  was 
a  National  one.  On  the  contrary,  the 
Sultan  himself  warned  Lord  Dufferin  of 
the  probable  result  of  the  movement. 
The  Ck>vemment  had  destroyed  that 
National  movement  and  its  leader,  and 
slain  some  thousands  of  the  unfortu- 
nate Egyptian  people,  and  now  the 
Government  posed  as  the  defenders 
of  the  people — the  most  ridiculous 
assumption  any  Ministry  had  ever 
made.  There  was  a  fourth  point  in 
which  the  Government  had  reversed  its 
policy.  They  used  to  hear  a  good  deal 
about  that  chimera,  invented  to  please 
the  popular  ear,  which  was  called  the 
Concert  of  Europe.  The  Government 
first  tried  joint  action  with  France,  but 
this  collapsed.  Then  they  had  a  Confer- 
ence at  Constantinople,  and  gave  it,  as 
it  was  said,  a  slap  in  the  face  by  declar- 
ing war  on  their  own  account.  The 
Cfovemment  never  had,  in  fact,  a  definite 
policy.  If  Admiral  Sir  Beauchamp  Sey- 
mour had  not  made  up  his  minct,  the 
Government  would  never  have  made  up 
theirs.  If  the  war  was  not  undertaken 
for  British  interests,  what  was  it  under- 
taken for?  But  the  Government  were 
ashamed  to  say  it  was  undertaken  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  British  political, 
commercial,  and  financial  interests,  and 
80  they  said  they  intervened  to  stop 
anarchy.  But  the  anarchy  was  caused 
by  themselves.    Xf  there  ever  was  a  war  i 


made  in  cold  blood  for  the  selfish  in* 
terestsof  this  country  it  was  this  Egyptian 
War.  He  was  not,  however,  attacking 
it  on  that  ground.  The  Government 
were  guilty  of  the  grossest  inconsistency 
in  making  war,  and  the  war  itself  was 
both  unnecessary  and  unjustifiable.  It 
was  practically  impossible  for  him  to 
enter  into  details  on  that  occasion,  with 
a  view  to  show  the  period  when,  and  the 
manner  in  which,  the  war  might  have 
been  avoided.  The  war,  he  asserted, 
however,  might  easily  have  been  avoided, 
and  when  they  said  the  war  was  unjusti- 
fiable, they  spoke  of  the  Egyptian  War 
as  a  whole.  He  would  not  say  that  in 
July,  1882,  war  could  certainly  have 
been  avoided  ;  but  with  moderate  saga- 
city and  foresight  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  between  September,  1881, 
and  June,  1882,  war  might  have  been 
avoided.  It  was  no  answer  to  their 
impeachment  of  the  Egyptian  policy  of 
the  Government  to  say  to  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  as  had  been  frequently  said 
— **0h,  you  are  equally  responsible,  be- 
cause you  supported  the  Vote  of  Credit 
in  August  last,  and  you  urged  that 
British  interests  in  Egypt  should  be  safe* 
guarded."  The  statement  ofthe right  h on. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  that  this  Hotse  was  to 
forgive  the  Government  for  the  mistakes 
of  the  past  because  in  the  future  they 
might  bring  the  troubles  in  Egypt  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion,  was  a  demand 
upon  the  patience  and  forbearance  of 
the  Opposition  which  they  could  not 
acknowledge.  There  were  moments  and 
crises  when,  no  matter  how  desperate 
and  how  unpardonable  had  been  the 
faults  of  a  Ministry,  or  how  culpable 
they  were  for  the  impending  war,  a 
patriotic  Opposition  was  bound  to  give 
its  silent  support  to  those  measures  which 
the  Government,  acting  with  their  supe- 
rior knowledge  of  the  public  necessity 
and  of  the  national  safety,  declared 
solemnly  before  the  Parliament  and  the 
country  to  be  essential.  The  Opposition, 
in  face  of  national  peril  and  of  foreign 
enemies,  might  feel  bound  to  restrain  its 
indignation  and  to  smother  its  criticism 
till  the  peril  had  been  met  and  averted. 
It  reserved,  however,  its  natural  right, 
and,  indeed,  its  national  duty.  The 
Opposition  criticized  freely  and  severely 
the  faults  which  led  to  the  crisis  that 
the  Government  declared  to  require  such 
exceptional  measures  to  cope  with.  The 
blunders  of  the  Government  had  been 
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BO  incredible,  that  he  had  felt  it  his  duty, 
on  patriotic  grounds,  to  refrain  from  ex- 
pressing all  he  felt  concerning  them. 
There  was  a  striking  analogy  between 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  Egypt 
and  in  Ireland.  [''Oh,  oh!"]  The 
Egyptian  War  and  the  Coercion  Bills 
for  Ireland  were  good  instances  of  what 
he  meant.  Both  in  Egypt  and  Ireland 
the  Government  had  neglected  their 
duties,  and  in  both  countries  they  fos- 
tered rebellion  until  they  could  only 
remedy  it  by  a  resort  to  extreme  mea- 
sures of  force  which  the  Conservatives 
had  always  deprecated,  and  which  they 
would  never  have  had  reason  to  employ, 
because  they  would  have  avoided  the 
necessity.  In  neither  instance  were  they 
justified  in  asking  the  Opposition  to 
approve  of  their  policy.  After  looking 
at  all  the  various  other  causes  of  the 
Egyptian  War,  there  was  still  one  more 
— namely,  the  gross  and  persistent  in- 
justice with  which  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters had  treated  the  Ottoman  Porte  ;  and 
he  would  conclude  by  again  declaring 
that  he  held  the  Government  responsible 
for  a  war  which,  but  for  their  own 
grievous  blunders,  would  have  been 
wholly  unnecessary. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
must  confess  himself  somewhat  puzzled 
by  that  part  of  the  opening  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said — **We  think  it  necessary  to  move 
this  Amendment."  He  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  whom  the  hon.  Member  meant  by 
**  we."  It  could  not  be  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  because  some  of  them  had 
repudiated  his  proposal,  and  it  had  also 
been  repudiated  by  one  of  the  Fourth 
Party.  In  fact,  it  was  childish,  and 
unworthy  of  the  serious  consideration 
of  this  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  had  accused  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  of 
defusing  to  support  British  interests. 
For  himself,  he  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
denied  that  allegation.  He  was  much 
in  favour  of  supporting  British  interests 
as  long  as  they  could  do  so  with  toler- 
able honesty ;  but  he  objected  to  that 
intervention  in  Egypt,  because  he  be- 
lieved it  was  opposed  to  British  in- 
terests, and  that  the  complication,  the 
difficulty,  and  the  expense  in  which  it 
would  involve  us  would  far  outweigh 
any  advantage  that  would  be  secured  by 
our  going  there.     Again,  even   where 
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British  interests  existed,  he  was  adverse 
to  seeking  to  forward  them  by  violence, 
injustice,  and  immorality.  He  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
went  far  enough,  and  that  was  his 
greatest  objection  to  it.  He  did  not 
suppose,  after  what  they  had  heard  from 
the  Government,  that  the  British  troops 
would  remain  long  in  Egypt;  but  he 
was  afraid  that  when  they  went  away 
they  would  leave  behind  something  like 
a  Protectorate,  and  even  more  than  a 
Protectorate  —  namely,  an  administra- 
tion practically  British.  He  knew  of 
nothing  in  their  interference  with  the 
Native  States  of  India  which  equalled 
the  interference  they  were  about  to  ex- 
ercise in  Egypt.  He  had  been  surprised 
at  the  statement  of  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  appointed 
Sir  Auckland  Colvin  as  Financial  Com- 
missioner in  Egypt ;  for,  although  that 
might  be  true  technically,  they  had  im- 
posed on  the  Khedive  obligations  under 
which  he  was  to  accept  a  European 
Financial  Adviser  for  a  period  of  10 
years.  Sir  Auckland  Colvin  was  a  servant 
of  the  Indian  Government,  and  had  been 
recommended  for  that  post.  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  had  been  appointed  to  command 
the  Egyptian  Army ;  and  English  offi- 
cers were  to  drill,  instruct,  and  exercise 
all  superior  functions  over  that  Army, 
and  the  result  would  be  that  they  would 
have  in  that  country  what  would  be  as 
completely  a  British  contingent  as,  and 
more  so  than,  any  contingent  furnished 
by  any  Native  State  in  India,  and  com- 
manded by  English  officers.  Besides 
that,  they  would  leave  a  whole  host 
of  British  officials,  who  would  remain  in 
Egypt,  all  which,  it  seemed  to  him,  would 
amount  to  a  very  complete  Protectorate, 
and  ho  could  not  imagine  when  they 
should  get  rid  of  the  obligations  which 
that  would  involve.  He  understood 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  under- 
took not  only  to  introduce  a  civil- 
ized, stable,  and  permanent  Government 
in  Egypt,  such  as  would  give  security 
and  peace  to  the  people,  but  also  one 
which  would  punctually  pay  the  debt 
incurred  by  the  Khedives  of  that  coun- 
try. It  seemed  to  him,  however,  that  if 
they  were  to  stay  in  Egypt  until  they 
had  achieved  all  that,  they  might  stay 
there  until  Doomsday.  It  might  not  be 
possible  to  withdraw  their  troops  until 
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some  kind  of  Ooremment  had  been  es- 
tablished, but  he  had  a  groat  objection 
to  any  form  of  English  Government 
being  established.  He  did  not  wish  the 
Egyptian  people  to  '*  stew  in  their  own 
juice ; "  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
they  were  Orientals,  and  w^  must  be 
prepared  to  accept  a  Government  which 
was  not  perfect  according  to  our  ideas. 
They  might,  perhaps,  oe  allowed  to 
simmer  in  their  own  juice.  We  ought, 
in  this  matter,  to  follow  more  closely  the 
course  wo  took  in  Afghanistan,  and, 
having  set  up  a  tolerable  Government  in 
Egypt,  we  ought  to  get  out  of  the  coun- 
try as  soon  as  we  could.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  see  anything  like  a  British  Ad- 
ministration continuing  in  that  country 
10  years,  or  it  might  be  half-a-century. 
He  thought  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  would 
be  better  if  it  included  the  words  **  Bri- 
tish civil  and  military  officers,"  so  that 
the  Besolution  might  express  the  opinion 
that  British  civil  and  military  officers 
ought  to  be  removed  from  Egypt  at  a 
very  early  date. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir, 
it  is  not  my  intention  to  trouble  the  House 
at  any  length  upon  the  discussion  of  the 
questions  which  have  been  so  ably  de- 
bated to-night,  as  I  stated  last  night 
that  it  did  not  appear  to  me  that  the 
present  was  the  most  suitable  occasion 
for  raising  a  general  debate  with  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in 
Egypt.  On  the  contrary,  I  believe  we 
shall  have  many  opportunities — more 
than  we  perhaps  shall  desire — for  dis- 
cussing that  policy.  It  is  my  firm  con- 
viction that,  whatever  may  be  said  and 
decided  now  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  there  will  be  more  than  one 
occasion  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  and  I  fear  for  more  than  one 
year  to  come,  on  which  we  shall  find 
questions  connected  with  this  Egyptian 
settlement  coming  up,  and  coming,  per- 
haps, in  unpleasaut  forms  before  the 
House.  I  should  have  been  well  con- 
tent to  allow  the  matter  to  stand  on  the 
footing  on  which  I  left  it  after  the  few 
words  which  I  said  last  night ;  but  the 
course  taken  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  is  one  that  compels  me  to  re- 
consider my  course,  and  to  look  forward 
as  to  what  will  be  the  effect  of  the  vote 
which  we  shall  have  to  give  one  way  or 
the  other  on  his  Motion.    I  ask  myself. 


and  wish  to  ask  the  House,  what  is  the 
real  effect  and  construction  of  the  pro- 
posal  brought  before  us  by  the  hon. 
Member  ?  Sir,  we  know  that  we  cannot, 
in  these  matters,    altogether   separate 
the  wording  of  a  particular  Resolution 
from  the  known  opinions,  sentiments, 
character,  and  views  of  those  by  whom 
it  is  proposed;  and  we  must  feel  that 
when  a  proposal  of  this  sort  comes  from 
a  Gentleman  who  has  taken  so  leading 
and  prominent  part  in  advocating  par- 
ticular views  as  the  hon.  Baronet,  who 
has  been  so  honourably  distinguished 
by  consistent  opposition  to  the  policy  of 
the   Government,    we    cannot  but    see 
what  the  effect  will  be  of  giving  a  vote 
in  support  of  it.     I  may  say,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  point,  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  has,  on  many 
occasions,  taunted  me  for  not  having 
submitted  to  the  House   some  Resolu- 
tion declaring  that  the  late  war  was  un- 
necessary and,  therefore,  unjustifiable, 
and  has  intimated  that  it  was  his  wish 
that  such  a  Motion  should  be  made 
that  he  might  have  the  opportunity  of 
supporting  that  declaration.     Although 
I  have  never  shrunk  in  the  least  degree 
from  declaring  my  opinion  in  this  House 
and  out  of  it  with  respect  to  the  charac- 
ter of  that  war,  yet,  as  far  as  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  concerned, 
I  have  always  felt  that  although  that 
support  might  be  given  in  words,  yet, 
in  spirit  and  in  substance,  it  would  not 
be  a  real  and  beneficial  support  such  as 
should  arise  from  a  concurrence  of  opi- 
nion.    Neither  do  I  think  it  would  be 
of  any  advantage,  or  a  right  course  to 
follow,  to  endeavour  to  catch  the  votes 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  and  his  Friends, 
looking  to  the  views  which  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  have   expressed,   by  words 
which  would  have  a  different  meaning  in 
his  mouth  and  in  mine.     I  feel  the  same 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
he  has  brought  forward  on  the  present ' 
occasion.     Let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  nature  of  the  Amend- 
ment.   In  the  Address  it  is  proposed — 

"  Humbly  to  thank  Her  MajeBty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  the  reconstitution  of  the  Govem- 
ment  of  Egypt  and  the  reorganisation  of  its 
affairs  under  the  authority  of  the  Khedive  have 
in  part  been  accomplished  and  will  continue  to 
receive  Uer  Majesty's  earnest  attention.'* 

Upon  that,  the  hon.  Baronet  proposes  to 
add  an  Amendment  directed  against  the 
employment  of  British  troops  in  Egypt. 
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I  can  only  regard  that  Amendment  as 
it  has  been  regarded  by  one  or  two 
speakers,  as  referring  to  the  present 
and  prospective  conduct  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  in  E^ypt  and  not  to  past 
transactions.  The  AmjBndment  is  to  the 
effect  that  the  House  expresses  its  hopes 
that  the  affairs  of  Egypt  will  not  be  re- 
organized by  the  employment  of  British 
troops.  I  cannot  conceive  a  more  dan- 
gerous or  mischievous  course  than  that. 
It  would  be  to  entirely  weaken  the 
hands  of  the  Government ;  and  not  only 
that,  but  it  would  place  a  false  construc- 
tion upon  the  policy  of  this  country, 
and  give  the  signal  for  anarchy  and 
confusion  in  Egypt.  Therefore  it  is 
that  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote  for,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  am  quite  determined  to 
vote  against,  the  Besolution  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Baronet.  I  cannot,  how- 
ever, help  feeling  that,  in  supporting  the 
Government  against  the  hon.  Baronet, 
I  might  be  giving  the  impression  that  I 
approve  and  concur  in  the  policy  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  Egypt ;  and  I 
am,  therefore,  thankful  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity given  me  by  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  to  put  clearly  upon 
record,  as  far  as  I  myself  am  concerned, 
and  I  believe  also  as  far  as  most  of  us 
on  this  side  of  the  House  are  concerned, 
my  dissent  from  that  policy,  and  more 
especially  my  opinion  with  respect  to 
what  I  consider  to  have  been  the  blun- 
ders and  errors  which  have  been  com- 
mitted by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  consequence  of  which  we  have  been 
led  into  a  war  which  might  and  could 
have  been  avoided,  having  at  the  same 
time  a  due  regard  to  British  interests. 
Now,  these  are  the  words  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford — 

"Whilst  assuring  Her  Majesty  of  our  sup- 
port in  such  Measures  as  may  be  necessary  for 
a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  affairs  of  Egypt, 
humbly  to  express  our  regret  that  steps  were 
not  taken  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
secured  such  objects  as  are  of  importance  to  this 
Country,  without  involving  the  necessity  for 
military  operations." 

I  am  convinced  now,  as  I  have  been  all 
along,  that  with  greater  wisdom,  caution, 
resolution,  and  consistency  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  in  the  later  months  of 
1881  and  the  earlier  months  of  1882, 
they  might  have  attained  every  desirable 
object  that  this  country  had  an  interest 
in  as  regards  the  affairs  of  Egypt  with- 
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out  resorting  to  bloodshed  or  violence  of 
any  kind,  and  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
escape  the  sad  necessity  of  last  year. 
We  nave  a  right^  without  being  incon- 
sistent, to  say  that  we  condemn  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  as  being  deficient 
in  wisdom*  and  foresight  at  that  time, 
although  we  felt  it  necessary  to  support 
their  action  after  affairs  had  taken  a 
certain  course.  We  could  not  deal  with 
these  matters  as  they  were  going  on, 
because  we  were  kept  in  the  dark  with 
regard  to  them,  inasmuch  as  negotia- 
tions were  then  going  on,  and  there  was 
much  that  the  Government  could  not  lay 
before  us.  We  were  always  stopped, 
when  we  made  inquiries,  by  an  assur- 
ance that  negotiations  were  going  on 
between  ourselves  and  our  French  neigh- 
bours, and  we  were  g^ven  most  distinctly 
to  understand,  and  we  did  believe,  that 
the  result  of  those  negotiations  was  the 
most  cordial  co-operation  between  our- 
selves and  the  French  Government  with 
regard  to  the  Egyptian  Question,  and 
that  some  way  or  another — we  did  not 
care  how — the  difficulties  which  were 
constantly  cropping  up  with  regard  to 
that  question  would  be  got  over  with- 
out any  warlike  operations.  I  believe, 
myself,  that  the  Government  had  the 
same  opinion  at  the  time ;  but  when  we 
come  to  see  the  course  which  they 
pursued,  how  they  vacillated  from  time 
to  time,  how  they  missed  opportunities 
which  they  will  never  have  again,  one 
really  wonders  at  their  blindness.  The 
fact  is,  that  from  the  beginning  of  these 
transactions  to  the  end  their  policy  was 
one  which  I  will  venture  to  describe  as 
one  of  dawdling.  I  believe  that  even 
among  the  Ministry  themselves  the  idea 
was  entertained  that  the  best  way  of 
dealing  with  matters  of  this  sort  was  to 
dawdle,  and  to  let  the  difficulties  settle 
themselves.  By  that  means  they  relieved 
themselves  of  many  of  the  difficulties 
they  had  to  face.  In  my  opinion,  how- 
ever, such  a  policy  was  an  erroneous 
one,  and  has  had  most  unfortunate  re- 
sults. As  to  the  conditions  in  which  we 
were  placed,  I  think  it  is  really  unneces- 
sary for  me  to  take  any  further  notice  of 
the  statement  which  some  supporters  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment  have  not 
been  ashamed  to  make,  that  many  of 
the  difficulties  of  the  Ministry  have 
arisen  and  have  been  inl^erited  from  the 
conduct  of  their  Predecessors  and  from 
the    Dual   Control  established  by  mj 
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noLIe  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
barj) — they  are  so  meagre,  that  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
notice  them,  because  I  cannot  think  that 
Gentlemen  of  experience  in  the  position 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministry  would  think 
that  such  an  assertion  was  worthy  of 
being  supported  by  argument.  In  the 
first  place,  those  who  make  such  asser- 
tions must  take  a  most  narrow  view  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and,  in 
point  of  fact,  it  is  not  a  correct  view  to 
say  that  it  was  the  Dual  Control  which 
produced  and  led  to  these  difficulties. 
But,  even  supposing  that  it  did,  I  do  not 
see  how  those  who  make  that  assertion 
can  answer  the  observation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett),  that  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  a  perfect  opportunity  for 
dealing  with  the  matter,  without  any 
reference  to  what  had  been  done  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield's  Government,  during  the 
two  years  they  were  in  Office  before  the 
difficulties  in  question  arose,  they  en- 
tirely failed  to  do  so.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  Government  were  not 
in  the  position  of  being  the  slaves  of  their 
Predecessors;  they  had  obtained  the 
administration  of  affairs  by  denouncing 
the  policy  of  their  Predecessors,  and  it 
was  to  be  expected  that  they  would  re- 
verse and  alter  rather  than  follow  the 
policy  of  the  late  Government.  Seeing 
that  they  did  not  do  so,  it  leads  me  to 
believe  that  they  were  not  disposed  to 
condemn,  but  rather  that  they  might  be 
taken  to  have  admitted  that  that  policy 
was  a  right  one,  and  was  one  which  they 
were  prepared  to  adopt  and  follow. 
Consequently,  what  we  have  a  right 
to  say  is,  that  the  policy  which  we 
carried  out  during  several  years,  under 
much  gpreater  difficulties  than  any  the 
present  Government  have  had  to  con- 
tend with,  was  most  successful.  We 
are  also  entitled  to  say  that,  having 
inherited  such  a  policy,  they  so  mis- 
managed it  as  to  produce  exactly 
opposite  results  to  those  their  Predeces- 
sors in  Office  had  in  view.  That  policy 
was  directed  to  the  maintenance  and 
protection  of  the  interests  of  this  country, 
to  the  welfare  of  Egypt,  and  to  the 
moderating  and  rendering  impossible, 
so  far  as  we  could,  conditions  and  differ- 
ences that  might  lead  to  war  with  other 
European  Powers,  or  with  the  Egyptians 
themselves.  The  difficulty  which  led  to 
the  deposition  of  the  late  Khedive  was 


a  far  greater  one  than  that  raised  by 
the  conduct  of  Arabi  Pasha,  which  raised 
questions  of  very  great  magnitude.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  have  been  told  over 
and  over  again  that  Arabi  Pasha  was 
a  mere  military  adventurer,  and  that 
the  movement  he  initiated  must  not  be 
regarded  as  a  national  one  in  any  sense. 
If  that  was  the  case,  why  did  not  the 
Government,  with  the  powers  and  ad- 
vantages which  they  possessed,  stamp 
out  and  extinguish  the  movement  at  the 
beginning,  without  allowing  it  to  attain 
the  proportions  that  it  did  ?  They  had 
then  the  advantage  of  the  system  of 
Control  which  was  in  force,  and  which 
had  been  adopted  under  an  agreement 
with  the  Bulers  of  the  country,,  and 
which  had  been  in  operation  for  some 
time  with  a  fair  prospect  of  success. 
The  Government  had  the  advantage  also 
of  the  assistance,  which  might  be  claimed 
at  the  proper  time,  of  the  exercise  of 
the  authority  of  the  Suzerain  Power; 
and  they  had  the  further  advantage  of 
their  own  cordial  alliance  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  France,  and  that  they  had 
never  done  anything  in  the  way  of  war 
or  violence  which  might  set  any  portion 
of  the  people  against  them.  The  people 
of  Egypt  knew  us  then,  for  the  most 
part,  as  those  who  reduced  the  severity 
of  the  existing  system,  and  had  intro- 
duced great  improvements.  A  great 
deal  of  that  has  now  been  sacrificed  by 
them,  owing  to  the  course  they  have 
pursued,  and  cannot  be  restored ;  and 
you  have  now  to  meet  that  still  greater 
difficulty — you  have  to  act  with  a  Buler 
practically  set  up  by  yourselves,  no 
longer  having  that  same  prestige,  and 
without  that  cordial  alliance  with  France 
in  the  matter  which,  if  properly  used, 
would  have  been  of  the  greatest  value  ; 
and  you  have  made  your  own  influence 
supreme.  We  say  that  there  has  been 
great  mismanagement  in  this  matter. 
You  have  been  too  hasty  on  one  occa- 
sion, and  on  another  occasion  you  have 
been  too  slow ;  and  the  end  has  been 
that  you  have  now  landed  us  in  a  con- 
fusion which  speaks  for  itself.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  the  Government  to  say — 
**  We  can  bend  our  course  this  way  or 
that,"  and  that  we  must  judge  you  by 
the  result  you  have  produced.  ["  Hear, 
hear!"]  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  that  results  produced  by  war- 
like operations  are  results  which  the 
Government,  in  their  calmer  moments, 
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are  satisfied  with  producing  ?  If  so,  I 
should  like  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
that  other  quarter  of  the  House  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  who  cheer — **  Do  they  hold  that 
opiuion  ?  Do  they  think  that  has  been 
an  example  of  brilliant  success  on  the 
part  of  their  trusted  Leader?"  They 
may  say  that  if  they  are  called  upon  to 
give  any  vote  that  might  be  embarrassing 
to  their  Leaders  they  decline  to  do  so, 
because  they  have  confidence  in  them 
after  all.  I  can  understand  such  an 
opinion  as  that  on  the  part  of  all  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  I  venture 
most  confidently,  however,  to  ask  those 
hon.  Gentlemen,  do  they,  in  their  hearts, 
believe  that  in  this  whole  matter  of  the 
Egyptian  policy  of  the  Government,  al- 
lowing for  all  the  difficulties  and  circum- 
stances— do  they  conceive  that  the  result 
is  such  a  brilliant  success  ?  If  they  do, 
and  if  they  are  thoroughly  well  satisfied 
with  it,  I  can  only  say  that  I  think  they 
are  more  changed  than  I  thought  they 
were.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need  go 
into  any  discussion  upon  this  subject  at 
the  present  time.  We  put  in  our  pro- 
test, and  we  think  that  it  is  our  privilege 
to  do  so  ;  and  with  regard  to  the  future, 
we  shall  watch  with  anxiety  to  see  what 
the  course  of  the  Government  may  be. 
We  know  very  well  that  they  have  a 
difficult  task  before  them ;  but  do  not 
let  hon.  Members  be  led  away  by  any 
of  these  sophisms  and  shallow  sentiments 
that  we  have  heard,  for  we  hear  very 
grand  sentiments,  which  are  not  at  all 
supported  by  the  actions  of  their  fol- 
lowers. I  hope,  however,  that  is  not 
the  case  on  the  present  occasion.  I 
hope  that  with  regard  to  this  policy  the 
Government  will  devote  their  attention 
more  anxiously  to  the  problem  which  is 
before  them ;  and  I  venture  to  say  they 
will  find  that  they  have  embroiled  them- 
selves in  very  considerable  difficulties, 
and  that  they  will  need  the  whole  of 
their  skill  and  wisdom  to  extricate  them- 
selves. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  Sir,  I  took  up  so  much  of 
the  time  of  the  House  last  evening  in 
relation  to  this  subject,  that  I  shall  only 
now  trouble  you  for  a  brief  period  with 
the  remarks  which  I  may  have  to  make. 
There  are,  however,  one  or  two  observa- 
tions which  can  be  properly  offered  upon 
the  speech  which  has  been  made  by  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  and  on 
the  position  which  matters  have  assumed 
on  this  occasion.  We  have  always  been 
well  aware  both  of  the  public  and  of  the 
patriotic  spirit  of  self-sacrifice  which  dis- 
tinguishes the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Opposition.  I  may  even  say,  in 
relation  to  this  matter,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  statement  he  has  just 
made,  has  given  the  most  splendid  in- 
stance of  it  to  be  found,  I  think,  on 
record.  He  has  told  us  that  he  has  long^ 
been  of  opinion,  and  is  still  of  opinion , 
and  that  he  has  never  shrunk  from  de- 
claring it,  that  the  war  that  took  place 
in  Egypt  was  an  unnecessary  and  there- 
fore an  unjustifiable  war.  **  But,"  ho 
says,  **  if  I  am  asked  why  I  do  not  put 
that  opinion  in  the  form  of  a  Resolution, 
that  is  quite  a  different  thing.  I  could 
not  do  that,  because  I  was  perfectly  well 
aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
and  his  Friends  would  have  voted  with 
me,  and  would  have  attached  a  very  dif- 
ferent meaning  to  any  Resolution  which 
I  might  have  framed  from  that  which  I 
attached  to  it  myself."  Therefore,  Sir, 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Friends  have  for  months  been 
cherishing  that  burning  opinion  of  the 
unjustifiable  and  therefbre  wicked  cha- 
racter of  this  war,  nothing  would  have 
induced  them  to  submit  that  opinion  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  because, 
forsooth,  they  would  have  been  sup- 
ported by  some  hon.  Members  who  would 
have  attached  a  different  meaning  to  the 
Resolution.  All  I  can  say  is  that  I  ad- 
mire the  patriotism  and  public  spirit  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  I  only 
trust  that  the  noble  sentiments  and  prin- 
ciples which  have  actuated  his  conduct 
and  that  of  his  Friends  in  relation  to 
this  matter  will  continue  to  actuate  him, 
and  that  he  will  never,  on  any  account, 
or  on  any  subject  whatever,  be  induced 
to  submit  any  Resolution  to  the  House 
which  will  not  be  supported  by  Members 
who  will  agree  with  every  detail  of  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  could 
not  vote  for  the  Amendment  which  has 
been  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson), 
because  it  would  weaken  the  hands  of 
the  Government  in  the  difficult  task  in 
which  they  are  now  engaged  in  Egypt. 
But,  Sir,  while  I  am  indebted  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  that  considera- 
tion which  he  has  shown  to  the  Govern- 
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meot  in  that  matter,  I  mnst  point  out  to 
him  that  the  Besolution  he  is  going  to 
support  would  weaken  the  hands  of  the 
Government  to  the  extent  that  if  the 
Amendment  moved  hy  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is 
carried.  I  am  afraid  it  would  render  it 
impossible  for  them  to  continue  to  con- 
duct the  affairs  of  the  country  at  all. 
Therefore  the  Besolution  would  also 
weaken  the  hands  of  the  Government  in 
carrying  on  the  task  with  which  they  are 
charged  in  Egypt.  But,  no  doubt,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  having  challeuged 
the  judgment  of  the  House  on  this  sub- 
ject, is  prepared  to  take  the  settlement  of 
the  Egyptian  affairs  into  his  own  hands. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that,  al- 
though he  would  prefer  a  more  convenient 
opportunity,  yet,  as  the  subject  has  been 
raised,  he  finds  it  necessary  to  place 
clearly  on  record  the  sense  which  he  and 
his  Friends  entertain  of  the  many  and 
serious  blunders  which  have  been  com- 
mitted by  the  Government  in  the  course 
of  the  transactions  referred  to.  Now,  I 
want  to  point  out  to  the  House  the  ex- 
traordinary position  which  the  Opposi- 
tion has  taken  up  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
early  in  the  debate  last  night  any  obser- 
vations it  seemed  fit  to  him  to  make  on 
the  question  of  Egypt ;  if  he  did  not  do 
so,  aJl  I  can.  say  is,  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so  if  he  wished.  He  has 
had  all  the  information  that  it  has  been 
in  our  power  to  g^ve  relating  to  our  past 
transactions  with  Egypt.  He  knows,  and 
has  known  for  months,  all  that  can  be 
known  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  negotiations  that  have  been 
engaged  in  from  stage  to  stage,  and  yet 
he  deliberately  elects  to  take  no  action 
on  this  occasion,  which  he  does  not 
think  a  fitting  or  convenient  one,  to  put 
into  a  definite  form  the  opinion  which 
he  holds  as  to  the  unjustifiable  charac- 
ter of  the  war  that  has  been  concluded. 
But,  Sir,  when  a  Motion  is  made  from 
that  side  of  the  House  condemning,  as 
it  is  intended  to  condemn — although  it 
does  not  do  it  in  very  clear  terms — the 
employment  of  the  troops  of  Her  Majesty 
in  support  of  the  Khedive,  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  notwithstanding 
his  opinion  that  this  is  not  a  fitting 
opportunity  to  challenge  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  thinks  it  necessary  to 
follow  at  the  heels  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford,  and  to  support  an  Amend- 


ment which  he  has  moved  expressing,  in 
vague  and  general  terms,  some  dissatis- 
faction with  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  these  transactions.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  talks  of  putting  clearly 
on  record  the  sense  of  the  Opposition  of 
the  blunders  of  the  Government.  What 
does  this  Motion  place  clearly  on  record  ? 
What  does  this  Resolution  mean  ? — 

'^  While  aflsiiring  Her  Majesty  of  our  support 
in  such  Measures  as  may  be  necessary  for  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  affairs  in  Egypt, 
humbly  to  express  our  regret  that  steps  were  not 
taken  at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have 
secured  such  objects  as  are  of  importance  to 
this  country  without  involving  the  necessity 
for  military  operations.'* 

I  want  to  know  what  steps,  and  at  what 
period?  No  one  in  this  country  is 
ignorant  now  of  the  various  stages  of 
these  transactions.  They  are  definite 
and  well  marked.  When  or  where  was 
it  that  other  steps  might  have  been 
taken  which  might  have  secured  the 
objects  we  had  in  view?  I  will  enu- 
merate the  distinct  stages  of  these  trans- 
actions. There  was  the  Joint  Note ;  there 
were  the  overtures  of  M.  Gambetta  in 
regard  to  joint  action ;  there  was  the 
despatch  of  the  Fleet ;  there  was  the 
demand  for  the  dismissal  of  Arabi 
Pasha ;  there  was  the  proposal  to-  the 
European  Powers  for  the  assembly  of  a 
Conference;  there  was  the  assembly  of 
a  Conference,  and  the  efforts  made  at  the 
Conference  to  induce  the  Powers  to  call 
upon  Turkey  to  send  a  force  to  suppress 
Arabi  Pasha.  There  was  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  forts  of.  Alexandria — which 
the  Opposition,  in  their  desire  to  support 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  choose  to 
call  the  *'  bombardment "  of  the  town  of 
Alexandria ;  and  there  was  the  despatch 
of  the  expedition  in  July.  Now,  in 
what  particular,  or  in  which  of  the 
stages  of  these  transactions,  ought  the 
Government  to  have  done  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  we 
should  have  done  ?  What  is  the  meaning 
of  a  vague  Besolution  like  this,  telling  us 
that  steps  were  not  taken  which  might 
have  been  taken  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  so  proud  of  one  attack  he  made 
upon  us  on  a  former  occasion,  that  he 
thinks  it  worth  while  to  repeat  it  to- 
night. He  thinks  he  has  absolutely  con- 
demned, pulverized — smashed,  I  suppose 
— the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment when  he  says,  as  he  has  done 
several    times,    that  it   is  a  policy   of 
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"  dawdling."  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, or  some  of  his  Friends,  should  have 
told  us  at  what  particular  period  this 
dawdling  occurred.  He  tells  us  that  some- 
times we  were  too  rash^  and  sometimes 
too  slow  ;  but  he  does  not  condescend  to 
tell  us  at  what  particular  moment  we 
were  too  slow  or  too  rash.  He  tells  us 
that  we  missed  g^eat  opportunities — that 
there  were  moments  when  we  might  have 
supported  Arabi  Pasha,  but  that,  in- 
stead of  doing  this,  we  relied  entirely  on 
Tewfik  Pasha  and  his  influence  in  the 
country.  If  my  recollection  serves  me 
aright,  the  bearing  of  all  the  questions 
put  across  the  Table  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  was — **  Will  you  promise, 
under  all  circumstances,  to  support 
Tewfik  ?  " 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHGOTE  :  I 
did  not  say  anything  against  Tewfik. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  did 
not  say  anything  against  Tewfik.  At 
any  rate,  he  called  him  a  '*  creature." 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  considers  that 
is  saying  anything  against  him. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHGOTE :  I 
am  sure  the  noble  Marquess  does  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  me.  What  I  said 
was,  that  before  these  operations  took 
place  Tewfik  was  in  an  independent  posi- 
tion and  ought  to  have  been  supported 
by  us,  and  might  have  been  supported 
by  us  with  certain  advantage ;  but  since 
he  has  been  set  up  again  by  our  arms 
he  has  occupied  a  different  position.  I 
never  said  a  word  about  Arabi  Pasha. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  do  not  wish  to  misrepresent  him  ;  and 
I  think  it  possible  I  may  have  done  so, 
because,  to  tell  the  truth,  I  found  it  very 
difficult  to  carry  away  any  definite  im- 
pression of  what  he  meant.  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  follow 
the  line  of  argument  of  those  who  were 
of  opinion  that  there  was  a  period  in 
these  transactions  when  we  might  have 
supported  Arabi  Pasha,  and  a  period  at 
which  we  might  have  supported  Tewfik 
more  effectually.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Mover  of  this  Amendment — the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford — only  thought  it 
worth  while  to  allege  one  point,  where 
he  considered  we  might  have  taken 
earlier  action.  He  quoted  from  the  Blue 
Book  part  of  the  despatch  of  Sir  Edward 
Malet  of  May  23,  in  which  that  official 
stated  that  the  situation  which  existed  at 
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the  time  in  Egypt  had  been  brought 
about  by  the  Ministers  and  the  people 
persisting  in  the  belief  that  the  two 
Powers  would  not  despatch  troops  to 
that  country.  The  extract  the  hon. 
Member  read  did  not,  I  think,  include 
the  passage  in  which  Sir  Edward  Malet 
said — 

"  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  if  the  Sultan  de- 
clares himself,  and  if  it  is  known  that  troops 
are  ready  to  be  despatched,  we  may  succeed 
without  the  necessity  for  landing  thorn.*' 

Well,  that  was  the  policy  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  at  that  time  pursuing. 
They  were  doing  every  thingin  their  power 
to  induce  the  Powers  of  Europe  to  request 
Turkey  to  adopt  the  policy  of  despatch- 
ing a  force  to  Europe  for  the  restoration 
of  the  Khedive's  authority,  exactly  in 
the  manner  recommended  by  Sir  Ed- 
ward Malet.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
despatch  of  Sir  Edward  Malet  to  show 
that  France  and  England  jointly,  or 
England  solely,  would  accomplish  the 
objects  for  which  the  war  was  subse- 
quently undertaken.  But  a  little  earlier 
than  that  time  we  had  the  support  of 
the  Opposition,  or,  at  all  events,  of  a 
part  of  it.  On  the  15th  of  May  Lord 
Granville,  in  the  House  of  Lords,  an- 
nounced what  had  been  done,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Fleet 
had  been  ordered  to  Alexandria.  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  rose  imme- 
diatelv  afterwards  and  said  he  had  no 
exception  to  take  to  the  statement 
of  policy  made  by  Lord  QranviUe,  and 
he  went  on  to  say  that  he  trusted  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  the  use  of  the  sword 
would  not  be  necessary,  but  could  only  be 
averted  by  the  knowledge  that  the  sword 
was  there.  The  noble  Marquess  went 
on  to  say  that  it  was  very  necessary  it 
should  be  known  what  sword  it  should 
be ;  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  best  sword 
to  use  would  be  that  of  Turkey;  and 
that,  under  any  circumstances,  the  worst 
sword  would  be  the  sword  of  France. 
We  were,  therefore,  adopting  at  that 
time  the  very  policy  recommended  by 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury.  We  were 
doing  everything  we  could  to  enlist  in 
our  cause  the  sword  of  Turkey.  But  I 
do  not  think  I  need  follow  any  further 
the  course  of  this  debate.  It  is  Yery 
easy  for  hon.  Members  on  a  Motion  such 
as  this  to  wander  here  and  there  over 
several  volumes  of  Blue  Books,  to  pick 
out  here  and  there  a  despatch,  and  to 
enforce,  by  means  of  extract  from  that 
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despatch,  their  favourite  doctrine  and 
their  favourite  case  against  the  Govern- 
in  en  t  ;  hut  I  Buhmit  that  the  Government 
can  hardly  be  called  on  to  give  a  reply 
to  vague,  rambling,  and  desultory  accu- 
sations, such  as  we  have  heard  to-night. 
Place  before  the  House  some  Amend- 
ment which  will  call  in  question  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  on  some  par- 
ticular point  or  points— tell  us  where 
we  acted  rashly,  and  when  we  were  too 
Blow,  and  then  we  will  endeavour  to 
meet  you;    but  we  cannot— it  is  im- 
possible to — follow  a  variety  of  speeches 
in   which    extracts    are   taken   out   of 
Blue   Books  ranging,  from  January  to 
May,   and  when  a  variety  of  separate 
transactions  are  mixed  up  together  in 
an  incongruous  debate.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    asks    us  whether  we    are 
satisfied  with  the  result  achieved.     No 
doubt,   we  regret,  and  all  the  country 
regrets,  that  it  was  necessary  for  us  to 
draw  the  sword  at  all;  but  we  do  think 
that,  having  been  compelled  to  draw  it, 
as  we  think  in  defence  of  the  interests 
of  this  country,  and  to  fulEl  engage- 
ments for  which  we  are  not  altogether 
responsible,  the  result   that  has  been 
achieved   has  been  a  satisfactory  one, 
and     that    it   has    been    achieved    as 
rapidly  and  with  as  little  sacrifice  of 
life    and  of    money    as    could    have 
reasonably  been  expected;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  inclined  now 
to    disparage    our    success,    and    the 
result  that  has  been  accomplished,  I 
should  like  to  ask  him  what  was  the 
result  lie  and  his  Friends  anticipated 
when,  on  the  dOth  June,  they  went  to 
Willis's  Booms,  not  to  attack  or  de- 
nounce  the    Government,   as  they  in- 
formed their  audience,   but  to  guide, 
and,  if  possible,  stimulate  the  policy  of 
the  Government  ?    What  was  the  result 
they  looked  forward  to  on  that  occasion, 
and  did  they,  when  *^  stimulating  "  and 
•'  guiding"  the  Government,  expect  that 
any  more  satisfactory  result  would  be 
arrived  at  than  has  been  achieved  ?    I 
will  not  detain  the  House  any  longer ; 
but  I  must  congratulate  the  Opposition 
on  the  brilliant  result  they  have  accom- 
plished after  months  of  consideration 
and  denunciation  of  the  Government. 
I  congratulate  them  upon  their  partial 
adhesion  to  the  policy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle,  and  upon  the  manly, 
straightforward,  and  clear  Amendment 
upon  whicli    they  are  going   to  chal- 


lenge the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  (who 
rose  amid  great  interruption),  said,  he  did 
not  propose  to  stand  between  the  House 
and  a  Division.  He  only  wished  to  ask 
for  an  explanation  of  one  phrase  used 
by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  which  explanation,  no 
doubt,  the  noble  Marquess  would  be 
able  to  afford  the  House.  The  noble 
Marquess  said  that  on  May  15  the 
Government  were  doing  all  they  could  to 
enlist  the  sword  of  Turkey.  Well,  he 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  referred  to 
the  despatch  of  Lord  Granville  to  Lord 
Dufferin,  dated  ''  Foreign  Office,  May 
15th,  1882,"  and  he  found  in  it  the 
following  paragraph : — 

''In  order  not  to  complicate  the  situation' 
it  is  important  that  the  Turkish  Governmen 
should  abstain  from  all  intervention  and  inter- 
ference in  Egypt.** 

How  was  that  to  be  explained  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
The  despatch  I  referred  to  was  dated 
May  23rd.  I  have  not  had  time  to  refer 
to  the  other.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  spoke  of 
the  despatch  of  May  23rd,  as  snowing 
that  Sir  Edward  Malet  had  given  us  at 
that  time  a  warning.  I  said  that  at  that 
time  the  Government  were  endeavouring 
to  co-operate  with  Turkey.  It  was  about 
that  time — I  cannot  exactly  state  the 
time  —  when  the  co-operation  of  the 
French  Government  had  at  length  been 
secured,  and  definite  proposals  had  been 
made  to  the  Porte. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  put, 

**  That  the  words  '  whilst  assuring  Her  Ma- 
jesty of  our  support  in  such  Measures  as  may 
be  necessary  for  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
affairs  of  Egypt,  humbly  to  express  our  regret 
that  steps  were  not  taken  at  an  earlier  period 
which  might  have  secured  such  objects  as  are 
of  importance  to  this  Country,  without  involv- 
ing the  necessity  for  military  operations,*  be 
there  added." 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  144; 
Noes  179:  Majority  35.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  2.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (5«r 
Walter  B,  Barttelct,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

[^Second  Night, ^ 
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MOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  ACT  (1866) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

RESOLimON   IN  COMMITTEE. 
MOTION  FOR  LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair 
(for  Committee  to  consider  of  amending  the 
Law  relating  to  Parliamentary  Oaths).'* 

The  House  divided:— Ayes  160  ;  Noes 
70  :  Majority  90.— (Div.  List,  No.  3.) 

Matteb  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*•  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary 
Oaths. "-—(Jfr.  Attorney  General) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished 
to  explain  that,  although  he  could  not 
blame  himself  for  voting  against  every 
stage  of  this  Bill,  so  far  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent understood,  before  giving  his  vote 
on  the  last  question,  he  had  risen  for 
thepurpose  of  putting  some  questions 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  when  Mr. 
Speaker  ruled  that  he  was  too  late,  and  he 
had  therefore  voted  in  the  minority.  He 
was  now  aware  of  the  fact  that  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  had  left  on  the 
understanding  that  as  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  had  come  upon  the  House  by 
surprise,  if  anything  were  done  in  their 
absence,  an  adjournment  should :  be 
asked  for.  Surely  such  a  Bill  as  this, 
involving  matter  that  had  been  in  con- 
test in  the  House,  a  Bill  for  attaining 
an  object  which  the  House  had  always 
refused,  especially  as  it  affected  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  in  its  fundamental 
Erinciples,  was  a  measure  that  might 
ave  been  deemed  worthy  of  notice  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  But  what  had 
happened  ?  On  the  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion, the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  rose  in  his  place,  and 
put  a  question  to  the  noble , Marquess 
who  at  present  directed  the  Ministerialists 
in  that  House,  asking  him  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the 
alteration  of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Act,  1 866  ?  The  noble  Marquess  replied 
in  the  affirmative,  and  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers occupying  those  Benches,  as  well  as 
upon  the  great  majority  of  the  House, 
the  announcement  that  such  was  the 


intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
came  as  a  complete  surprise.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  had  been  in  communication 
with  the  leading  Members  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  and,  with  their  consent, 
he  intended  to  ask  for  the  adjournment 
of  this  question.  When  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  an  opportunity  of  making 
some  explanation  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  and  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  was  introduced  by  them,  he 
trusted  they  would  succeed  in  exonerat- 
ing themselves  from  the  imputation  of 
having  introduced  it  under  terror  of 
what  had  proved  to  be  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
very  weak  mob;  and,  having  done  so, 
that  they  would  condescend  to  give  to 
the  House  the  further  explanation 
asked  for  with  regard  to  thtf  Bill  itself. 
He  would  remind  hon.  Members  that 
they  were,  for  the  first  time,  about  to 
consider  and  debate  this  Bill  under  the 
New  Rules  of  Procedure,  which  were 
framed  with  the  intention  of  curtailing 
debate  ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  doubly  in- 
cumbent on  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  to  give  all 
possible  information,  and  afford  eyerj 
opportunity  of  obtaining  information,  on 
introducing  to  the  House  so  important  a 
measure. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  did  not 
share  the  curiosity  felt  by  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  as  to  the  details  of  the 
proposed  measure.  He  was  perfectly 
well  aware,  and  he  believed  the  House 
was  also  aware,  of  the  nature  of  the 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  simply  to 
admit  to  that  House  a  man  who  had 
avowed  his  disbelief  in  a  Supreme 
Being.  The  Bill,  if  it  became  law, 
would,  he  believed,  amount  to  a  national 
renunciation  of  God ;  and  he,  therefore, 
felt  it  his  duty  to  give  it  upon  every 
occasion  his  most  strenuous  opposition. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  could  scarcely 
find  words  to  express  his  opinion  upon 
this  proposal.  He  thought  nothing  in 
the  history  of  this  country  was  more  dis- 
graceful than  this  yielding  to  mob  law. 
Nothing  could  be  more  despicable  than 
that,  because  some  man  threatened  to 
force  his  way  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, contrary  to  the  Rules  and  wishes 
of  the  House,  the  Government  should 
immediately  bow  their  heads  before  him, 
and  prefer  Bradlaugh  to  God.  Every 
day  the  Members  of  that  House  opened 
their  solemn  deliberations  by  prayer, 
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and  in  their  prayers  they  recognized  the 
sanctity  of  religion,  and  acknowledged 
a  Gk>d  by  Whom  alone  Kings   could 
reign.  That  wasthe  Constitutional  theory 
upon  which  their  laws  were  based ;  and 
the  day  on  which  they  set  aside  that 
principle  would  be  the  most  unhappy 
day  England  bad  ever  seen.    English- 
men were  patriotic  and  loyal ;  and  the 
reason  why  this  country  had  been  so 
blessed  beyond  all  others  was  that  we 
had  always  recognized  the  providence 
of  Ood.     The  country  could  have  no 
more  abort-sighted  policy,  were  there 
Atheists  or  not  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
than   a  policy  abolishing  the  national 
recognition  of  God.  He  had  never  heard 
anything  in  the  speeches  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  horrified  him  more  than 
the  charge  he  made  against  those  who 
opposed  the  admission  of  Atheists,  that 
they  stood  on  too  narrow  a  platform. 
Such  a  statement  showed  that  the  power 
and  authority  of  God  were  thought  no- 
thing of  by  this  Liberal  Ministry.     The 
House  ought  to  have  an  explanation 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral of  what  the  Bill  was  to  be,  and  of 
the  motives  of  the  Government  for  pro- 
ducing it.     In  the  absence  of  such  an 
explanation,  he  believed  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  merely  yielding  to  Demo- 
cratic and  Socialistic  and  Atheistic  prin- 
ciples. Such  principles  prevailed  during 
the  French  Be  volution ;  and  if  we  wished 
to  reduce  England  to  the  position  of 
France  in  its  worst  stages,  we  could  not 
adopt  a  better  method  than  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  to  ignore  God  and 
bring  in  Mr.  Bradlaugh.   Nothing  could 
be  more  irreligious  than  this  Bill ;  and 
he  felt  sure  it  would  arouse  the  feeling 
of  the  country  against  the  Government. 
A  more  silly  and  wicked  thing  the  Libe- 
ral Government  could  not  do. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekbt  James)  said,  he  was  very  un- 
willing that  the  House  should  think 
there  was  any  want  of  consideration  on 
his  part  towards  them  through  the  ab- 
sence of  an  explanation  of  this  Bill.  He 
had  two  principal  reasons  for  not  think- 
ing it  necessary  to  give  any  further  ex- 
planation of  the  Bill,  which  hon.  Mem-' 
hers  would  be  able  easily  to  master  when 
it  was  in  their  hands.  The  first  reason 
was  that  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  stated,  on  the  previous  day, 
the  general  nature  of  the  measurOi  in 


answer  to  a  Question.  He  stated  that 
it  was  a  Bill  which  would  afford  an 
opportunity  to  those  who  desired  to  make 
an  Affirmation  in  preference  to  taking 
the  Oath  to  take  that  course.  That 
statement  explained  the  general  nature 
of  the  Bill.  His  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral's) second  reason  was  that  when 
Notice  was  given  of  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross), 
speaking  on  the  part  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, said  he  should  offer  opposition 
to  the  Bill  when  it  reached  the  second 
reading.  [Mr.  Chaplin  :  If  ever  it 
reached.]  He  would  challenge  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  on  the  point.  The  statement 
was — **When  the  Bill  reached  the  se- 
cond reading."  The  words  "if  ever" 
were  not  used,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  those  with  whom  he  immediately 
acted,  had  intended  to  oppose  the  Bill 
at  that  stage,  where  were  they  then? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South- West  Lancashire  were 
simply  following  the  usual  habit  of  Par- 
liamentary courtesy  in  allowing  hon. 
Members  to  see  the  contents  of  a  Bill 
before  opposing  it.  For  those  reasons, 
he  thougnt  it  was  considerate  to  the 
House  not  to  make  a  lengthened  state- 
ment. He  was  sure  the  Committee 
would  excuse  him ;  and  he  did  not  think 
he  need  gratify  the  curiosity  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler),  or  that  the 
House  would  wish  him  to  answer  the 
personal  observations  or  theological 
views  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton). 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  should  not 
have  risen,  except  for  the  observations 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. He  was  distinctly  under  the  im- 
pression, although  of  course  it  was  a 
matter  of  memory  and  hearing,  that 
what  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) 
said  was  either  **  if  ever  "  or  **  when- 
ever "  the  Bill  reached  the  second  read- 
ing, he  would  oppose  it  by  every  possible 
means.  But  whatever  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  said,  as  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  on  that  occasion,  he 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  ventured  to  say  that  that 
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question  above  all  others  was  one  which 
concerned  everj  independent  and  indi- 
vidual Member,  and  was  one  upon 
which  those  hon.  Members  were  per- 
fectly competent  to  express  opinions  for 
themselves.  The  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  had  urged  some  complaints 
against  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  on  the 
ground  that  their  action  was  a  departure 
from  the  usual  courtesy  of  the  House, 
by  which,  on  almost  every  occasion, 
Bills  were  allowed  to  bo  introduced 
without  opposition  ;  but  he  must  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
that  was  a  totally  unusual  occasion,  and 
was  absolutely  without  precedent.  It 
was*  true  that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion was  absent  on  the  present  occasion ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Chaplin),  for  one,  could  not 
admit  that  fact  as  any  ground  or  reason 
why  independent  Members,  who  were 
totally  opposed  to  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  which  they  regarded  as  one  of 
the  most  fatal  measures  ever  introduced 
into  that  House,  were  to  hold  their 
mouths  and  not  offer  such  opposition  as 
they  deemed  it  their  duty  and  their 
right  to  offer.  When  he  considered  the 
opinions  expressed  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  the  enormous  importance  of 
the  question — which  was  being  raised, 
he  believed,  for  the  first  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  country — he  did  not  think 
that  was  an  hour  at  which  this  debate 
ought  to  proceed.  It  was  out  of  all 
reason  that  the  House  should  be  called 
upon  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning  to  de- 
bate the  introduction  of  a  Bill  which 
involved  consequences  of  the  most  enor- 
mous magnitude  and  importance  to  this 
country — a  Bill  which  the  great  majority 
of  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  and  many  on  the  other  side,  re- 
garded, as  they  were  obliged  to  regard 
it,  as  a  Bill  for  only  one  purpose — 
namely,  to  facilitate  the  entrance  of 
Atheists  into  the  Parliament  of  England. 
It  was  the  most  mischievous  and  perni- 
cious measure  ever  introduced  into  that 
Assembly;  and,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  had  not  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  the 
course  he  ought  to  pursue,  and  that  was 
to  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned 
by  Progress  being  reported. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  had  much 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  for  he  considered  this  a  Bill 
which  ought,  at  its  initiative  stage,  to 
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occupy  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Seeing  that  on  the  first  night  of  tbe 
Session,  a  Member  of  the  Government 
announced  the  introduction  of  a  measure 
which  was  not  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  the  House  ought  to  have  some 
further  assurance  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  this  measure  would 
not  be  pressed  upon  the  House  with  any 
undue  haste.  The  noble  Marquess  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  certainly  stated,  on  the 
previous  day,  the  object  of 'the  Bill ;  but 
he  did  not  say  whether  it  was  regarded 
as  a  measure  of  the  first  importance,  or 
whether  it  was  to  take  precedence  of 
every  other  measure  to  be  introduced  by 
the  Government.  The  Committee  ought 
to  have  some  assurance  from  the  noble 
Marquess  upon  those  points.  If  they 
allowed  the  Bill  to  be  introduced  that 
night,  they  ought  to  have  some  state- 
ment as  to  whether  it  was  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with  before  any  other  Bill.  That 
was  a  measure  which  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  every  constituency ;  and  he  could 
assure  the  Government  that  it  would  meet 
with  the  most  violent  opposition  from 
that  side  of  the  House.  He  himself 
should  feel  perfectly  justified  in  saying 
— and  he  believed  he  expressed  the  feel- 
ing of  that  side  of  the  House — that  he 
should  oppose  this  Bill  in  every  possible 
way,  and  at  every  possible  stage.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Conservative  Party 
to  show  to  the  country  that  they  were 
determined,  as  long  as  they  had  breath 
in  their  bodies,  to  use  every  Form  of  the 
House  to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  or 
any  other  Atheist,  coming  into  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Chaplin.) 

Mr.  GEANTHAM  said,  he  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  unusual  to  oppose  a 
Bill  at  this  stage ;  but  the  Committee 
ought  to  remember  the  extraordinary 
position  in  which  the  House  and  the 
country  were  placed  by  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government.  It  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  this  was  not  the  first  time 
that  this  question  had  been  before  the 
House  ana  the  country.  For  three  years 
it  had  been  before  the  House,  and  until 
yesterday  hon.  Members  were  under 
the  impression  that  the  Government 
would  take  the  same  course  as  they  had 
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adopted  on  all  preceding  occasions — that 
they  would  render  no  special  assistance 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to 
obtain  fall  admission  to  the  House ;  but 
in  consequence  of  the  threats  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  and  the  fear  of  his  mobs, 
the  Government  had  made  the  compact 
they  heard  yesterday  between  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  Judus  Achates,  Mr.  Labouchere, 
and  themselves P*  Order !  "] 

Thb  OHAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that, 
under  the  New  Eules,  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress  must  be  strictly  confined  to 
reasons  why  Progress  is  moved. 

Mb.  GEANTHAM  said,  he  was  ex- 
tremely obliged  to  the  Chairman  for 
calling  him  to  Order  and  reminding  him 
that  the  House  was  under  the  New 
Bules,  as  it  was  well  the  country  should 
see  the  way  they  were  to  be  enforced ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  observa- 
tions he  was  making  were  pertinent  to 
the  question  why  Progress  should  be 
reported,  because  it  was  in  consequence 
of  the  extraordinary  position  in  which 
hon.  Members  found  themselves  placed 
by  the  Government,  that  he  thought  it 
desirable  Progress  should  be  reported. 
Therefore,  with  the  permission  of  the 
Chairman,  he  would  continue  his  rea- 
sons why  Progress  should  be  reported. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN  :  The  subject-mat- 
ter of  the  Motion  is  not  now  before  the 
Committee.  The  Question  is,  whether 
Progress  shall  be  reported,  in  order  that 
the  Motion  shall  be  taken  up  on  another 
occasion. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  said,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  why  he  was  not  en- 
titled to  give  his  reasons  for  wishing  to 
report  Progress,  as  that  was  all  he  in- 
tended to  do ;  but  he  was  determined  to 
make  this  protest,  in  order  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  country  to  the  extra- 
ordinary position  in  which  they  were 
placed  at  the  eleventh  hour,  as  it  were, 
by  the  Government,  who  had  carefully 
abstained  from  mentioning  this  Bill  in 
the  Queen's  Speech,  and  had  not  even 
now  fully  explained  its  character.  On  the 
previons  day,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
r^orthampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  asked 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
were,  he  stated  in  distinct  terms  that  if 
the  Government  would  yield  to  the 
threats  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  then  the  latter 
would  keep  quiet,  as  he  had  lately  done  ; 
otherwise  he  would  try  to  force  himself 
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into  the  House ;  he  would  enter  into  a 
**  Treaty,"  in  fact,  with  the  Government, 
and  take  no  steps  to  force  his  way  into 
the  House.  The  position  of  the  House 
was  so  extraordinary  that  he  should  not 
only  protest,  but  vote  against  the  Bill 
being  introduced. 

Mb.  BERESFOED  HOPE  said,  he 
also  thought  that  the  Motion  should  be 
agreed  to.  The  reason  why  he  thought 
Progress  should  be  reported,  and  they 
should  wait  for  another  occasion,  was 
this — that  on  Thursday  Mr.  Bradlaugli 
attended  at  Trafalgar  Square  with  a 
brawling  mob,  and  that  at  the  end  of 
Friday's  Sitting  —  after  half-past  12 
o'clock — the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General,  clutching  at 
the  advantage  of  the  New  Eules,  got  up 
and,  without  assigning  any  reason,  called 
on  the  House  to  vitally  alter  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  country.  The  House  and 
the  country  were  clearly  led  to  infer  that 
the  first  step  towards  the  alteration  of 
the  Constitution  was  taken  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  and  his  mob  on  Thursday.  He 
could  not  do  otherwise  than  consider  that 
to  introduce  this  Bill  was  to  humiliate 
the  Parliament  of  England  before  Brad- 
laugh  and  his  mob. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  69) 
Noes  156  :  Majority  87.— (Div.  List, 
No.  4.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

LoBD  HENEY  LENNOX  said,  this 
Bill  was  of  such  an  unusual  character 
that  for  once  he  must  step  out  of  the 
paths  which  he  had  held  in  the  House 
of  Commons  for  many  years,  and  do  his 
little  to  obstruct  a  most  obnoxious  mea« 
sure,  which  he  believed  to  be  the  result 
of  mob  law  terrorism  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  must  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Lord  Henry  Lennox,) 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  68  ; 
Noes  151  :  Majority  83.— (Div.  List, 
No.  5.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
should  like  to  make  an  appeal  to  the 
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noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington).  He  thought  the  time  had  ar- 
rived when,  under  the  ordinary  rules  of 
courtesy,  which  he  trusted  they  might 
be  able  to  revert  to  under  the  Mture, 
the  noble  Marquess  might  be  able  to  see 
his  way  to  conceding  what  had  been 
asked  for  for  some  time  by  a  large  mi- 
nority in  the  House.  This  Bill  had  been 
flashed  upon  the  House  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary manner  by  Hor  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment ;  and  he,  therefore,  was  of  opi- 
nion, considering  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances attending  its  introduction,  and 
the  very  great  importance  Ministers  evi- 
dently attached  to  it,  and  which  was 
felt  with  regard  to  it  throughout  the 
country,  that  the  noble  Marquess  would 
do  well  to  agree  to  an  adjournment. 

The  Makqtjess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
In  reply  to  what  has  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton),  I, 
in  my  turn,  should  like  to  make  an 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  opposite.  I 
would  appeal  to  them  to  consider  the 
character  of  the  opposition  in  which  they 
are  at  present  engaged.  The  nature  of 
that  opposition  was  very  candidiv  ad- 
mitted by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox)  who  just  now  moved  that  the 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  for  he  in- 
formed us  that  he  would  do  all  he  could 
to  obstruct  this  Bill.  [Lord  Heney 
Lennox:  Hear,  hear!]  Very  well.  I 
see  sitting  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  and  taking  part  in  these  pro- 
ceedings, many  hon.  Members  who  have 
been  as  loud  in  their  denunciation  of 
Obstruction  as  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. In  spite  of  the  attitude  these 
hon.  Members  took  up  in  the  past,  on 
the  very  first  occasion  when  leave  is 
asked  to  introduce  a  Bill  which  happens 
to  be  particularly  distasteful  to  them, 
they  obstruct  almost  without  using  the 
slightest  argument  in  support  of  their 
position. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  We  cannot 
now — the  New  Rules  prevent  our  dis- 
cussing the  Motions. 

The  Mabqukss  op  HARTINGTON  : 
I  say,  that  almost  without  using  the 
slightest  argument,  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site appear  to  consider  themselves  jus* 
tified  in  resorting,  without  the  slightest 
concealment,  to  what  they  themselves 
are  compelled  to  admit  is  wilful  and 
deliberate  Obstruction. 

Several  hon.  Membebs  :  No,  no ! 
Only  one  Member  has  admitted  it. 

Lord  Claud  Eamilton 


The  Maequess  op  HARTINGTON : 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Henry  Lennox) 
made,  a  Motion,  as  he  said  himself,  for 
-the  purpose  of  Obstruction. 

LoED  HENRY  LENNOX :  Perhaps 
the  noble  Marquess  will  allow  me  to 
correct  him.  I  am  sure  he  does  not 
winh  to  misrepresent  what  I  said.  What 
I  said  was  that  I  was  determined  to  ob- 
struct the  progress  of  the  Bill  at  this 
hour  of  the  morning.  [Several  hon. 
Members  :  No,  no  !] 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  :  I 
beg  the  noble  Lord*a  pardon;  but  I 
cannot  admit  the  accuracy  of  the  correc- 
tion. No  doubt  he  is  nght  as  to  what 
he  meant  to  say ;  but  what  I  heard  him 
say  was  that  he  intended  to  do  his  little 
to  obstruct  every  stage  of  this  most  ob- 
jectionable Bill.  I  was  going  to  say, 
when  interrupted,  that  I  feel  convinced 
that  every  hon.  Member  opposite  who 
has  taken  part  in  these  proceedings 
thinks  this  is  a  Bill  the  character  of 
which  amply  warrants  Obstruction.  But, 
unfortunately,  that  may  be  the  position 
of  some  section  or  other  of  the  House 
in  regard  to  any  Bill  which  could  be 
brought  forward.  Hon.  Members  who 
obstruct  always  say  that  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  Bill  they  object  to 
warrants  their  obstruction ;  therefore, 
although  I  am  willing  to  admit  the 
sincerity  of  the  opposition,  I  must  reply 
to  the  appeal  made  to  me  by  asking  hon. 
Members  opposite  to  consider  whether, 
on  this  occasion,  they  are  not  setting  an 
evil  example,  or  establishing  an  evil 
precedent,  by  the  course  they  are  follow- 
ing? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  wished 
to  know  what  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  would  say  if  a 
Member  of  the  Opposition  applied  the 
same  criticism  to  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting^ 
on  the  Government  Benches  ? 

An  hon.  Member  wished  to  ask  the 
Chairman  whether  there  was  any  Ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN,  without  replying, 
called  upon  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  to  con- 
tinue his  observations. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  then  went  on  to  appeal  to  the 
Opposition,  and  to  say  that  Gentlemen 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  were 
now  engaged  in  that  which  they  had  so 
often  condemned — namely,  obstructing 
the  progress  of  Business.  His  (Mr. 
Balfour's)  answer  to  that  was — "You 
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haT6  proiided   a  remedy  against  Ob- 
stniction."     What  were  hon.  Members 
occupied  with  during  the  whole  of  the 
latter  part  of  last  Session  ?    Why,  he 
recollected  thinking,  whilst  they  were 
passine  the  New  Bules,  that  one  of  the 
most  fatal  results  of  their  work  would 
be  that  in  the  future  they  would  never 
be  able  to  accuse  anyone  of  Obstruction. 
If  they  should  disapprove  of  the  pro- 
ceedings   of  hon.    Members — if  they 
thought    hon.    Members    unduly    pro- 
longed    debates  —  their   remedy    was 
simple.    They  could  apply  their  Bule. 
He  did  not,  however,  wish  to  enter  into 
any  contentious  matter,   and  he  would 
make  another  appeal  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess.   It  was  not  to  be  credited  that 
the  solid  phalanx  the  noble  Marquess 
had  behind  him  had  remained  in  the 
House  to   this  late  hour,  on  the  se- 
cond night  of  the  Session  (1.50  ▲.h.), 
through   any   abstract   admiration   for 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.      They  all  had  their 
little  Bills,   and  they  were  kept  here 
waiting  because  the  (Government  would 
persist  in  bringing  in  this  particular  Bill 
at  this  particular  moment.    It  would  be 
just  as  easy  for  the  Gk>vmmment  to  bring 
in  the    Bill  to-morrow — [Xati^A^r] — 
well,  on  Monday  night.   They  would  lose 
no  time  by  it,  and  would  evidently  afford 
a  great  convenience  not   only  to  hon. 
Members  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House,  but  to  the  vast  majority 
of  their  supporters  who  had  come  down 
to-night,  each  with  the  object  of  further- 
ing his   own    particular  crotchet.     He 
would  ask  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  at  least,  out  of 
sympathy  for  hon.  Friends  behind  him, 
to  aUow  a  postponement. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  wished 
to  repudiate  the  charge  of  Obstruction 
made  against  Members  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  It  was 
obviously  unfair,  as  had  just  been  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  to  charge  all  those 
who  were  fighting  on  this  occasion  with 
the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  spoken  from  that  side  (Lord  Henry 
Lennox).  Why  did  hon.  Members  op- 
nose  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  ?  Why, 
because  it  was  proposed  at  a  quarter  to  1 
in  the  morning.  It  was,  no  doubt,  legi- 
timate to  do  that,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  was  unusual.  Hon .  Members  opposed 
the  introduction,  and  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 


considering  the  <juestion  on  account  of 
the  very  exceptional  character  of  the 
measure.  There  was,  he  was  sure,  no 
precedent  for  the  introduction  by  the 
Government  of  a  religious  Bill  which 
had  not  been  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  and  that  was  another  reason  for 
giving  hon.  Members  a  further  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  Bill.  There 
was  the  still  further  reason  ^ven  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) ;  and 
then  there  was  to  be  considered  the  in- 
trinsic opposition  of  Members  to  any 
Bill  whicn  did  not  commend  itself  to  the 
House  and  the  country.  He  thoueht 
that,  considering  all  these  points,  tnis 
was  a  matter  in  which  the  Government 
might  very  well  be  expected  to  yield  to 
the  wishes  of  a  very  large  section  of  the 

House. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABOOTTBT  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  always  seemed  to  be  aictuated 
by  the  best  motives.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's great  object  just  now  appeared  to 
be  to  forward  the  Business  of  the  House 
— to  facilitate  the  introduction  of  the 
Bills  of  hon.  Members  sitting  opposite 
to  him.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  more 
anxious  that  hon.  Members  opposed  to 
him  in  general  politics  should  introduce 
their  Bills  than  those  hon.  Members 
were  themselves.  This,  no  doubt,  be- 
longed to  the  general  amiability  of  the 
hon.  Member's  nature ;  but,  while  giving 
him  credit  for  sincerity  in  the  professions 
he  had  made,  let  him  apply  a  simple 
test.  The  hon.  Member  said — '' xou 
should  bring  in  your  Bill  on  Saturday 
night ;"  but  there  were  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  such  a  course  which  it  was  sin- 
gular the  hon.  Member's  Parliamentary 
experience  had  not  made  him  acquainted 
with.  Hon.  Members  behind  him,  how- 
ever, had  reminded  him  of  them.  He 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  whether  he  was  disposed 
to  say  that  in  the  event  of  the  Bill  being 
put  down  for  Monday  night  he  and  his 
Friends  would  not  make  dilatory  Mo- 
tions ?  He  (Sir  WiUiam  Harcourt)  was 
quite    sure,  after  the    hon.    Member's 

Erofessions,  and  the  indications  they 
ad  had  of  his  desire  not  to  be  ob- 
structive, tibat  if  he  would  rise  in  his 
place,  and  give  that  sort  of  assurance, 
the  Government  would  accept  it.  He 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  an 
answer  on  this  point,  because  from  his 
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answer  the  House  would  gather  the  real 
reason  why  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  wished  tp  have  the  Bill  post- 
poned until  Monday,  and  would  learn 
whether  those  hon.  Members  would 
follow  the  lead  of  the  Heads  of  their 
Party,  who  thought  it  would  be  entirely 
contrary  to  the  proper  manner  of  con- 
ducting the  proceedings  of  the  Houf^e, 
to  refuse  con  Rent  to  the  Government  to 
bring  in  a  BilL  If  the  hon.  Member 
would  say  that  no  dilatory  Motions 
would  be  brought  forward,  the  Govern- 
ment would  probably  meet  them  on  the 
point  raised. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  in  wply,  said, 
that  the  remark  he  had  made  was  not 
for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill,  but  of  all  the  other 
Bills  which  hon.  Members  were  seeking 
leave  to  introduce  to-night. 

Mb.  GHAPLIN  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  found  himself  unable  to 
respond  to  the  very  reasonable  appeals 
of  hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  «ide 
of  the  House.  The  noble  Marquess  had 
charged  them  with  a  deliberate  intention 
of  obstructing  tfiis  Bill.  Well,  at  such 
an  hour  as  this — between  1  and  2  o'clock 
in  the  morning — it  was  somewhat  diffi- 
cult to  draw  a  distinction  between  what 
was  Obstruction  and  what  was  legitimate 
opposition  to  a  Bill.  Considering  the 
importance  of  this  Bill,  and  the  manner 
in  which  it  was  being  pressed  on  by  the 
Government  against  the  manifest  wish 
of  a  large  number  of  hon.  Members  on 
one  side  of  the  House  and,  no  doubt, 
many  on  the  other  side,  he  must  say  that 
a  more  legitimate  opposition  than  that 
being  offered  to  the  progress  of  this  Bill 
would  be  difficult  to  imagine.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  said  they  had  offered 
no  arguments  whatever  against  the  pro- 
gress of  the  measure ;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  was  hardly  accurate.  They 
had  stated  over  and  over  again,  and  the 
noble  Marquess  did  not  deny  it,  that  this 
Bill  was  one  of  the  most  important  and 
exceptional  measures  that  had  ever  been 
submitted  to  an  English  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  and  it  was  at  nearly  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning  that,  with  the  assistance  of 
the  noisy  and  mechanical  majority  be- 
hind him,  the  noble  Marquess  sought  to 
force  it  on  a  reluctant  Assembly.  The 
mere  fact  of  the  hour  at  which  the  Bill 
was  being  proceeded  with,  the  import- 
ance of  the  measure  and  its  exceptional 

Sir  WiUiam  ffareouri 


character — which  was  not  denied  by  the 
Government — was  as  strong  an  argu- 
ment as  it  was  possible  to  adduce  in 
support  of  the  present  opposition.  All 
he  and  his  Friends  were  asking  was  that 
such  an  important  measure  should  be 
introduced  at  a  time  when  it  could  re- 
ceive an  adequate  and  fitting  discussion 
at  the  hands  of  the  House.  If  the  Go- 
vernment would  consent  to  introduce  the 
Bill  at  a  proper  time  they  would  find 
that  hon.  Members  had  no  desire  to 
offer  anything  but  a  legitimate  opposi- 
tion ;  but  all  he  could  say  was  that  if 
the  Government  persisted  in  their  en- 
deavour to  force  this  Bill  on  at  an  hour 
in  the  morning  like  the  preeent,  hon. 
Members  would  resist  as  long  as  they 
were  allowed  to  do  so  by  the  Rules  now 
in  force— they  would  offer  all  the  opposi- 
tion they  believed  it  to  be  their  duty  to 
offer, 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  that  as  he  was 
one  of  those  who  had  a  Bill  to  introduce 
that  night,  and  as  he  did  not  wish  to 
stop  there  all  night  listening  to  a  discus- 
sion between  the  Members  of  the  Minis- 
terial and  Opposition  Benches,  and  as 
he  considered  that  neither  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marquess  nor  that  of  the 
Home  Secretary  was  satisfactory,  he 
would  venture  to  move  that  the  Chair- 
man do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  [Mr. 
MoUoy.) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  asked  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  upon  what  day  he  intended  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  as 
he  had  evidently  made  up  his  mind  to 
force  the  Bill  through  the  House  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
name  a  day  for  the  second  reading  until 
the  Bill  had  been  introduced ;  but,  if  it 
would  be  any  consolation  to  the  hon. 
Member,  he  thought  he  could  assure 
him  that  a  considerable  time  must  elapse 
before  the  second  reading  could  be  taken. 
The  first  Business  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  take  was  the  second  read- 
ing of  those  Bills  which  it  was  intended 
to  refer  to  the  Standing  Committees; 
and,  until  thojse  had  been  dealt  with, 
the  Government  would  not  ask  the 
House  to  proceed  with  this  Bill. 
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Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  observed 
that  the  Gk>TemmeQt  must  see  that  there 
were  sufficient  Members  in  the  House  to 
prevent  this  Bill  being  taken  to-night, 
and  the  Gh)vemment  had  not  sufficient 
votes  at  their  command  to  put  the  New 
Rules  in  force.  What,  then,  could  be 
gained  by  dragging  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  into  the  position  in  which  it  was 
now  placed  ?  In  the  very  first  week  of 
the  Session  the  House  was  being  dealt 
with  in  a  manner  which  was  ominous  of 
what  would  follow.  He  would  ask  the 
Oovemment  to  consider  whether  they 
could  possibly  gain  anything  by  persist- 
ing in  the  course  they  had  chosen  to 
enter  upon  on  such  an  occasion  afi  this  ? 
There  had  never  been  a  Bill  of  the  im- 
portance or  character  of  this  Bill,  which 
had  not  been  heralded  long  beforehand 
by  public  notices ;  and  this  Bill  was  one 
of  such  importance  that,  according  to 
the  Rules  of  the  House,  it  was  necessary 
that  leave  should  be  given  in  Committee 
before  it  could  be  introduced  at  all.  Yet 
it  had  been  sprung  on  the  House  at  a 
day's  noticre,  and  the  Committee  was  to 
be  asked  to  allow  this  Bill  to  be  intro- 
duced at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning.  And 
what  was  the  character  of  this  Bill,  and 
by  whom  was  it  proposed  ?  Not  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  appeared  to  be 
anxious  to  keep  out  of  the  way.  He 
had  expressed  his  own  opinion  on  this 
Bill,  and  had  declared  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  Atheists  into  the  House  was  but 
a  step  downwards 

Thb  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  only  Ques- 
tion before  the  Committee  is  that  of  re- 
porting Progress. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  be 
was  perfectly  aware  of  that ;  but  he  was 
not  under  the  impression  that  he  was  out 
of  Order  in  putting  forward  what  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  an  argument  for 
deferring  this  matter  until  the  return  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said  the  introduction  of  Atheists 
into  this  House  would  be  but  a  prelimi- 
nary to  a  decision  which  would  be  fatal 
to  the  recognition  of  Christianity.  If 
that  was  the  character  of  this  proposal, 
was  it  not,  at  any  rate,  decent  to  let  the 
Prime  Minister  have  an  opportunity,  on 
the  first  occasion  when  this  Bill  was  in- 
troduced, of  explaining  the  extraordinary 
volikfme$  which  he  must  have  performed 
before  he  could  be  induoed  to  support 
thisBill? 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  145:  Majority  81.- 
No.  6^ 


—  Ayes  64  i 
— (Div.  Listi 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  rose  to  renew  the  ap« 
peal  to  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  made  at  an  earlier  period 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool ^Lord  Claud  Hamilton).  On  that 
side  of  the  House  hon.  Members  had 
already  defended  their  views ;  but  they 
had  no  desire  to  offer  illegitimate  ob- 
struction to  this  measure.  All  they 
asked  was  that  it  should  be  introduced 
at  some  hour  in  the  evening  when  they 
could  have  the  legitimate  discussion 
which  they  thought  necessary.  It  seemed 
to  him  that,  having  regard  to  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  this  was  a  rea- 
sonable opposition  to  this  meaf  ure ;  and 
he  thought  the  noble  Marquess  must  see 
that  there  was  a  very  unusual  degree 
of  practical  opposition  to  the  measure. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Marquess  might  be  persuaded  to 
entertain  the  appeal. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  there  was  nothing  approaching  a 
reasonable  compromise  to  which  he 
should  not  be  very  happy  to  agree,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  through  the  first 
stage  of  this  measure.  During  the  pro« 
gress  of  the  debate  on  the  Address,  it 
was  not  possible  for  the  Government  to 
make  arrangements  to  bring  in  a  Bill  at 
what  might  seem  to  be  a  reasonable 
hour  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.  But  such  Bills  as  this  were 
usually  introduced  at  about  half-past  12 
o'clock ;  and  if  it  would  meet  the  views 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  who  wished 
that  more  time  should  be  given  for  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill,  he  would  do 
his  best,  if  the  discussion  were  now  ad- 
journed, to  bring  the  Bill  on  again  on 
Monday  night  as  soon  alter  12  o'clock 
as  possible,  though  it  was  impossible  to 
say  when  the  debate  on  the  Address 
would  be  clo^ied  or  adjourned.  He  would 
be  glad  to  agree  to  that  course,  on  the 
understanding  that  hon.  Members  op- 
posite would  then  not  object  to  the  Bill 
being  taken. 

Mr.  B£RESFORD  HOPE  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  would  accept  that 
proposition,  and  would  move  that  Fro* 
gress  be  reported. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*That 
the  Ohairman  do  now  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,''  —  (Ifr. 
Biretford  Hope,) — put,  and  agrnd  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

SALE  OP  INTOXIOATINa  LIQUORS  ON 

SUNDAY  (DURHAM)  BILL. 

LEAYB.      FraST  BEADING. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sandays  in  the  County  of  Durham." 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  that  a  large 
number  of  Bills  of  this  class  was  being 
introduced,  and  he  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  Goyemment  intended  to  dis- 
courage such  Bills  or  not?  because,  if 
they  did,  the  task  of  those  who  opposed 
them  would  be  very  much  easier.  He 
need  hardly  say  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  oppose  all  these  Bills. 

Mb.  OHAMBERLATN  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Warton) 
asked  the  Gk>Yemment  to  make  a  state- 
ment of  their  general  policy  in  reference 
to  the  different  classes  of  liiquor  Bills  it 
was  proposed  to  introduce.  He  should 
point  out  that  neither  the  Government 
nor  the  House  were  at  present  aware 
what  the  contents  of  the  Bills  were.  It 
would  be  highly  inconvenient  that,  at 
this  stage,  the  Government  should  make 
a  statement  of  their  policy.  Of  course, 
the  Government  would  be  quite  pre- 
pared to  make  a  clear  statement  on  the 
subject  of  the  Bills  when  the  Bills 
arrived  at  the  stage  of  second  reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreod  to. 

Bill  ordored  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Thsodobe  Fbt,  Mr.  Walteb  James, 
Mr.  Lambton,  Mr.  Dodds,  Mr.  Thomas 
BioHABDsoN,  Mr.  GouBLET,  and  Mr. 
Jambs  Thompson. 

Bill  protented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  21.] 

obnebal  pouob  Am)  imfbovembnt  (scot- 
land)  PBOVTSIONAL  OBDEB  (bBOUOHTY 
FEBBT  FAVINa)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtocatb,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Prorirional  Order  made  under  **  The 
General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland) 
Act,  1862,"  relating  to  the  hurgh  of  Broughty 
Ferry,  ordered  to  he  hroaght  in  hy  The  Lord 
AnTocATB  and  Secretary  Sir  WiUiiAM  Har- 
eouBT. 

BiHpreuntsd,  and  read  tl^e  first  time.  [Bill  1 .] 


PUBLIO  HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  PB0VI8I0KAI* 
OBDBB  (PBAfiSBBUBGH  WATBBWOBKS) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocati,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Proyisional  Order  made  under  "  The 
PahUc  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,*'  relating 
to  the  hureh  of  Fraserhorgh,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  The  Lord  Adyocatb  and  Secre- 
tary Sir  William  Harcourt. 

ijUpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.   [BUI  2.3 

BAKKBUPTCY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chakbbrlain,  Bill  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  Lavs  of  Bankruptcy,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Chahrerlain,  Mr. 
Solicitor  Gbnbral,  and  Mr.  John  Holms. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  4.] 

PATENTS  FOB  INVENTIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  "Mr,  Chambbrlaik,  Bill  to 
amend  and  consolidate  the  Law  relating  to 
Patents  for  Inventions,  Trade  Marks,  and 
Registration  of  Designs,  ordered  to  be  bronght 
in  by  Mr.  Ghambbrlain,  Mr.  Solicitor  Gbnb- 
ral, and  Mr.  Jomr  Holms. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  3.] 

BALLOT  ACT  OONTINirANCB  AND  A1£ENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charlbs  Dilxb,  Bill  to 
amend  and  make  perpetual  the  Ballot  Act, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Charlbs  Dilkb, 
Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt,  Mr.  Gham- 
bbrlain, and  Mr.  Attornbt  Gbnbral. 

Billpreeetitedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  6.] 

MUNICIPAL    OOBPOBATIONS  (ITNBBPOBMED) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Gharlbs  Dilkb,  Bill  to 
make  provision  respecting  certain  Municipal 
Gorporations  and  other  Local  Authorities  not 
subject  to  the  Municipal  Gorporation  Acts, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Gharlbs  Dilkb, 
Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt,  Mr.  Mun- 
DBLLA,  and  Mr.  Hibbbrt. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  6.] 

INDICTABLE  OFFENCES  (PBOOEDUBB)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attornbt  Gbnbral,  Bill 
to  regulate  Procedure  in  Griminal  Gases,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney  Gbnbral, 
Mr.  Solicitor  Gbnbral,  and  Mr.  Attornbt 
Gbnbral  for  Ireland. 

hUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  8.] 

COITBT  OF  CBIMINAL  APPEAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Bir.  Attorney  General,  Bill 
to  establish  a  Gourt  of  Appeal  in  Griminal 
Gases,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attornsy 
General,  Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt, 
and  Mr.  Solicitor  General. 

hiXL  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  9.^ 
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PABIIAICSNTABT  BLEOTIONS  (CORRUPT  AlO) 
JLLSGAX*  practices)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attornbt  General,  Bill 
for  the  better  prevention  of  Corrupt  and  Illegal 
Practices  at  Parliamentary  ElectionB,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain, Sir  Charles  Dilxb,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 
Gknxral. 

^iHlpreMenUdt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  7.] 

BOTAL  DUBLIN    80CIETT    (MUSEUM     OF 
8CISKCB   AND  ABT)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Courtney,  Bill  to  confer 
further  powers  upon  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  W  orks  in  Ireland  for  acquiring  lands  in 
Dublin  for  all  or  anv  of  the  purposes  of  "  The 
Dublin  Science  and  Art  Museum  Act,  1877," 
ordered  to  brought  in  by  Mr.  Courtney  and 
Mr.  Uerbbrt  Gladstone. 

hmpreeeHtedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

CHTTROHWABDElfa'   ADMISSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Gabriel  Goldney,  Bill  to 
facilitate  the  admission  of  Churchwardens  and 
Sidesmen  to  office,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  GabribLi  Goldney  and  Mr.  Monk. 

Bill^M<ft^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  11.] 

PABOCHLAL  BOABDS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  reform 
the  constitution  of  Parochial  Boards  in  Scot- 
land, and  the  mode  of  electing  the  members  of 
such  Boards,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  Baxter,  Mr.  Barclay,  and  Mr. 
Mackintosh. 

hiXXproeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  12.] 

CBUZLTT     TO    ANIMALS  ACTS    AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Acts  against  Cruelty  to  Animals,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Andbrson,  Sir  Frederick 
MiLBANK,  Mr.  Samuel  Morley,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright,  Mr.  Passmorb  Edwards,  and  Mr. 
Buchanan. 

B\iipre»€nt€dt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  13.] 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT  (1881)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Parnbll,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Land  I^w  (Ireland)  Act  (1881),  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Healy, 
Mr.  JuCT'or  McCarthy,  Mr.  Sexton,  and  Mr. 
Lalor. 

himpre»entedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  14.] 

UNIVERSITIES  COMMITTEE  OF  PRIVY 
COUNCIL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Houndell,  Bill  to 
enlaiKe  the  powers  and  amend  the  procedure  of 
the  UniTersitiea  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Charlbs  Houndbll,  Mr.  Brycb,  Mr.  Suibld, 
and  Mr.  Thorold  Roobrs. 

WSipr€99nt€d^  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  15.] 


ELECTIVE    COUNCILS  (IBELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Barry,  Bill  to  ettabUsh 
Elective  Councils  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Barry,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  and 
Mr.  Sexton. 

^illpreeented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  16.] 

TREES  PLANTING  (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Corry,  Bill  to  encourage 
the  planting  of  trees  in  Ireland,  and  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Cokky,  Viscount  Crichton,  Sir 
Hbryby  Brucb,  and  Mr.  Aylmbr. 

'BiMpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  17".] 

LIMTTED   PARTNERSHIPS  BILL. 

Coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee. ) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  BiU  to  establish  Limited  Partnerships. 

Resolution  reported :  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Norwood,  and 
Mr.  Lewis  Fry. 

BiUj>rMrii/«(f,and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  18.] 

LONDON  brokers'   RELIEF  ACT  (1870) 
REPEAL   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Richahd  B.  Mabtin,  Bill 
to  repeal  **The  London  Brokers*  Relief  Act, 
1870,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Richard 
B.  M«RTiN,  Mr.  Magniac,  and  Mr.  Buxton. 

Bill  preeetUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  19.] 

POOR  REMOVAL  AND  SETTLEMENT  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Hbryby  Brucb,  BiU  to 
amend  the  Law  of  Settlement  and  Removal  of 
Poor  Persons  to  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Hbrvey  Brucb,  Mr.  Corry,  Mr. 
Lewis,  and  Mr.  O* Sullivan. 

BiU  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  20.] 

BOROUGH  FRANCHISE   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Biooar,  BiU  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Fran- 
chise in  Boroughs,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  BiGOAR,  Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr. 
Call  AN,  and  Mr.  Lbamy. 

billpreieuUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  22.] 

PAROCHIAL   CHABITIES   ( LONDON)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  better  Application  and  Management  of 
the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of  London, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Brycb,  Mr. 
Pell,  Sir  Ubnry  Pbbk,  Mr.  Walter  Jambs, 
Mr.  Cohen,  and  Mr.  Davey. 

BiUi7rr<m^e<f,and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  23.] 

BEOISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Corbet,  BiU 
relating  to  the  Re^iistrationof  Voters  (Ireland), 
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ordered  to  le  brought  in   by  Mr.   William 
Corbet,  Mr.  Callax,  Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.  Wil- 
liam O'Brien,  and  Mr.  Gray. 
BUlpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  24.] 

INTOXIOATINO  LIQUORS  (OFF  LICENCES) 

BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Msiolvedf  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bin  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
'  granting  of  Licences  for  the  sale  by  retail  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  not  to  be  consumed  upon 
the  premises. 

Resolution  reported : — Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  Roberts, 
Mr.  Staveley  Hill,  and  Lord  Moreton. 

BiMpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  25.] 

SALE  OF  INTOXIOATINO  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY   (mONMOUTh)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Carbutt,  Bill  for  Closing 
Public  Houses  on  Sunday  in  the  county  of 
Honmouth,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Carbutt,  Sir  Hussey  Vivian,  and  Mr. 
Richard. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

MUNICIPAL  FRANCHISE   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Municipal 
Franchise  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Mr.  Richard  Power, 
Mr.  Sullivan,  and  Mr.  Sheil. 

BUlpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  27.] 

BREACH  OF  PROMISE   OF    MARRIAGE     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caine,  Bill  to  abolish 
Actions  for  Breach  of  Promise  of  Marriage, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Caine,  Mr. 
Bryce,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Colonel  Makins,  and 
Mr.  Meldon. 

BUI preeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  28.] 

LABOURERS   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
better  the  condition  of  Labourers  in  Ireland , 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor, 
Hr.  Parnell,  Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna,  Mr. 
Callan,  and  Mr.  Lalor. 

BilLpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  29.] 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  M'Coan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Election  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  M*CoAN,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  O'Sullivan, 
and  Mr.  Macfarlanb. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  30.] 

SEA  FISHERIES   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O' Kelly,  Bill  to  promote 
the  Sea  Fisheries  of  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Kelly,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr. 
Leahy,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  and  Mr.  O'Don- 

KBLL. 

Bill pr#Mfi<Af,andread the  fint  time.  [BiUSl.] 


UNIVERSITY    EDUCATION    (iRBLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Joseph  M'Krnna,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  UnlTersity  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Joseph  M*Kenna,  Mr.  Gray,  lilr.  Dawson, 
Mr.  O' Don  NELL,  and  Mr.  William  Corbet. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  32.] 

employers'  liabilitt  act  (1880) 
amendment  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Employers*  Liability  Act  (1880),  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Buut,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr. 
Dick  Peddie,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  Mr. 
Pashmoue  Edwards,  and  Mr.  Macliver. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  33.] 

INDUSTRIAL  RESOURCES    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Captain  Aylmer,  Bill  to 
encourage  the  development  of  the  industrial 
resources  of  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Captain  Aylmer,  Viscount  Cuichton,  and 
Mr.  CoKRY. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  34.] 

STAGE  FLATS   (OZFORD    AND     OAMBRIDOB} 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Shield,  Bill  to  repeal  so 
much  of  the  6  and  7  Vic.  c.  68,  as  empowers 
the  yice-Chancellors  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
to  veto  the  performance  of  Stage  Plays,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Shield,  Mr.  William 
Fowler,  Mr.  IIicks,  and  Mr.  Bulwer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  35 .  ] 

MARRIAGE  WITH   A  DECEASED  WIFE'b 
SISTER   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  as  to  Marriage  with 
a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  Mr.  Aldermait 
Cotton,  Mr.  Mouley,  Dr.  Cameron,  and  Mr. 
Causton. 

BiW  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  36.] 

VICE-ROYALTY  (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Justin  M*Cartht,  Bill 
to  make  certain  provisions  dealing  with  the 
Irish  Vice-Royalty,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Richard  Power, 
Mr.  O' Kelly,  and  Mr.  Kenny. 

BiMpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  37.] 

SPIRITS  IN  BOND  BILL. 
Considered  in  Conmuttee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  for  the  improvement  of  Spirits  before 
being  removed  from  Bond  for  consumption. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Sullivan,  Colonel  Nolak. 
Mr.  Richard  Power,  Mr.  Daly,  and  Mr. 
James  Richardson. 

Bill  prMMi^MJ,  and  read  the  fixtt  time.  [BU138.] 
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IBISH  BXPRODTTOnVE  LOAN  FU17D   A.OT 
(1E74)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Blakb,  Bill  to  amend 
''The  Irish  Reproductiye  Loan  Fund  Act, 
1874,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Blakb, 
Mr.  O'Kbllt,  Dr.  Commins,  and  Mr.  T.  P. 

O'CONNOB.  ' 

Bill  pTMeniid,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  39.] 

FABTNEBSHIP8  BILL. 

Cotuiitrtd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

BuUvtd,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  Honae,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  of 
Partnerships. 

Resolation  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon,  Mr. 
Grbgokt,  Mr.  Barkak,  Mr.  Lbwis  F&t,  and 
Mr.  NonwooD. 

Bill  preeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 

CHUKCH   OF   ENGLAND   PATEONAOE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edward  Lbatham,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Sale  of  Pa- 
tronage in  the  Church  of  England,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Edward  Lbatham,  Mr. 
HxNHT  H.  Fowlbb,  Mr.  George  Rubsbll,  and 
Mr.  Shibld.    • 

Bill  preeenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  41.] 

AORICULTtJBAL  HOLDINGS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stavelbt  Hill,  Bill  to 
smend  *'  The  Agricultural  Holdings  (England) 
Act,  1875.'*  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Stavblet  Hill  and  Mr.  Monckton. 

Bihpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  42.] 

BANKBTTPTCY  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixok-Hartland,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dixon-Hautland,  Mr. 
GoBST,  and  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  43.] 

DISTRESS  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henrt  Holland,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  of  Distress,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Hbnrt  Holland,  Mr.  Henbagb,  Sir 
Walter  BARrrsLOT,  Mr.  Cropper,  and  Sir 
Joseph  Pbasb. 

BUlpreunted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  44.] 

OEMETEBIES  BILL. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mesolwed,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Ceme- 
teries. 

KeM>liition  reported  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Richard,  Mr.  Illino- 
woRTH,  Mr.  Hbnrt  .'H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Gkorob 
BvssBLL,  Mr.  WooDALL,  and  Mr.  Cains. 

jaUl^esentod,  and  nad  the  first  time.  [Bill  46.] 


VIVI8E0TION  ABOLITION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rbid,  Bill  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  Vivisection,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Rbid,  Sir  Eardlbt  Wilmot,  Mr.  Samuel 
MoRLBY,  and  Mr.  Firth. 

Bm presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  46.] 


SALE  OF  XNTOXIGATING  LIQUOBS  ON 
SUNDAY  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Bill  for 
closing  Public  Houses  in  England ;  making 
provision  for  the  sale  of  beer  for  consumption 
off  the  premises  during  certain  limited  hours  ; 
and  for  the  exceptional  requirements  of  larg^ 
towns  on  Sundays,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  Joseph  Pease  and  Viscount  Castlerbaoh. 

BiVLpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  47.] 

CORPORATION  LANDS   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Molloy,  Bill  to  deal 
with  lands  in  Ireland  the  property  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London  and  of  other 
Corporations  and  Associations,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Molloy,  Mr.  Sexton,  and 
Mr.  Richard  Power. 

BilLpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  48.] 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Meldon,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  regulating  the  hours  during  which  pre- 
mises licensed  for  the  sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  are  permitted  to  be  open  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Meldon,  Mr. 
Whitworth,  and  Mr.  Blaxb. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  49.] 

COPYHOLD   ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wavgh,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Copyhold  Actq  and  to  promote  the  Enfran- 
chisement of  Lands  of  Copyhold  and  Customary 
Tenure,  and  of  Lands  subject  to  Customary 
and  other  incidents  and  rights,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Waugh,  Mr.  Georob 
Howard,  Mr.  Stafford  Howard,  Mr.  Ains- 
woRTR,  and  Mr.  Ferguson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  60.] 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING   LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  (no.    2)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stbybnson,  Bill  to  prohibit 
the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stbtbnsok, 
Mr.  BiRLBY,  Sir  William  M 'Arthur,  Mr. 
Charles  Wilson,  Mr.  Walter  James,  and  Mr. 
Charles  Ross. 

BiRpresented,  aud  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  61.] 

TITHE  RENT  CHARGE  (EXTRAORDINARY) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Indbrwick,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Extraordinary  Tithe  Bent 
Charge,  ordered  %o  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Indbr- 
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wicx,  Mr.  DucxHAM,  Sir  Edward  Filubr,  Mr. 
Edward  LEATnAM,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Arthur  Vivian,  and  Mr.  Walter. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [  Bill  62.] 

ItA^ILWAYS   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gallan,  Bill  to  provide 
increased  facilities  for  the  amalgamatioA  of 
Railways  in  Ireland,  and  in  certain  cases  to  pro- 
vide for  the  purchase  of  Railways  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Callan,  Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen,  Mr.  Dalt,  Mr.  Thomas  Dick- 
son, Mr.  O'SuLLiVAN,  Colonel  Nolan,  Sir 
Joseph  M^Kbnna,  and  Mr.  Beresford. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  53.] 

COirrEMPT  OF  COUBT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Contempt  of  Court,  ordered  to 
he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Dillwtn,  and 
Mr.  Justin  M*Cartht. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  64.] 

BXTBIAL  FEES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Bill 
to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Burial,  Monu- 
mental, and  Mortuary  Fees,  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  hy  Sir  Albxander  Gordon  and 
Mr.  Brinton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  65.] 

BALE   OF  INTOXIOATINO  LIQUORS   ON 
SimDAT  (rOHKSHIRE)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  Bill  to 
prohihit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on 
Sundays  in  the  county  of  York,  the  city  of 
York,  and  the  county  of  the  town  of  Kingston 
upon  Hull,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr. 
Charles  Wilson,  Mr.  Barran,  Mr.  Cainx, 
Mr.  Illixoworth,  Mr.  Isaac  Wilson,  Sir 
Mathew  Wilson,  and  Mr.  Pease. 

BiU. presented,  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  56.] 

STEAM  BOILERS   (PERSOKS   IN  CHARGE) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  examination  of  persons  having 
charge  of  the  working  of  steam  hoilers  on  land, 
ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Broadhurst, 
Mr.  BuiiT,  and  Mr.  Craio. 

Bill  presenUd,  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill57.] 

BEER  ADULTERATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Barnb,  Bill  for  hotter 
securing  the  purity  of  heer,  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  hy  Colonel  Barnb,  Mr.  Uicxs,  and 
Mr.  Storbr. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  68.] 

TREES  PLANTING   (IRELAND)   (nO.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Marum,  Bill  to  encourage 
the  planting  of  timher  trees  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Marum,  Mr.  Parnell, 
Sir  George  Campbbll,  Mr.  Patrick  Martin, 
and  Mr.  Richard  Powbr. 

BULprsoented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  69.] 


SALE  OF  INTOZIGATINO  LIQUORS   ON 
SUNDAY  (CORNWALL)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Vivian,  BiU  to  prohihit 
the  sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  izl 
Cornwall,  ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr. 
Vivian,  Sir  John  St.  Aurtn,  Mr.  Borlasb, 
and  Mr.  Acland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  60.] 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME   (IRELAND)   ACT 

(1882)  (audience  to  solicitors)   bill. 

'On  Motion  of  Mr.  Findlatbr,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Act  for  the  Prevention  of  Crime  in  Ireland 
(1882)  as  to  the  audience  of  Solicitors,  ordered 
to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Findlatbr,  Mr.  Dodds, 
Mr.  Gregokt.  and  Mr.  Givan. 
Bill/ir««m/e</,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  61.] 

SEA   FISHERIES     (iRELAND)   (nO.    2)     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Arthur  Hill,  Bill  to 
improve  the  Sea.  Fisheries  of  Ireland,  ordered 
to  he  hrought  in  hy  Lord  Arthur  Hill,  Sir 
Hervey  Bruce,  and  Mr.  Corry. 

BtlH presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  62.] 

COMMONS  AND  INCLOSURE  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Commons  and  Inclosure  Acts,  ordered  to  he 
hrought  in  hy  Mr.  James,  Mr.  Bryce,  and  Mr. 

Ch  BETH  AM. 

B^!CLpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  63.] 

PARISH   CHURCHES   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Albert  Grey,  Bill  to 
Declare  and  Enact  the  Law  as  to  the  Rights  of 
Parishioners  in  respect  of  their  Parish  Churches, 
ordered  to  he  hrought  in  hy  Mr.  Albert  Grbt, 
Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  Courtauld,  Mr.  Cropper, 
Mr.  Stanley  Leiohton,  and  Mr.  William 
Henry  Gladstone. 

BiMpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  64.] 

SURREY  (trial  OF  CAUSES)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Warton,  Bill  relating  to 
the  trial  of  Causes  in  the  county  of  Surrey  or- 
dered  to  be  hrought  in  by  Mr.  Warton  and 
Captain  Aylmer. 

B\ilpresented,  and  read  the  first  time,  [Bill  65.] 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Byrne,  Bill  to  relieve 
distress  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  hrought  in  by 
Mr.  Byrnb,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  O'Kbllt,  and 
Mr.  William  Corbet. 

BiMpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 

CATHEDRAL   STATUTES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bbrbsford  Hope,  Bill  to 
provide  for  the  making  or  altering  of  Cathedral 
Statutes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hyMr.  Bbrbs- 
ford Hope,  Mr.  Cropper,  Mr.  jDalrymple, 
Mr.  George  Bussbll,  and  Mr.  John  Talbot. 

B\31  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  67.] 


277 


Church 


{Febbuary  16,  1883] 


Boards  Bitt. 


278 


LAND    LAW  (ntXLAin))   AMSITDKXNT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gxtak,  Bill  to  amend 
« The  Landlord  and  Tenant  Law  Amendment 
Act  (Ireland),  1860/'  <*The  Landlord  and 
Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870/'  and  "The  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881/'  or«i:»r^«f  to  be  broug^ht 
in  by  Mr.  Gitan,  Mr.  Thomas  Dickbon,  Mr. 
Shaw,  Mr.  Lba«  Mr.  Fzxdlatbr,  and  Mr. 
BicHAansoy. 

^iHLprumUdf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  68.] 

BALI  07  LIQU0B8  ON  BUNDAY    (iBSLAND) 
ACT  (1878)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Richabbson,  Bill  to  con- 
tinue and  extend  *'The  Sale  of  Liquors  on 
Sunday  (Ireland)  Act,  1878/'  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Richardson,  Mr.  Corrt, 
Mr.  Blakb,  Lord  Arthur  Hill,  Mr.  Thomas 
DicxsoK,  Mr.  Mbldon,  Mr.  Lb  wis,  Mr.  Ewart, 
Mr.  Aethur  O'Oohkor,  and  Mr.  Rbdmokd. 

'bXUpreeenUd^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  69.] 

• 

TRADB  KAJftKS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold,  Bill  for 
the  amendment  of  "  The  Trade  Marks  Regis- 
tration Act,  1876,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  AxnsJTB.  Arnold,  Mr.  Armitaor,  Mr. 
Arnold  Morlbt,  and  Mr.  Orr-Ewino. 

Bill |»r#j»fittfif,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  70.] 

AOBIOULTUBAL   TBNANTS'   COMPENSATION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Chaplin,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Agricaltural  Holdings  (England)  Act, 
1876,**  and  to  secure  to  Agricultural  tenants 
compensation  for  their  improvements  in  all 
esses,  entered  to  be  br«>ught  in  by  Mr.  Chaplin, 
Mr.  Edward  Stanbopb,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Mr.  Birkbbcx,  Mr.  Fell,  Mr. 
CowsN,  Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  Dawnat,  and  Mr. 
Lawrxncs. 

hiUpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  71.] 

PIBEABM8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  Llotd,  Bill  to 
regulate  the  possession  of  reToWers  and  other 
firearms,  and  to  amend  *'The  Qun  Licence  Act, 
1870,*'  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Morgan 
Llotd  and  Mr.  Indbrwick. 

Bm^r^ented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  72.] 

AORIOtrLTimAL  HOLDINGS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hbnbaqe,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Agricultural  Holdings  in 
England,  and  to  make  prorision  for  securing  to 
Tenants  due  compensation  for  Improvements, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hbnbaob,  Mr. 
DvcxHAX,  Mr.  Foljambb,  Mr.  Gurdon,  and 
Mr.  Mbllor. 

Bmjpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  73.] 

NOTICia  OF  BEMOYAL  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albxandbr  Gordon,  Bill 
to  eitend  the  time  for  Notice  of  Removal  from 
Agrieoltiiial  Holdings  in  Sootluid,  ordered  to 


be  brought  in  by  Sir  Alexander  Gordon  and 
Mr.  M*Laoan. 
BiHjMreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  74.] 

CHUBCH  DISCIPLINE,  &0.  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Church  Discipline  Act,  and  the 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Morgan  Llotd,  Sir  Henrt 
HussEY  YzTiAN,  BaroR  De  Fbrrierss,  and  Mr. 
Greer. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  75.] 

SEED  ADTANCES  (sCOTLAITD)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  enable 
Parochial  Boards  to  borrow  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  procuring  Seed  Potatoes,  Seed  Oats,  and 
other  Seed  for  Tenants  in  Scotland ;  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cochran- 
Patrick,  Mr.  M'Laoan,  and  Mr.  Mackintosh. 

BWlpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  76.] 

INCUMBRANCES   ON  LAND  BE0I8TRATI0N 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Harcourt,  Bill  to  establish 
the  Registration  of  all  Incumbrances  on  Landed 
Property  for  the  future,  with  a  view  to  simplify 
the  title  to  land,  to  facilitate  the  transfer  thereof, 
and  to  prevent  frauds  on  purchasers  and  mort- 
gagees, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Har- 
couRT,  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr.  Roundell, 
and  Mr.  Stavbley  Hill. 

BilLpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  77.] 

BANKING  LAWS  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 
Coneidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Reeolved^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Banking  Laws  in  Scot- 
land. 

Resolution  reported  :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Barclay, 
and  Sir.  M'Laren. 

"BiMpreeented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  78.] 

IMPRISONMENT  FOB  DEBT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Andbbson,  Bill  to  abolish 
Imprisonment  for  Debt,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  Dy  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Michael  Bass,  Sir 
Henry  Wolff,  and  Mr.  Broadhurst. 

BiXLpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  79.] 


CHUBCH  BOABDS  BITX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Albert  Grey,  Bill  to  pro* 
vide  for  the  establishment  of  Church  Boards  in 
the  parishes  of  England  and  Wales,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Albert  Grey,  Mr.  Reid, 
Mr.  Buxton,  ^Ir.  Stuart  Wortlby,  and  Mr. 
Stafford  Howard. 

Bill  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 
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THEATRES  REGULATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dixon-Habtland,  Bill  for 
the  better  regulation  of  Theatres  and  other 
places  of  public  entertainment,  ordered  to  be 
Drought  in  by  Mr.  Dixon-Hartlakd,  Mr.  J. 
Lawrance,  and  Mr.  Macfarlame. 

'BiMpreaentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  81.] 


BANKRUPTCY  (nO.    2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
amend  the  law  relating  to  Bankruptcy,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Baring,  Mr.  Dayey,  Mr.  Samuel  Morley,  and 
Mr.  Whitley. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  82.] 

PATENTS  FOR  INVENTIONS   (NO.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Ijaw  relating  to  Patents,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Henry  Smith,  and  Mr.  J.  Lawrancb. 

BiHpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  83.] 

SALE   OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON 
SUNDAY  (isle  OF  WIGHT)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  to  prohibit 
the  sale  of  Intoxicationg  Liquors  on  Sunday 
in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Ashley,  and  Mr.  Clifford. 

Bin. pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  84.] 

FREE  LIBRARIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hop  wood,  Bill  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  Lav  relating  to  Free  Li- 
braries, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hop- 
wood,  Mr.  BiRLEY,  Mr.  Rathbone,  Mr.  Slaoo, 
and  Mr.  Summers. 

Bin  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  85.] 

REGISTRATION   OF  VOTERS   (iRELAND) 
(no.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Meldon,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Registration  of  Parlia- 
mentary Voters  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry,  Mr.  Findlater,  and  Major  Nolan. 

BUlpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  86.] 

House  adjonmed  at  five  minutes 

after  Three  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  I9th  Fehmary,  1888. 


QUEEN'S  SPEECH-HER  MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  STEWARD  op  thb 
HOUSEHOLD  (the  Eabl  Sydney) 
reported  Her  Itfajesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address  as  follows : — 

Mt  Lords, 

I  THANK  you  for  yoor  loyal  and  dutiful 
Address. 

I  confidently  rely  upon  your  cordial  assistance 
and  support  in  all  measures  which  may  be  tab- 
mitted  to  you  for  the  purpose  of  improving  and 
strengthening  the  laws  and  institutions  of  the 
Country  and  promoting  the  best  interests  of  My 
Empire. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— LEGISLATION. 

question. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
MAN  of  Committees)  asked  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  introduce  in 
their  Lordships'  Houee  any  measures 
before  Easter,  and,  if  they  did  intend  to 
do  80,  what  those  measures  were  to 
be? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  intended  to  introduce  several 
measures  in  that  House,  and  amongst 
them  would  be  a  Bill  for  the  better  Pro- 
tection of  Young  Girls  and  Women,  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Factory  Acts,  a  Bill 
with  regard  to  Scotch  Peerages,  a  Bill 
with  regard  to  the  regulation  of  Fish- 
eries, a  Bill  with  regard  to  Naval  Dis- 
cipline, a  Bill  with  regard  to  the  Mt^dical 
Council,  and  a  Bill  affecting  Eklucation 
in  Wales.  There  was  also  a  Bill  re- 
lating to  Ireland  which  would  be  intro- 
duced by  the  Lord  Privy  fc>eal,  but  to 
which  he  would  not  further  refer  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend. 

Eabl  STANHOPE  asked  whether  the 
Bill  to  amend  the  Factory  Acts  would 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  long  hours 
during  which  assistants  in  shops  were 
compelled  to  work  ? 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he 
would  prefer  to  postpone  his  auawer 
until  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 


QUSSnONS.      OBSERYATIOXS. 

Tbb  Eabl  of  POWIS  rose  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War — ( I ), 
When  the  existing  vacancies  in  the  list 
of  general  officers  of  the  Line  would  be 
filled  up?  and  (2),  Whether  the  "spe- 
cial   recommendations "    required    bj 
Article  20  of  the  Royal  Warrant  as  to 
officers  promoted  by  selection  were  made 
in  writing  and  recorded  in  the  War 
Department  ?  He  said,  that  last  autumn 
a  new  practice  had   been  introduced; 
vacancies   were  kept  open   for  a  con- 
siderable   time,    and    might  have    re- 
mained open  still  longer  were  it  not  for 
the    Egyptian    Qaiette.      He    was   not 
going  to  touch  upon  the  promotions  on 
account  of  the  Egyptian  campaign,  which 
were  made  under  special  circumstances, 
and  under   another  Article ;    but    the 
War  Office  must  have  known  the  exact 
date  at  which  the  vacancies  to  which 
he  referred  would  occur,  and  they  ought 
to  have  been  filled   up  at  once.      He 
was   not   going   to   say   a  word    upon 
the  question  of  selection;  he  took  the 
Warrant  as  he  found  it,  and  his  Questions 
were  for  information  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  it  was  carried  on.     The  Warrant 
said  that  any  qualified  colonel  might  be 
recommended  for  promotion  as  major- 
general,  and  all  promotions  were  to  be 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  so  that  the  responsibility  rested 
with  him.     It  was  only  the  initiatory 
step  that  was  taken  by  the  Commander- 
in-Chief.    As  our  Army  was  the  only 
one  in  Europe  which  had  a  civilian  ana 
politician  and  not  a  soldier  at  its  head, 
it  was  a  safeguard  for  officers  that  the 
initiatory  recommendations  should    be 
given  for  military  and  not  political  rea- 
sons. They  all  knew  the  pressure  which 
might  be  put  upon  Ministers  by  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  and  that  led  him  to 
the  second  Question,  Whether  the  offi- 
cers promoted  by  selection  were  recom- 
mended specially   as  required  by  the 
Warrant,  and  in  what  form  these  re- 
oommendationB   were   made;    whether 
they  were  in  writing,  and  whether  they 
were  preserved  as  documents  for  future 
reference  ?  The  special  recommendation 
was  an  important  part  of  the  matter, 
because  the  Warrant  went  on  to  say 
that  in  the  absence  of  special  recom- 
mendation the  promotion  should  be  given 
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AKMY- PROMOTION -THE  ROYAL      ^tlie  senior  colonel.    On  the  occasion  to 

WARRANT  -  ARTICLE   20.  ^^'''\  ^^  ~^^"^^'  out  of  13  officers  six 

were  taken  and  seven  left.    No.  1  was 

promoted.   No.  2  was  not,  though  he  had 
served  in  the  Burmese  War,  had  been 
twice  wounded,   and    had  commanded 
a  brigade  in  the  field.    Nos.  3  and  4 
were  promoted.   No.  6  was  passed  over, 
though  he  had  commanded  a  regimental 
district,  a  command  which  was  one  of 
absolute  selection,  and  was  always  given 
to  a  meritorious  officer.     The  sixth  was 
promoted ;  the  seventh  was  passed  over, 
though  he  had  served  in  the  Crimea,  in 
India  and  New  Zealand,  where  he  was 
severely  wounded  in  storming  a  pah,  the 
officer  in    command    of  the    regiment 
having  lost  his  life.     The  eighth   was 
promoted  ;  the  ninth,   who  had  served 
long  and  commanded  a  regiment,  was 
passed  over.    The  tenth,  who  had  been 
Aide-de-Camp  to  the  Queen,  was  passed 
over.  At  present  there  were  nine  Aides- 
de-Camp  to  the  Queen  selected  from  the 
Line,  and  it  seemed  extraordinary  that 
an  Aide-de-Camp  of  the  Queen  should 
be  passed  over  as  not  qualified  to  com- 
mand in  the  field.    The  eleventh  hdd 
served  in  South  Africa ;  but  a  General 
who  had  served  in  West  Africa  and  had 
not  commanded  in  the  field  was  put  over 
his  head.  Anyone  taking  up  the  Gazette 
would  imagine  that  these  officers  had 
been  passed  over  once.    But  the  fact 
was  that  one  officer  had  been  passed 
over  five  times,   another  three  times, 
another  twice,  and  four  officers  once. 
He  thought  it  desirable  that  these  va- 
cancies should  be  filled  up  as  they  oc- 
curred.   To  the  two  Questions  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice,  be  would  add  a 
third,  and  would  ask,  How  many  of  the 
officers  who  had  been  passed  over  were 
permanently  disqualified  for  promotion 
fram  not  having  been  reported  as  quali- 
fied to  command  in  the  field  ? 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  he  had 
occasion  to  complain,  not  of  these  Ques- 
tions, but  of  the  speech  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  founded  upon  them.  He  was 
perfectly  ready  to  give  Answers  to  Ques- 
tions; but  the  noble  Earl  had  not  given 
any  previous  indication  that  he  was 
going  to  refer  to  matters  which  were 
foreign  to  the  Questions  which  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper,  and  to  make  an 
attack  against  the  principle  of  selec- 
tion ;  and  he  further  complained  that 
it  was  extremely  inconvenient  and  very 
unusual  to  discuss  the  qualification  of 
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officers  who  miglit  be  selected  or  not 
selected  for  commands  from  the  general 
list  of  officers.  The  responsibility  for 
those  appointments  rested  with  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  illustrious  Duke, 
whose  reasons  for  making  them  could 
not  be  publicly  canvassed.  He  must 
decline,  therefore,  to  enter  into  the  cases 
brought  forward  and  described  by  the 
noble  Earl,  for  though  the  noble  Earl 
very  properly  did  not  mention  any  names 
it  was  obvious  to  all  to  whom  he  referred. 
With  respect  to  the  first  Question  put 
by  the  noble  Earl  he  was  unable  to  give 
any  answer  at  present,  as  the  matter 
was  still  under  consideration,  and  until 
the  communications  at  present  going  on 
with  the  Treasury  were  completed,  he 
was  quite  unable  to  say  what  would  be 
done.  As  to  the  second  Question,  he 
might  mention  that  only  two  appoint- 
ments, such  as  the  noble  Earl  referred 
to,  had  been  made  up  to  the  present 
time,  and  in  those  cases  the  recommen- 
dations were  not  in  writing.  The  illus- 
trious Duke  and  the  Secretary  for  War 
conferred  together,  and  then  they  deter- 
mined which  officers  deserved  promo- 
tion and  they  were  promoted.  It  would 
be  very  difficult  to  state  the  reasons  for 
the  promotions.  The  fact  that  the  pro- 
motions were  made  by  selection  was,  of 
course,  very  clearly  marked,  but  there 
was  no  special  recommendation  in 
writing.  No  such  recommendation  was 
required  by  the  Eoyal  Warrant.  The 
Warrant  had  been  strictly  complied 
with.  As  to  the  last  Question,  he  could 
not  keep  in  his  head  the  exact  position 
of  every  general  officer  on  the  List ;  but 
the  noble  Earl  seemed  to  assume  that 
certain  officers  who  were  kept  in  the 
list  of  colonels  were  disqualified  for 
future  promotion.  The  case  was,  that 
when  a  colonel  was  recommended  for 
promotion,  and  not  till  then,  the  illus- 
trious Duke,  in  making  his  recommen- 
dation, stated  that  the  officer  recom- 
mended for  promotion  was  competent  to 
command  in  the  field. 

METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS— 
THE  WELLINGTON  STATUE. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  MOUNT-TEMPLE  asked  what 
were  the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  respecting  the  disposal  of 
the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington 

TIi9  Earl  of  Morhy 


that  had  been  removed  from  the  top  of 
the  arch  at  Hyde  Park  Oomer?  The 
considerations  that  should  guide  the 
selection  of  sites  for  statues  were  the 
appropriateness  of  their  style  to  sur- 
rounding objects,  the  associations  con* 
nected  with  the  locality,  and  a  good 
point  of  view  for  spectators.  This  real- 
istic portrait  of  the  I)uke  and  his  charger 
had  been  out  of  harmony  with  the  classic 
arches  and  the  Greek  statue  of  Achilles, 
and  was  only  well  seen  £rom  the  bed- 
room windows  of  the  late  Duke.  At  the 
edge  of  the  Parade  opposite  to  th.e  Horse 
Guards  it  would  be  associated  with  the 
Head-quarters  of  the  Army,  and  the 
place  where  Her  Majesty  welcomed  hor 
troops  from  Egypt,  and  where  military 
trophies  already  stood.  There  it  would 
be  well  seen  by  the  passers-by.  He 
hoped  that  position  might  be  carefully 
considered. 

Lord  SUDELEY,  in  reply,  stated 
that  it  had  been  definitely  decided  not  to 
replace  the  statue  of  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington on  the  arch  when  reconstructed ; 
but  no  decision  had  yet  been  arrived  at 
as  to  its  ultimate  destination.  Until  the 
statue  was  upon  Urra  firma,  and  until 
the  site  of  the  present  arch  had  been 
cleared,  it  was  impossible  to  form  an 
estimate  of  the  merits  of  the  statue 
itself  or  its  suitability  to  any  of  the 
available  sites.  As  the  House  knew, 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  had 
nominated  a  very  important  Oommittee 
to  advise  the  Government  upon  the  sub- 
ject. This  Committee  was  composed  of 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  as  representing 
the  family ;  Lord  Hardinge,  a  Trustee  of 
the  National  Gallery  and  of  the  National 
Portrait  Gallery,  and  a  great  authority 
on  ait;  Sir  fVederick  Leighton,  Pre- 
sident of  the  Boyal  Academy;  Mr. 
Boehm,  the  eminent  sculptor;  Mr. 
Fergusson,  whose  writings  and  judg- 
ment on  architecture  were  well  known ; 
and  Mr.  Mitford,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Office  of  Works,  possessing  great  ex- 
perience. In  the  selection  of  this  Com- 
mittee the  public  would  have  a  guarantee 
that  the  aovice  given  would  carry  great 
weight,  seeing  that  the  highest  autho- 
ritieson  artistic  matters  were  represented, 
while  the  presence  of  the  Duke  as  one 
of  its  Members  would  give  the  assurance 
that  nothingjwould  be  done  which  would 
be  distasteful  to  the  family  of  the  illus- 
trious General.  The  Committee  did  not 
propose  to  meet  until  the  works  were  in 
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a  sufficiently  forward  efcato  to  enable 
them  to  g^ve  sound  advice.  In  these 
circumstances,  the  House  would  see  that 
at  present  it  was  impossible  to  discuss 
the  merits  or  demerits  of  any  of  the 
particular  sites  which  had  been  proposed. 
The  whole  que&tion  would  be  very 
thoroughly  considered  in  all  its  bearings. 
What  had  been  said  by  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  well  weighed  ;  but  it  was  far 
better  to  leave  the  Committee  to  form 
an  unprejudiced  decision. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  said,  it  might  not 
be  known  to  tbose  who  had  not  lived  as 
long  as  himself  that  it  was  gratifying  to 
the  feelings  of  the  late  Duke  that  the 
statue  was  placed  near  Apsley  House. 
The  matter  should  be  carefully  con- 
sidered ;  but  he  thought  that  no  better 
place  for  the  statue  would  be  found  than 
opposite  Apsley  House.  It  was  there  in 
one  of  the  great  thoroughfares  by  which 
London  was  approached,  and  it  would 
be  far  more  seen  there  than  it  would  on 
the  Parade  at  the  Horse  Guards,  while 
it  was  far  more  in  harmony  with  the 
surrounding  buildiogs  than  it  would  be 
at  the  Horse  Ouards,  where  it  could 
only  stand  awkwardly  in  relation  to  all 
the  things  about  it. 

Ths  DiTKB  OF  CAMBRIDGE,  said, 
that  SO  far  as  associations  were  con- 
cerned, no  place  could  be  more  appro- 
priate than  the  Horse  Guards,  where, 
however,  the  space  was  unfortunately  so 
limited  that  he  could  not  conceive  where 
it  was  to  stand  if  it  were  put  there.  It 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  put  it 
where  there  could  not  be  a  considerable 
amount  of  open  space  around  it,  for 
otherwise  justice  could  not  be  done  to  it. 
At  the  Horse  Guards,  the  only  place  where 
space  could  be  obtained  was  in  the 
gardens  in  front ;  but  the  public  would 
object  to  the  statue  being  in  the  gardens 
to  whichthey  bad  not  access.  If  the  statue 
were  put  on  one  side  or  another  in  the 
space  open  to  the  public  it  would  present 
a  most  extraordinary  appearance,  and 
very  much  spoil  the  place,  while  if  it 
were  placed  in  the  centre  of  the  open 
space  it  would  entirely  preclude  the  possi- 
bility of  having  a  parade  such  as  it  was 
usaidto  have  on  Her  Majesty's  Birthday, 
and  some  other  special  occasions.  He 
had  no  wish  whatever  to  say  that  the 
Horse  Guards  was  not  a  suitable  place 
for  the  statue,  for  the  Duke  might  be 
Baid  to  have  more  or  less  created  the 


Horse  Guards  and  the  present  Army  of 
England ;  but  the  position  would  not  be 
suitable  on  account  of  the  space  being 
so  limited,  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  it  would  be  more  gratifying  to 
the  family  that  the  statue  should  remain 
nearer  to  Apsley  House. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 
MOTION   FOB  PAPERS. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFOED,  in  moving 
that  there  be  laid  before  the  House — 

"  Cony  of  Kule  72  of  the  Rules  and  Regula- 
tions 01  the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland;  Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th 
November  1882,  from  the  Earl  of  Longford  to 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (on  appeal 
from  a  decision  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land) respecting  the  appointment  of  a  sister  of 
mercy  as  teacher  in  a  national  school  open  to 
non- Catholic  children ;  and  a  Copy  of  any  reply 
thereto ; " 

said,  he  wished  to  ask  whether  such 
an  appointment  as  that  mentioned  in  his 
Notice  was  not  contrary  both  to  the 
spirit  and  letter  of  the  regulations  of  the 
National  Board  in  Ireland  ?  The  rule 
was  that  there  should  be  no  exhibition 
of  any  religious  emblem  or  any  teaching 
in  the  school-house  allotted  to  secular 
instruction  to  which  children  or  parent 
could  take  objection.  On  this  under- 
standing proprietors  had  promoted  and 
established  schools,  and  clergymen  had 
raised  subscriptions ;  workhouse  schools 
and  convent  schools,  under  special  rules, 
had  been  admitted  into  the  National 
system.  It  recently  came  to  his  know- 
ledge that  a  sister  of  mercy  had  been 
appointed  teacher  by  the  Board  of 
Guardians  in  the  school  at  Ghranard,  and 
that  the  appointment  had  been  approved 
by  the  Local  Government  Board.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  this  was  in  de- 
fiance both  of  the  spirit  and  letter 
of  the  rules.  He  applied  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Education  concerning  the 
matter.  Their  first  answer  was  rather 
a  caricature.  They  referred  him  to  the 
rule  under  which  members  of  a  reli- 
gious community  were  permitted  to 
be  teachers  in  convent  schools — an 
answer  which  was  irrelevant,  as  this 
was  not  a  convent  school.  He  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  a  second  reply, 
which  was  that  the  case  had  been  fully 
considered,  and  that  Eule  72  had  no  ap- 
plication ;  and,  of  course,  it  had  not  if 
it  were  not  applied.  Then  he  applied  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  saw  no  reason 


J 


287 


National 


iLOEDS] 


Education  (^Ireland),  288 


to  question  the  view  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. He  (the  Earl  of  Longford),  how- 
ever, saw  great  reason.  He  found  him- 
self in  some  difficulty  as  to  further  pro- 
ceedings ;  for  when  he  wished  to  appeal 
from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  he  found  that, 
under  the  somewhat  unusual  arrange- 
ment made  by  the  Government,  they 
were  the  same  man.  The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's Irish  duties  being  the  more 
urgent,  he  was  detained  in  Ireland ;  but 
he  kept  a  ghost  in  London,  if  such  a 
description  might  be  excused,  and  the 
ghost  told  him  that  the  case  could  only 
be  disposed  of  in  Dublin.  He  then  wished 
to  apply  to  the  Head  of  the  Government, 
and  found  he  was  away  on  sick  leave, 
but  was  apparently  represented  by  a 
disconsolate  widow,  who  carried  on  the 
business.  There  was  little  prospect  of 
a  satisfactory  answer  from  that  quarter. 
He,  therefore,  had  no  alternative  but  to 
bring  the  case  before  their  Lordships. 
He  fully  recognized  the  devotion  of 
sisters  of  mercy  to  the  work  of  piety 
and  charity  that  they  undertook  ;  but 
they  were  the  active  agents  of  an  active 
Church,  and  they  were  disqualified  for 
the  position  of  teachers  in  mixed  schools, 
to  be  attended  by  both  Catholic  and 
Protestant  children.  He  had,  therefore, 
given  Notice  of  the  Motion  which  stood 
in  his  name. 

Moved  ihdX  there  be  laid  before  this 
House-^ 

Copy  of  Rale  72,  of  the  Rules  and  Regula- 
tions of  the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland : 

Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th  November  1882, 
from  the  Earl  of  Longford  to  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Council  (on  appeal  from  a  decision  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland)  respecting  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  sister  of  mercy  as  teacher  in  a 
national  school  open  to  non- Catholic  children  : 

Copy  of  any  reply  thereto. — {The  Earl  of 
Longford,) 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
said,  he  was  willing  to  admit  the  zeal  and 
devotion  of  sisters  of  mercy ;  but  it  was 
inconvenient  that  the  rule  excluding  all 
persons  in  religious  orders  should  be 
evaded  in  schools  attended  by  a  minority 
of  Protestant  children  who,  save  at  the 
sacrifice  of  their  religious  convictions, 
would  be  excluded  if  the  teaching  were 
to  be  conducted  by  sisters  of  mercy.  An- 
other reason  for  excluding  those  ladies 
from  public  institutions  was  that  they 
did  not  admit  any  lay  authority ;  and  if 

2he  Earl  of  Longford 


I  they  were  called  upon  to  observe  the 
rules  laid  down,  they  referred  you  to 
the  Bishop  or  Lady  Superior,  saying 
that  these  were  the  only  authorities  they 
recognized.  He  had  known  one  case  in 
which  two  ladies  entirely  repudiated  the 
authority  of  the  Guardians,  who  were 
obliged  to  get  rid  of  them.  In  another 
case  some  sisters,  being  allowed  access 
to  a  prison,  desired  a  warder  to  call  all 
the  prisoners  together  in  order  that  they 
might  address  them.  He  could  not  do 
so.  They  appealed  to  the  priest,  who 
abused  the  warder  in  the  public  street. 
The  priest,  being  chaplain  of  the  gaol, 
on  being  called  to  account  for  this,  apo- 
logized. This  was  a  proof  of  the  danger 
which  existed,  and  which  could  not 
possibly  be  got  over,  because  these  ladies 
repudiated  all  authority  except  that  of 
their  own  Superior  or  Bishop.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  sustain  the  system 
of  National  education,  which  had  worked 
well,  and  had  kept  the  schools  free  from 
religious  acrimony. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Privy 
Seal)  said,  the  noble  Earl  had  got  rather 
into  cross  purposes  with  Departments  of 
the  Government  in  his  correspondence 
on  this  question,  especially  as  his  noble 
Friend   assumed   that  there  was  some 
appeal  from  the  Education  Department 
in  Ireland  to  the  Education  Department 
in  England;  but  that  idea,  as  he  had 
explained  in  his    correspondence   with 
the    noble   Earl,  was  absolutely  with- 
out foundation.     There  was  no  sort  of 
connection    between    the    two    bodies. 
When  the  noble  Earl  in  a  manner  ap- 
pealed to  the  President  of  the  Council, 
be  (the  Lord  President)  told  him  that 
the  Committee  of  Council  in  this  coun- 
try had  no  right  to  express  an  opinion 
in  the  matter,  or  to  answer  any  ques- 
tion regarding  the  educational  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland.     The  case  lay  within 
a  small  compass,  and  turned  upon  the 
interpretration  of  Rule  72,  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  National  Education  in  Ire- 
land.    He  did  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Earl  when  he  said  that  the  first  answer 
of  the  Commissioners  referring  to  Rule 
55,  was  a  caricature,  although  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  a  complete  answer.     The 
rule   had  reference  to  convent  schools, 
and  the  noble  Earl  did  not  appear  to 
be  aware  that    those    schools    formed 
no   exception   whatever  to  the  general 
system  and  the  general  rules  of  the 
National  Board  in  Ireland.     The   rule 
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upon  wBich  the  noble  Earl  so  confidently 
put  an  interpretation  different  from  that 
of  the  National  Board,  was  one  which  he 
oonld  not  help  thinking  the  noble  Earl 
had  not  studied  with  sufficient  care'. 
The  72nd  Bule  was  in  these  terms — 

"No  emblems  or  symbols  of  a  denomina- 
tional nature  shall  be  exhibited  in  the  schools 
during  the  hours  of  united  instruction,  nor  will 
the  Commissionen  in  future  grant  aid  to  any 
schools  which  exhibit  on  the  exterior  of  the 
buildings  any  such  emblems." 

That  rule  had  never  been  interpreted 
and  never  was  laid  down  for  the  purpose 
of  forbidding  a  person  belonging  to  a 
religious  order  of  the  Church  of  Rome  to 
wear  a  religious  dress  in  a  school.  It 
csould  not  bear  such  an  interpretation, 
1>ecause  the  convent  schools  were  just  as 
much  subject  to  this  rule  and  to  every 
other  rule  of  the  Board  as  other  schools 
in  Ireland  were  ;  and  the  convent  schools 
bad  been  in  connection  with  the  National 
Board  for  the  last  60  years — having 
been  brought  into  connection  with  that 
Board  by  the  late  Lord  Derby  when 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  convent  schools,  of 
which  there  was  a  large  number,  had 
done,  and  were  doing,  a  vast  amount 
of  good  to  a  population  substantially 
Roman  Oatholio,  with  a  mere  sprink- 
ling, here  and  there,  of  Protestant  chil- 
dren. It  was  well  known  that  the  schools 
were  conducted  with  great  devotion  by 
those  excellent  and  admirable  ladies,  and 
it  was  equally  weU  known  that  when  Pro- 
testant children  attended  such  schools, 
as  they  did  in  certain  small  minorities, 
they  had  the  same  protection  against 
proselytism  which  they  enjoyed  else- 
where. In  fact,  no  case  had  ever  been 
alleged  of  any  Protestant  child  being 
subjected  to  attempts  of  that  kind  to 
change  its  faith.  If  such  danger  had 
been  found  to  be  unreal  in  the  c^se  of 
convent  schools,  there  90uld,  he  thought, 
be  very  little  danger  to  the  faith  of  any 
Protestant  child  who  might  stray  into 
the  workhouse  school  at  Granard.  The 
question  raised  by  the  noble  Earl  was  whe- 
ther the  Oranard  poorhouse  school  had 
broken  any  of  the  rules  of  the  National 
Board.  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  contended,  and  in  this  they 
were  supported  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
that  the  rule  which  he  had  read  had  no 
application  whatever  to  the  matter  in 
hand.  Teachers  in  workhouse  schools 
were  appointed  by  the  Guardians  them- 
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selves,  subject  to  the  sanction  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  their  con- 
nection with  the  National  Board  was 
simply  one  of  inspection.  It  was  quite 
clear  that  the  Commissioners  had  vio- 
lated no  rule,  and  that  in  retaining  the 
poor-house  school  in  question  in  con- 
nection with  their  Board  they  had  acted 
strictly  within  their  rights.  He  should 
be  glad  to^ive  the  noble  Earl  the  Papers 
moved  for  if  the  noble  Earl  would  change 
the  form  of  his  Motion,  because,  in  its 
present  shape,  it  would  not  give  the  facts 
of  the  case  on  both  sides. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  desired 
to  offer  a  few  words  in  reply.  Not- 
withstanding what  had  fallen  from  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  it  still  remained  quite 
clear  to  his  mind  that  the  compact  which 
had  been  arrived  at  on  the  question  had 
been  broken.  This  rule  not  only  applied 
to  emblems  outside  the  school,  but  also 
inside.  With  regard  to  the  sisters  of 
mercy,  he  had  not,  before  that  evening, 
heard  of  any  other  appointment  of  a 
similar  character.  He  maintained  that 
the  very  conspicuous  religious  dress  of 
a  sister  of  charity  was  a  denominational 
emblem,  and  the  rule  distinctly  forbad 
the  employment  of  any  such  emblem. 
The  reason  why  no  special  rule  had 
been  inserted  with  respect  to  religious 
dress  of  teachers  was  that  it  was  thought 
absolutely  impossible  that  -  such  an  ap- 
pointment coiUd  be  made.  It  was  a  total 
revolution  of  the  existing  system.  He 
should  certainly  recur  to  the  subject,  for, 
unless  a  protest  was  maintained,  such 
appointments  would  again  be  made,  and 
it  would  be  said  that  the  previous  ap- 
pointments had  been  tacitly  accepted. 

LoBD  O'HAGAN  said,  that  as  a  Com- 
missioner of  National  Education,  who 
had  held  that  office  the  past  quarter 
of  a  century,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
there  had  been  no  breach  of  compact, 
or  any  novelty  of  practice  introduced  in 
this  case.  Section  72  by  no  means  bore 
the  construction  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  sought  to  place  on  it.  The  system 
now  prevailing  had  prevailed  for  the 

East  50  years.  When  the  late  Lord 
>erby,  as  Chief  Secretary,  conferred  the 
great  boon  upon  Ireland  of  a  separate 
religious  and  a  combined  secular  in- 
struction, thereby  avoiding  the  curse  of 
proselytism  which  had  so  long  laid  upon 
Ireland,  it  was  agreed  that  ladies  be- 
longiog  to  religious  orders  should  be 
admitted  as  teachers.    If  the  construe- 
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tion  of  the  noble  Earl  was  adopted  there 
would  be  an  end  of  conventual  educa- 
tion in  Ireland*.  The  rule  provided 
against  the  exhibition  of  religious  em- 
blems or  symbols  during  the  hours  of 
united  instruction.  A  nun's  dress  was 
not  an  emblem  or  symbol.  The  rule 
had  already  been  strictly  enforced,  even 
to  the  iconoclastic  extent  of  excluding 
the  emblem  of  Bedemption,  the  exhibi- 
tion of  which  disentitled  to  a  grant.  If 
the  noble  Earl's  wishes  were  carried  out 
there  would  be  no  school  in  Ireland 
from  which  nuns  would  not  be  excluded. 
Could  anyone  assert  that  such  a  result 
would  be  in  the  interests  of  education  ? 
Those  schools  were  admirable  and  un- 
surpassed by  any  schools  in  existence. 
His  noble  Friend  on  the  Cross  Benches 
had  admitted  that  the  schools  were 
excellent. 

LoED  OEANMOEE  and  BEO WNE  : 
I  said  the  nuns  were  excellent  teachers 
of  Eoman  Catholics. 

Lord  0' HAG  AN  said,  that  the  adop- 
tion of  the  construction  contended  for 
would  be  a  deathrblow  to  the  existing 
system,  and  would  interfere  with  the 
performance  of  services  which  were 
beyond  price  and  beyond  praise. 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK  said,  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  had 
drawn  a  red  herring  across  the  trail. 
No  doubt  the  conyent  schools  were  doing 
excellent  work  in  Ireland  ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  O'Hagan)  was  surely  aware 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was  con- 
siderable difference  between  the  convent 
schools  and  others  in  that  country.  His 
noble  Friend  behind  him  (the  Earl  of 
Longford)  had  not  alluded  to  these  con- 
ventual schools.  The  question  was  not 
the  character  of  the  nuns  or  their  teach- 
ing, but  the  construction  of  Section  72. 
But  if  Section  72  was  not  clear,  Section 
71  explicitly  forbad  any  teaching  which 
would  be  known  to  belong  to  a  particular 
religious  body.  He  did  not  wish  to  be 
supposed  to  sympathize  with  his  noble 
Friend's  opinion  on  the  subject.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  sisters  teaching  in  work- 
house schools  ;  but  the  question  now  was 
the  construction  of  rul^s,  and  he  did  not 
think  his  noble  Friend's  argument  had 
been  fairly  met.  There  had  really  been 
a  new  departure,  and  it  might  be  a 
good  departure  ;  but  that  question  was  a 
large  one,  and  he  did  not  see  his  way  to 
coming  to  a  final  opinion  without  careful 
examination. 

Zord  0*llagan 


The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
that  all  his  knowledge  upon  this  subject 
was  derived  from  listening  to  that  de- 
bate ;  but  if  he  rightly  understood  the 
matter,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  whole 
question  lay  in  a  small  compass.  The 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  relied 
on  one  rule,  while  the  other  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Limerick)  referred  to  an- 
other rule  altogether.  It  was  not,  there- 
fore, extraordinary  that  his  noble  Friends 
should  have  referred  to  the  rule  to  which 
the  question  was  directed.  If  that  rule 
applied  to  any  school  connected  with 
the  National  Board,  it  applied  to  every 
school' attached  to  thisit  Board.  There- 
fore, it  would  apply  to  convent  schools, 
some  of  which  appeared  to  have  been 
long  connected  with  the  National  Board, 
and  it  could  not  be  said  that  some  new 
construction  had  now  been  placed  on 
Eule  72.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  cer- 
tainly thought  it  was  paradoxical  to 
say  that  a  nun  was  an  emblem  or  symbol 
of  a  religious  denomination,  or  that,  by 
wearing  her  usual  dress,  she  was  *'  ex- 
hibiting" any  such  emblem  or  symbol. 
Upon  that  point  he  agreed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  the  late  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land. The  only  real  question  must  be 
whether  it  was  expedient  or  not  that  in 
certain  cases  like  the  present  the  teach- 
ing of  these  ladies  should  be  allowed  in 
any  national  schools.  If  it  was  expe- 
dient in  some  conventual  schools — which 
did  not  seem  to  be  disputed — he  was 
unable,  at  present,  to  see  why  it  should 
be  thought  improper  in  other  cases, 
such  as  this  was  stated  to  be,  in  which 
there  were  none  but  Eoman  Catholic 
children. 

The  Earl  of  COUETO  WN  wished  to 
point  out,  in  answer  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  that  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Longford)  did 
not  found  his  argument  exclusively  on 
Eule  27 ;  he  objected  to  the  employment 
of  a  nun  in  her  conventual  dress  as  a 
teacher  as  a  departure  from  the  general 
principle  of  the  National  system  of  edu- 
cation, and  quoted  Eule  27  as  that  most 
pertinent  to  the  case.  It  was  well  known 
there  were  people  who  held  that  the 
National  system,  as  an  undenominational 
one,  was  a  sham,  and  this  matter  would 
tend  to  confirm  it.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  O'Hagan)  could 
hardly  have  forgotten  that  there  were 
certain  rules  distinctly  applicable  to  con- 
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Tentual  schools,  so  that  the  rules  apply- 
log  to  the  general  schools  of  the  country 
would  not  afifect  conrent  schools.  At 
any  rate,  he  considered  that  the  practice 
of  nuns  teaching  in  the  national  schools 
in  their  conventual  garb  should  not  be 
pennitted. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
iraten. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

tiU  To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF. COMMONS, 
Monday,  \9th  February,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— New  Wbit  Issued— /br  Port- 
arliogtoQ,  r.  Hod.  Bernard  Edward  Bamaby 
r^troatrick,  now  Lord  Castleton,  called  up  to 
thoHoufleof  Peers. 

Select  Comxittbe — Public  Petitions,  appointed 
aad  nominated;  Kitchen  and  Refreshment 
Sooms  (House  of  Commons),  appointed  and 
nominated. 

Public  Bills — leave — Ordered — First  Heading 
— Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment [89]. 

Ordered— Firtt  Heading — Oyster  and  Mussel 
Fisheries  Orders  Confirmation  *  [87] ;  Settled 
Land  Act  (1882)  Amendment  *  [88] ;  Private 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)  *  [90] ;  Factory 
and  Workshop  Act  (1878)  Amendment  *  [91] ; 
Waste  Lands  (Ireland) «  [92];  Municipal 
Boroughs*  [93] ;  Registration  of  Firms* 
[94]. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

PRIVATE  BILLS— NEW  STANDING 
ORDER.— RESOLUTION. 

The  chairman  of  WAYS  ant> 
MEANS  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfaib)  :  I  have 
to  move  the  Besolution  which  stands  on 
the  Paper  in  my  name.  The  object  of 
the  new  Standing  Order  is  not  to  repeal 
or  alter  any  of  the  existing  Standing 
Orders,  but  merely  to  expedite  Business 
by  embodying  in  a  Standing  Order  a 
modification  of  the  existing  practice. 
There  is  a  certain  class  of  Private  Bills 
which  interfere  with  vested  interests, 
and  therefore  the  Standing  Orders  pro- 
vide that  full  notice  sh^  be  given 
to   interested    parties   in    such    cases, 


and  the  nature  of  the  Bills  duly  ad- 
vertised. When  these  Bills  enter  the 
House,  and  are  ordered  for  a  second 
reading,  they  are  referred  to  the  Exa- 
miners to  see  that  the  Standing  Orders 
have  been  fully  complied  with.  But 
the  mere  fact  of  referring  Bills  to  the 
Examiners  discharges  the  Order  for  a 
second  reading,  and  consequently  the 
day  obtained  by  ballot  for  the  second 
reading  is  lost,  and  the  Member  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  may  have  no  oppor- 
tunity during  the  rest  of  the  Session  of 
obtaining  another  day  for  the  second 
reading.  The  object  of  the  new  Standing 
Order  is  that  after  the  Examiner  has 
had  such  a  Bill  before  him,  and  after 
hearing  the  parties  concerned,  and 
finding  that  due  notice  has  been  given 
in  the  case  of  all  the  interests  afi'ected, 
he  shall  declare  that  the  Standing 
Orders  have  been  complied  with,  and 
the  Bill  would,  in  that  case,  take  its 
due  course  on  the  day  on  which  it  had 
been  ordered  by  the  House.  It  will 
therefore  be  seen  that  the  new  Standing 
Order  makes  no  alteration  in  what  has 
hitherto  been  the  practice  in  regard  to 
Private  Bills,  except  that  it  dispenses 
with  the  necessity,  when  a  Bill  is  ordered 
to  be  referred  to  the  Examiners,  of  dis- 
charging the  Order  for  the  second 
reading.  The  whole  meaning  of  the 
Order  is  that  a  Bill  should  run  its  due 
course,  provided  that  the  Examiner,  after 
having  heard  all  the  parties,  shall  be 
satisfied  that  advertisements  have  been 
issued,  and  due  notices  given  to  all  the 
parties  concerned.  I  beg  now  to  move 
the  following  Besolution  : — 

'*  Where  a  Bill  having  been  brought  in  on 
Motion  (not  being  a  Bill  tg  confirm  a  Pro- 
visional Order  or  Certificate)  ia  read  the  first 
time,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  second  time,  on 
a  day  appointed,  and  it  appears  that  the 
Standing  Orders  relative  to  Private  Bills  may 
be  applicable  to  the  Bill,  the  Examiners  of  Pe- 
titions for  Private  Bills  shall,  on  an  Order  of 
the  House,  examine  the  Bill  with  respect  to 
compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders,  and  shall 
proceed  and  report  forthwith,  and  the  Order  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  shall  not  be 
affected  thereby ;  but,  if  the'  Examiner  report 
that  any  Standing  Order  applicable  to  the  Bill 
has  not  been  complied  with,  and  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  report  that  such 
Standing  Order  ought  not  to  be  dispensed  with, 
the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill 
or  the  Order  for  Commitment  thereof,  as  the 
case  may  be,  shadl  be  discharged/* 

Besolution  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be 
a  Standing  Order  of  the  House, 
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NOTICES. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  ASSASSINA- 
TIONS—MAGISTERIAL INQUIRY  AT 
KILMAINHAM. . 

8iB  HERBERT  MAXWELL :  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  to-morrow  I  shall 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  one 
Sheridan,  described  by  James  Carey  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry  at  the  Kilmain- 
ham  Court  House  on  Saturday  as  hav- 
ing acted  as  intermediary  between  the 
Irish  Invincibles  and  their  allies  in 
London,  is  one  of  the  men  mentioned  in 
the  negotiations  that  led  to  the  release 
of  the  suspects  from  Kilmainham  Gaol 
last  Spring,  and  of  whom  the  honourable 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  before  his 
release,  said — 

''  He  hoped  to  make  use  of  and  get  him  hack 
from  ahroad,  as  he  would  he  able  to  help  him  to 
put  down  conspiracy  or  agitation,  as  he  knew 
all  its  details  in  the  West ;  " 

and,  with  regard  to  whom  the  Member 
for  Bradford  said  in  this  House,  on  15th 
May— 

'*  It  gave  me  a  sort  of  insight  into  what  had 
been  happening,  which  I  had  not  before,  that  a 
man  (Sheridan)  whom  I  knew,  in  as  far  as  I 
had  any  possibility  of  knowing,  was  engaged  in 
these  outrages,  was  so  far  under  the  influence  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
that  upon  his  release  he  would  get  the  assistance 
of  that  man  to  put  down  the  Tery  things  he  had 
been  provoking." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst},  I  beg  to 
give  Notice,  in  view  of  what  has  trans- 
pired at  the  Kilmainham  Police  Court, 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  in 
paragraph  10,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from 
the  woid  ''upheld,"  to  the  end  of  the 
paragraph,  in  order  to  insert  the  words — 

''  And  we  venture  to  express  our  earnest  hope 
that  the  change  of  policy  which  has  produced 
these  results  will  be  maintained,  and  that  no 
further  attempts  will  be  made  to  purchase  the 
support  of  persons  disaffected  to  Her  Majesty's 
Rule,  by  concessions  to  lawless  agitation,  and 
that  the  existence  of  dangerous  secret  societies 
in  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  Country  will 
continue  to  be  met  by  unremitting  energy  and 
vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  Executive.*' 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
have  given  private  Notice  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  a 
Question  I  proposed  to  put  to  him.    I 


do  not  know  that  it  will  be  convenient 
for  him  to  answer  it  now.  In  reference 
to  the  Notices  that  have  been  g^ven  by 
my  Friends  behind  me  and  below  me, 
I  propose  to  ask  him,  Whether  the 
person  described  by  the  witness  James 
Carey,  before  the  Court  of  Inquiry  at 
Kilmainham,  on  Saturday  last,  as  P.  J. 
Sheridan,  of  Tubbercurry,  is  the  same 
person  as  the  Sheridan  referred  to  in 
the  Memorandum  sent  to  the  Prime 
Minister  and  other  Members  of  the 
Government  by  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
at  the  time  when  the  release  of  the 
"suspects"  was  under  consideration  in 
April  last,  which  was  read  in  this  House 
on  the  l.^th  of  May,  1882  ?  If  my  right 
hon.  Friend  would  prefer  it,  I  will  put 
the  Question  to-morrow. 

Mr.  TREVELTAN :  According  to  the 
information  which  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  and  myself  have  in  the  Irish 
Office  in  London,  we  believe  Sheridan  to 
be  the  same  man.  Absolute  certainty 
perhaps  in  one  sense  cannot  be  acquired 
as  to  who  any  particular  person  referred 
to  in  any  particular  sentence  was ;  but  we 
believe  that  the  man  referred  to  through- 
out these  transactions  was  the  same. 

QUESTIONS. 

NAVY— ARMAMENT— BREECH- 
LOADING  GUNS. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  The  number 
and  calibre  of  the  new  breechloading 
guns  received  into  the  Naval  Service  up 
to  the  present  time,  and  in  what  ships 
they  are  mounted ;  and,  whether  he  will 
state  to  the  House  the  present  condition 
of  the  43  ton  gun  and  the  other  breech- 
loading  guns  provided  for  the  Naval 
Service  in  the  Estimates  for  1881-2, 
1882-3? 

Mr.  brand  (for  Mr.  Campbslz«- 
Bannebmak)  :  The  number  and  calibre 
of  guns  actually  on  board  ship  is  £6 
6-inch  and  13  4-inch.  The  following 
statement  shows  the  distribution  of 
breech-loading  guns  on  February  10, 
1883: — There  were  issued  to  ships— 
Rtwer,  14  6-i4ich ;  Saiehtte,  eight  6-inch ; 
Heroine^  eight  6-inch;  Cambridge^  two 
6-inch ;  EoUpwr^  two  6-inch  ;  Byaeintk^ 
eight  6-inch  ;  ExcelUni,  two  6-inch,  one 
4 -inch  ;  SwifUure,  eight  4-inch ;  Aieefo, 
four    4-inch;    Eurgalui,     two     6-inch; 
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Folate,  ten  6-inch — total,  56  6-incli,  13 
4-iDch.  Besides  guns  actually  on  board 
ships  there  were  41  6-inch  and  JO  4- 
inch  at  gun  wharves  and  appropriated 
to  yessels.     The  condition  of  the  43-ton 

funs  and  other  breech-loading  guns  was 
escribed  by  Mr.  Childers  in  August  and 
NoTsmber,  1882,  and  the  programme 
he  laid  down  has  been  fairly  carried  out 
— that  is,  4  3- ton  guns  have  been  accele- 
rated by  a  transfer  from  guns  provided 
for  land  service,  and  the  whole  will  be 
completed  by  October  next :  9  2-inch 
guns  will  be  completed  by  January, 
1884.  The  8-inch  guns  have  been  a  little 
delayed,  but  probably  will  be  completed 
by  December  of  this  year  ;  while  the  6- 
inch  guns  will  nearly  all  be  ready  by 
the  date  previously  given — that  is,  June, 
1883.  The  5-inch  and  4-inch  guns  are 
all  in  an  advanced  state,  and  will  be 
completed,  the  former  by  September  and 
the  latter  by  July  next. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  from 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 

Mb.  brand  said,  the  delivery  of  the 
43-ton  guns  to  the  Navy  had  been 
approved. 

THEATRES  AKD  MUSIC  HALLS  (METRO- 
POLIS)—PRECAUTIONS  AGAINST  FIRE 
-CAPTAIN  SHAW*S  REPORT. 

Ma.  DIXON-HARTLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  after  the  recent  fire  at 
the  Alhambra  Theatre,  which  spread  so 
rapidly  that  it  must  have  been  most  dis- 
astrous to  the  public  had  it  happened 
daring  the  performance,  he  is  now  pre- 
pared to  lay  Captain  Shaw's  Heport  about 
Theatres  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  now  bring 
in,  or  facilitate  the  bringing  in,  of  a 
measure  which  shall  give  additional 
safety  to  the  theatre-going  public  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  I  have 
before  stated  to  the  hon.  Member  the 
reason  why  Captain  Shaw'sBeport  cannot 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
I  have  now  no  reason  to  alter  that  opi- 
nion. With  reference  to  what  has  been 
done,  tho  Metropolitan  Board  is  taking 
active  measures  with  reference  to  Metro- 
pohtan  theatres,  and,  as  far  as  I  am 
able  to  judge,  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 
With  regard  to  the  final  Question  men- 
tioned at  the  end,  in  my  opinion  that  is 
a  matter  eminently  for  the  municipal 
and  local  authorities,  and  any  proposal 


of  that  character  should  be  vested  in  the 
local  authorities — to  whom  it  belongs 
— and  not  in  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  answer  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, gave  Notice  that,  in  view  of  the 
great  danger  which  still  exists  to  the 
theatre-going  public  from  the  inefficiency 
of  the  powers  under  existing  Acts,  and 
the  laxity  with  which  such  powers  are 
exercised,  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  what  steps  should 
be  taken  to  put  this  important  subject 
on  a  proper  footing,  and  that  their 
attention  should  be  especially  called  to 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
1866,  over  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man theMember  forRipon  (Mr.Goschen) 
presided. 

• 

CHARGES  OF  RAILWAY  COMPANIES- 
RECOMMENDATIONS  OF  THE  SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session 
to  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  last  Session 
to  inquire  into  the  charges  of  Railway 
Companies,  &c.  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  would 
agree  with  him  that  it  was  not  desir- 
able to  multiply  Bills  unless  there  was 
some  prospect  of  carrying  them  ;  and 
the  Government  list  was  already  full. 
If  an  opportunity  should  arise  at  any 
future  period,  it  might  be  desirable  to 
introduce  such  a  Bill  as  that  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  referred. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— ARTICLE  61— 
.  REFORMS  IN  ARMENIA, 

Mb.  BAXT£R  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
it  is  true  that  the  Sixty-first  Article  of 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  still  remains  a  dead 
letter ;  and,  if  any  steps  have  been  re- 
cently taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, with  a  view  to  giving  effect  to  the 
promised  reforms  in  Armenia  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
Lord  Dufferin  has  made  repeated  com- 
munications to  the  Porte  on  this  subject. 
As  lately  as  December  last,  Mr.  Wynd- 
ham.  Her  Majesty's  Charg6  d' Affaires, 
pointed  out  the  danger  of  not  instituting 
the  reforms  which  Her  Majesty's  Qo^ 
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vornment  had  so  continually  and  strongly 
pressed  the  Turkish  Government  to  carry 
out. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS-IMPORTATION  OF  DISEASED 
CATTLE  FROM  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mb.  BIEKBEOK  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  upwards  of  300  head  of  cattle 
arrived  at  Liverpool  on  the  3 1st  of 
January  in  the  steamship  ''KansaSi" 
all  affected  with  foot  and  mouth  disease; 
and,  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
the  serious  losses  incurred  hy  tenant 
farmers  from  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
'.Her  Majesty's  Government  will  prohibit 
the  importation  of  live  stock  from  Foreign 
Countries  where  disease^  is  known  to 
exist?  '  • 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  The  steamship 
JTamas,  from  Boston  (United  States) 
arrived  at  the  foreign  animals  wharf  at 
Liverpool,  at  noon  on  January  80,  1883, 
having  on  board  313  cattle  and  398 
sheep.  The  Inspector  of  the  Privy 
Council  stationed  at  Liverpool  certified 
on  the  same  day  that  219  of  the  cattle 
were  affected  with  foot  -  and  -  mouth 
disease,  and  six  sheep  with  sheep  scab. 
The  cargo  was  landed  at  the  foreign 
animals  wharf  at  Birkenhead,. and  there 
slaughtered.  In  reply  to  the  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
have  to  say  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  Privy  Council  "to  prohibit  importa- 
tion from  foreign  countries  where  disease 
is  known  to  exist.  I  am  advised  that 
there  is  no  country  in  the  world  whore 
disease,  as  defined  ^by**  the  Act,  is  non- 
existent, and  that  prohibition  would  be 
in  direct  violation  of  the  principle  of  the 
Act,  which  distinctly  provides  for  the  re- 
ception and  slaughter  of  animals  coming 
from  countries  where  disease  is  known 
to  exist. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  IRISH 
INDUSTRIES. 

Captain  AYLMEB  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  What  decision  the  Cabinet  have 
arrived  at  regarding  the  Memorial  pre- 
sented to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
last  Session,  praying  him  to  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Hoyal  Commission 
on  Irish  Industries  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  can  only  refer 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  a  oom- 
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munication  which,  I  am  informed,  was 
addressed  to  him  by  the  Prime  Minister 
on  the  3rd  of  November  last,  to  the  effect 
that  his  Colleagues  agreed  that  they 
could  not  recommend  the  Crown  to  grant 
a  Hoyal  Commission.  No  different  con- 
clusion has,  I  understand,  been  arrived 
at  by  the  Cabinet  since  the  receipt  of 
the  Memorial  referred  to.  Possibly, 
however,  the  Bill  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  given  Notice  will  show 
some  subject  calling  for  inquiry  of  which 
the  Government  is  at  present  unaware. 

GROUND  GAME  ACT— LEGISLATION. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  Scotland  as  to  the  trapping^  of 
rabbits  under  the  Gbt)und  Game  Act; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  to  amend  the  Act,  bo 
as  to  give  farmers  full  liberty  to  trap 
rabbits  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  I  am 
informed  there  has  been  a  deoisiony 
which  has  astonished  a  good  many 
people,  including  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill,  to  the  effect  that  a  hole  made  by  a 
rabbit  is  not  a  rabbit  hole;  that  it  is 
essential  to  a  hole  that  it  should  have  a 
top.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  the 
correct  view  of  the  Act,  or  whether  it  is 
the  view  of  those  who  promoted  it ;  but 
if  it  should  turn  out  to  be  the  case  I  will 
do  all  I  can  to  assist  my  hon.  Friend  in 
amending  the  Act. 

TURKEY  IN  ASIA— NAVIGATION  OF 
THE  TIGRIS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  give  any  in- 
formation as  to  a  recent  communication 
from  the  Turkish  Embassy,  stating  that 

'^Menahim  Salih  Effendi,  a  merchant  of 
Bagdad,  has  been  authorised  to  establish,  with- 
out monopoly,  a  navigation  service  on  the 
Tigris ; " 

and,  whether  that  navigation  will  now 
be  free  to  vessels  other  than  those  under 
the  Ottoman  flag  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  aware  of 
the  announcement  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  respecting  a  concession  for  the 
navigation  of  the  Tigris  recently  granted 
by  the  Forte  to  a  merchant  at  Bagdad, 
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The  concession  does  not,  however,  appear 
to  relate  to  the  question  of  the  naviga- 
tion of  that  river  by  vessels  under  a 
foreign  flag.  I  may  add  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  desirous,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Provinces  of  Asiatic 
Turkey,  that  the  Euphrates  and  Tigris 
should  be  opened  to  navigation  by  vessels 
under  all  flags ;  but  the  principle  of  the 
free  navigation  of  rivers,  established  by 
the  additional  Act  of  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna,  applies  only  to  rivers  which 
flow  through,  the  territories  of  dififerent 
States. 

JAiCAICA— THE  LEGISLATIVE 
COUNCIL. 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  vacancies  in  the  Legislative 
Council  of  Jamaica,  occasioned  by  the 
resignation  of  all  the  non-official  mem- 
bers, have  been  or  are  intended  to  be 
filled  up ;  whether  a  memorial  has  been 
receivea  at  the  Colonial  Office  from 
Jamaica  expressing  intense  dissatisfac- 
tion with  the  present  system  of  Crown 
Govemmenti  and  praying  for  the  re- 
storation, of  representative  Government ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  consider  the  expediency  of  modify- 
ing the  -present  composition  of  the 
Legislative  Council  by  introducing  a 
fair  proportion  of  members  chosen  by 
popular  election  ? 

Ma.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  The  vacan- 
des  in  the  Legislative  Council  of  Jamaica 
have  not  been  filled  up,  nor  is  it  intended 
to  fill  them  up  at  present.  No  Memorial 
such  as  that  described  in  the  Question 
has  recently  been  received  at  the  Colonial 
Office.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
considering  the  expediency  of  modifying 
the  present  composition  of  the  Legislative 
Council ;  but  they  will  not  come  to  any 
decision  until  after  they  have  received 
the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners  who 
are  now  on  the  spot  inquiring  into  the 
finances  and  administration  of  Jamaica. 

LAW  AlO)      POLICE  —  THE     PUBLIC 
THOEOUGHFARES  (METROPOLIS). 

CoLONSL  MAKINS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  lie  is  prepared,  by  legislation  or 
otherwise,  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  in  preventing 
the  obstruction  of  public  thoroughfares 


by    persons    wlio    frequent    them    for 
immoral  purposes  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  was  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Commissioners  of  Police 
and  the  Police  Magistrates  on  this  very 
important  subject.  There  were  some 
difficulties  in  the  present  state  of  the 
law.  which,  as  interpreted  by  some  of 
the  magistrates,  required  that  some 
individual  should  complain  that  he  him- 
self was  annoyed  in  the  matter,  and  that 
general  annoyance  of  the  public  would 
not  be  sufficient.  He  was  making  in- 
quiries how  far  this  view  was  maintained, 
and  if  it  were  maintained  it  was  desir- 
able that  the  law  should  be  altered.  He 
miglit  mention  that  a  Bill,  founded  upon 
the  Beport  of  the  House  of  Lords  Com- 
mittee with  reference  to  the  protection 
of  \7omen,  would  shortly  be  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Lords,  which  would, 
to  a  certain  extent,  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  if  necessary  a  clause  would  be 
inserted  to  carry  out  the  views  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member. 

EGYPT— SALE  OF  THE  EGYPTIAN 
DOMAIN  LANDS. 

SiK  GEOHGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  proposed  to  sell 
the  Domain  lands  in  Egypt,  acquired  by 
usurpation  and  otherwise  by  the  late 
Khedive  and  his  family,  without  making 
provision  for  the  security  of  the  culti- 
vators of  the  soil  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUKICE: 
A  scheme  has  been  proposed  for  the  sale 
of  the  Domain  Lands,  which  are  hypo- 
thecated as  security  for  the  Rothschild 
Loan.  It  is  at  present  incomplete ;  but 
its  provisions  contemplate  the  disposed 
of  the  lands  for  the  liquidation  of  the 
loan  under  conditions  which  will  afford 
facilities  for. payment,  and  enable  the 
cultivators  of  the  soil  to  become  the 
proprietors  of  their  holdings  on  moderate 
terms.  The  scheme  is  still  under  con- 
sideration. We  have  no  official  informa« 
tion  of  any  sales  having  taken  place ; 
but,  if  that  is  the  case,  the  sales  must 
have  been  effected  under  the  power 
contained  in  the  Decree  of  January  30, 
1879,  whereby  the  whole  or  any  part  of 
the  land  may  be  sold  by  the  Ccrmmis- 
sioners,  subject  to  the  conditions  of  the 
Loan  Contract,  and  of  regulations  ap- 
proved by  the  Council  pf  Mixusters, 
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STATE   OF  IRELAND— MIGRATION  OP 
AGRICULTURAL  LABOURERS. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  Hetura  of  the  Irish 
Migratory  Agricultural  Labourers  lately 
issued,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  in  the  districts 
of  the  South  of  Scotland  and  North  of 
England,  where  these  people  have  usually 
been  employed,  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  the  recent  decrease  in  their 
numbers  is  due  to  decrease  of  demand 
for  their  services,  or  decrease  of  supply ; 
and,  if  the  former,  whether  the  decrease 
of  demand  is  likely  to  be  permanent  or 
temporary ;  and,  whether  it  is  necessary 
or  desirable  artificially  to  stimulate  the 
emigration  of  this  class  of  people  ? 

Mr.  TKEVELYAN:  As  the  Irish 
Office  is  the  only  Department  which 
hitherto  has  made  inquiry  into  this  mat- 
ter, perhaps  mv  hon.  Friend  will  allow 
me  to  answer  this  Question.  The  Irish 
Government  has  made  careful  inquiry 
lately,  and  is  satisfied  that  the  proportion 
of  migratory  agricultural  labourers  from 
a  district  is  a  proof  of  the  poverty  of  the 
district  and  the  inability  of  the  holdings, 
from  their  small  size  or  other  circum- 
stances, to  support  the  people.  I  do  not 
quite  catch  the  meaning  of  the  last  para- 
graph ;  but  the  information  obtained  has 
only  confirmed  the  Irish  Government  in 
their  belief  that  they  are  right  in  assist- 
ing people  to  emigrate  who  are  unable 
to  live  in  comfort  in  Ireland.  I  fancy 
the  Local  Government  Board  is  the  De- 
partment which  would  have  the  greatest 
facility  for  conducting  the  inquiry  which 
the  hon.  Member  suggests ;  but  the  view 
of  the  Irish  Government  with  regard  to 
the  duty  of  assisting  emigration  could 
not  be  altered  by  anything  which  that 
inquiry  could  produce. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Sir 
Georoe  Campbell, 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  said,  he  would 
make  inquiries  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  upon  the  subject. 

LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    ACT,     1881— 
ANTRIM  CO.  SUB-COMMISSION. 

Mk.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Wliether  three  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners from  the  counties  of  Gal  way, 
Dublin^  and  Wioklow  respectively  have 


been  lately  appointed  to  the  county  An- 
trim Sub-Commission ;  and,  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  these  gentlemen  have  had 
no  previous  experience  or  knowledge  of 
the  Ulster  custom  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN :  I  referred  this 
Question  to  the  Land  Commissioners, 
and  have  received  from  them  the  follow- 
ing reply : — 

"  The  residences  of  three  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  on  the  Antrim  Suh -Commission 
are  respectively  in  the  counties  Dublin,  Gal  way, 
and  Wicklow.  The  Land  Commissioners  allo- 
cated the  different  Assistant  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  different  dis- 
tricts according  to  the  best  of  their  judgment 
and  discretion ;  and  having  done  so,  after  much 
care  and  consideration,  they  must  decline  to 
discuss  or  meet  complaints  made  against  parti- 
cular Assistant  Commissioners.*' 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (INDIA)-TRIAL  OP 
EUROPEANS  BY  NATIVE  JUDGES. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
in  contemplation  by  the  Government  of 
India  to  change  the  existing  Law  re- 
lating to  the  trial  of  Europeans  in  India ; 
and,  if  scf,  whether  he  would  guarantee 
that  no  sanction  would  be  given  to  such  a 
proposal  by  Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment 
until  this  House  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  propriety  of  such  a 
measure  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  OEOSS :  The  Government 
of  India  has  now  in .  contemplation  a 
change  in  the  law  relating  to  the  trial  of 
Europeans  in  certain  cases ;  and  the  late 
Secretary  of  State,  at  the  request  of  that 
Government,  sanctioned  the  introduction 
into  the  Indian  Legislative  Council  of  a 
Bill  to  carry  out  this  change.  Under 
the  existing  Criminal  Code,  outside  the 
Presidency  towns  no  European  can  be 
sentenced  by  a  Sessions  Judg^  to  more 
than  12  months'  imprisonment,  nor  by  a 
first-class  magistrate  to  more  than  three 
months'  imprisonment ;  the  Sessions 
Judge  and  the  first-class  magistrate 
being  European  British  subjects.  The 
Government  of  India  has  recommended 
that  these  limited  powers  of  jurisdiction 
should  be  extended  to  certain  selected 
Natives  in  the  GK)vernment  service.  The 
actual  proposal  is  that,  if  the  Govern- 
ment appoints  a  Native  to  be  a  Judge  of 
a  Sessions  Court  or  a  district  magistrate, 
he  shall,  ex  officio ^  have  the  same  juris- 
diction over  Europeans,  as  if  he  were 
himself  an  European  ;  and  that  the 
local  governments  shall  be  authorised 
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to  confer  similar  magisterial  powers 
npoD  selected  members  of  the  cove* 
nanted  Civil  Service  of  the  Native  Civil 
Service — constituted  under  the  statutory 
Bules  made  under  33  Viet,,  c.  3 — and 
•of  the  non-regulation  Commissions^  and 
upon  cantonment  magistrates  who  are 
already  exercising  first-class  magisterial 
powers,  and  who  are,  in  the  opinion  of 
Government,  fit  to  be  intrusted  with 
these  further  powers.  It  may  be  as  well 
to  state  that  for  the  last  20  years  there 
have  been  Native  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  with  jurisdiction  and  powers  pre- 
cisely the  same  as  those  of  Europeans ; 
and  that  for  30  years  there  have  been  in 
the  Presidency  towns  Native  magistrates 
who  have  constantly  and  satisfactorily 
exercised  criminal  j  urisdiction  over  Euro- 
peans in  those  towns.  The  Procedure 
Code  g^ves  to  every  European  British' 
subject,  who  considers  himself  unlawfully 
detained  in  custody,  the  right  to  apply 
to  the  High  Court  for  an  order  to  bring 
him  up  before  that  Court.  In  renly  to 
the  concluding  sentence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question,  I  may  say  that,  as  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  does  not  wish  un- 
necessarily to  delay  the  accomplishment 
of  these  reforms,  it  is  not  intended  to 
submit  the  question  to  the  House  of 
Commons. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BASUTOLAND. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Government  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  Correspon- 
dence relative  to  the  affairs  of  Basuto- 
land  between  General  Gordon,  late  Com- 
mandant General  at  the  Cape,  and  the 
Governor  or  Ministers  of  the  Cape 
Colony  ? 

Mk.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
he  would  lay  the  Correspondence  on 
this  subject  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
to-morrow. 

ARABI   PASHA— CONDITIONS    OF    DE- 
TENTION AT  CEYLON. 

Ma.  LABGUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Arab!  Pacha  and  the  other 
Egyptians  who  have  been  banished  from 
]^ypt,  and  who  are  now  in  Ceylon,  are 
retained  there  as  prisoners ;  and,  if  so, 
by  what  Law  ? 

Low)  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
No,  Sir ;  Arabi  Pasha  is  not  retained  as 
ft  priaoner,  but  remains  in  Ceylon  in 


accordance  with  a  solemn  undertaking 
in  writing,  which  was  signed  by  Himself, 
and  witnessed  by  his  European  counsel, 
to  the  effect  that  he  would  remove  to 
any  locality  indicated  by  the  Egyptian 
Government,  and  there  remain  until  in- 
vited to  chanfce  his  abode. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WGLFP  asked 
by  what  means  the  authorities  in  Ceylon 
could  enforce  this  order  on  the  part  of 
the  Egyptian  Government? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  him  Notice  of  that  Question. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  (IRELAND)— 
SLUICES  ON  THE  SHANNON. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  the  sluices  on  the  Shannon 
are  now  completed  and  in  a  fit  state  to 
prevent  the  neighbouring  lands  from 
being  submerged  by  the  summer  floods  ? 

Mr. . COURTNEY :  Yes,  Sir;  the 
sluices  in  question  have  been  completed  ; 
but  some  minor  works  still  remaiu  to  be 
done,  having  been  retarded  by  the  un- 
favourable season.  There  is  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  they  will  be  in  working 
order  before  the  time  of  the  summer 
floods. 

ORDER— ALTERATION  OF  QUESTIONS 
—THE    KILMAINHAM    "AGREEMENT." 

Mr.  KENNARD  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether,  when 
addressing  an  audience  at  Sheffield 
lately,  he  stated  that  the  Right  Hon. 
gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
had  not  specifically  declined  to  agree 
with  the  ^rime  Minister  as  to  the  policy 
of  negotiating  terms  of  agpreement  with 
the  members  of  the  Irish  Party  then 
confined  at  Kilmainham?  The  hon^ 
Gentleman  said  he  wished  to  substitute 
the  word  '*  arrangement "  for  the  word 
^*  agreement,"  appearing  on  the  Notice 
Paper. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  put  one  Question  on  the  Notice 
Paper  and  has  now  substituted  for  it 
another  and  entirely  different  Question, 
which  he  now  proposes  to  alter.  I  made 
no  statement  at  all  resembling  the  one 
first  put  on  the  Paper.  With  respect  to 
the  substituted  Question,  I  did  not  use 
the  language  employed  by  the  hon. 
Member.  What  I  did  say  was  a  mere 
statement  of  opinion  on  the  question 
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which  I  formed,  like  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  from  hearing  the  de- 
bates on  the  subject. 

ENGLAND  AND  MEXICO— DIPLOMATIC 
COMMUNICATION. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any,  and,  if  so.  what  steps 
have  been  taken  to  provide  for  a  Con- 
sular or  Diplomatic  representative  of 
this  Country  in  Mexico  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE  :  I 
regret  that  I  am  unable  at  present  to 
add  anything  to  the  statement  made  by 
my  Predecessor  on  the  Slst  of  October 
last,  in  reply  to  a  Question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood),  to  the 
effect  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  be  very  glad  to  renew  relations 
with  Mexico,  but  that  the  difficulties  in 
the  way  were  considerable.  The  ques- 
tion continues,  however,  to  receive  the 
close  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  whether  it 
was  the  fact  that  Eepresentatives  of  this 
country  had  been  sent  to  Mexico  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
asked  the  hon.  Member  to  give  Notice 
of  the  Question. 

THE  NAVAL  AND  MILITARY 
ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  arrange  to  have  the 
Naval  and  Military  Estimates  taken  at 
an  early  period  of  the  Session  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  I  am  as  anxious 
as  my  hon.  Friend  can  be  that  the  Esti- 
mates should  be  brought  forward  at  the 
earliest  possible  date  ;  but  he  must  know 
that  my  influence  for  this  end  is  ex- 
tremely limited. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  in  consequence 
of  the  answer  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  he  wished  to  give  Notice  that 
he  should  repeat  the  Question  to  the 
noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  Thursday. 

POST  OFFICE— LETTERS  FOR  INDIA. 

Mr.  KENNAUD  asked  the  Acting 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  Indian 
letters  could  henceforward  share  the 
privilege  accorded  to  Continental  letters 
every  night,  of  being  posted  at  Charing 
Cross  and  Cannon  Street  in  late  boxes, 
seeing    that    Indian    and    Continental 
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letters  are  conveyed  in  the  same  trains 
and  boats  so  far  as  England  is  con- 
cerned ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  fear  that 
the  privilege  the  hon.  Member  refers  to 
cannot  be  extended  to  Indian  letters.' 
The  foreign  letters  so  dealt  with  are 
sorted  in  the  train  on  the  way  to  Dover ; 
but  it  is  considered  that,  looking  to  the 
great  bulk  and  importance  of  the  Indian 
weekly  mail,  and  the  limited  time  be- 
tween London  and  Dover,  it  would  nob 
be  advisable  to  adopt  this  arrangement 
with  regard  to  letters  to  the  East. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE -THE  GOVERNMENT 

MEASURES. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any,  and, 
if  80,  which,  of  the  Bills  named  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  are  intended  to  be  intro* 
duced  into  the  House  of  Lords  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
We  do  npt  think  that  any  advantag^e 
would  accrue— for  reasons  which,  prob- 
ably, it  would  not  be  necessary  forme  to 
explain  now  in  detail — in  introducing  any 
of  the  measures  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  into  the  House  of  Lords,  except 
the  Scotch  University  Education  Bill. 
There  will,  however,  shortly  be  several 
other  Bills  introduced  into  that  House 
which  are  not  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  but  which  deal  with  subjects  of 
considerable  importance.  Among  them 
are  those  relating  to  the  Law  as  to  Con* 
tempt  of  Court,  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Law  relating;  to  Medical  Matters,  to  Sea 
Fisheries,  Naval  Discipline,  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Judicature  Act,  and  to  the 
Protection  of  Young  Qirls. 

THE  DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE— SIR 
AUGUSTUS  PAGET. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  report  is.  correct  that  has 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  that  Sir 
Augustus  Paget  is  about  to  be  relieved 
of  his  functions  as  Ambassador  at  Rome, 
and  to  be  placed  on  the  Retired  List 
with  a  pension  of  £1,500  per  annum ; 
and,  whether,  if  so,  this  is  in  conse- 
quence of  ill-health  or  of  advjinced  age  ? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE : 
The  Select  Committee  of  this  House,  in 
their  Report  of  May  18,  1871,  made 
several  recommendations.    One,  whioh 
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was  unanimously  agreed  to,  was  to  the 
following  effect : — 

'*  That  the  duration  of  the  appointments  of  the 
Heads  of  Missions  should  not  exceed  five  years, 
without  conferring  any  claim  for  employment 
for  the  whole  period ;  and  that,  while  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  should  have  it  in  his  power  to 
re-appoint  any  such  Head  to  the  same  or  an- 
other Mission,  if  he  think  fit,  it  should  be  his 
dat^  to  consider,  at  the  expiration  of  each 
penod  of  five  years,  whether  such  re-appoint- 
ment is,  or  is  not,  for  the  public  service.  * 

The  matter  was  carefully  considered  by 
the  Foreign  Office  and  the  Treasury; 
and  the  following  Begulation  was  ac- 
cordingly adopted  in  1872  : — 

"  The  duration  of  the  appointments  of  Heads 
of  Missions  at  Foreign  Courts  shall  not  exceed, 
though  it  may  be  less  than,  five  years ;  and  at 
the  expiration  of  five  years  the  question  of  re* 
appointment,  though  in  that  case  not  involving 
fresh  credentials,  or  of  transfer  to  another 
Mission,  shall  be  open  for  consideration." 

At  the  lapse  of  fire  years  from  that  time 
the  appointment  of  the  majority  of  the 
Heads  of  Missions  was  renewed  by  the 
late  Oovemment.  One  Ambassador  and 
one  Minister  were  not  re -appointed 
under  this  provision.  In  1879  Lord 
Salisbury  added  a  further  provision — 
that  members  of  the  Diplomatic  Service, 
on  attaining  the  age  of  70  years,  should 
be  retired  on  the  pension  for  which  their 
services  may  qualify  them.  In  1881 
Sir  Augustus  Paget,  who  had  then  been 
for  14  years  the  Bepresentative  of  Her 
Majesty  in  Italy,  and  for  five  years  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Borne,  was 
offered  the  Embassy  at  i^t.  Petersburg, 
which  he  declined  on  the  ground  of  ill- 
health.  His  appointment  at  Bome  was 
continued  ;  but  he  was  informed  that  it 
could  only  be  provisional.  At  the  end 
of  last  year  the  term  of  appointment 
expired  for  several  Heads  of  Missions. 
Some  were  re- appointed  for  a  specified 
shorter  term,  and  one  was  informed  that 
his  appointment  would  terminate.  8ir 
Augustus  Paget  was  privately  informed 
that  his  appointment  would  terminate 
at  the  end  of  April ;  but,  at  his  request, 
it  was  extended  to  the  end  of  June  next. 
His  Excellency  will  be  entitled  to  a  pen- 
sion while  €f^  dieponihtliU. 

On  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
wlntiier  the  five  years'  rule  was  intended 
ti.  .|NI' wforced  in  the  cases  of  Lord 
had  been  Minister  at  Paris 
Ijord  Ampthill,  who  had 
at   Berlin  since    1871 ; 
at  Vienna  since  1877 ; 


Sir  John  Lumley,  at  Brussels  since  1868 ; 
and  Sir  John  Stuart,  at  The  Hague  since 
October,  1877;  or  whether  the  applica- 
tion of  the  rule  was  to  be  limited  to  the 
case  of  Sir  Augustus  Paget  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIOE 
said,  he  must  have  Notice  of  that  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  asked  whether  the 
direct  effect  of  the  rule  would  not  be  to 
charge  the  Pension  List  with  £1,700  a- 
year? 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  said,  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  answered  the  latter  portion 
of  the  Question. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
said,  that  when  the  hon.  Members  had 
read  his  answer,  they  would  see  that  the 
Questions  they  put  were  replied  to 
therein. 

KEW  GARDENS -EXTENSION  OF 
HOURS  OF  OPENING. 

Sir  TBEVOB  LAWBENCE  asked 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  he  has  been  able  to  see  his 
way  to  any  concession  to  meet  the  wide- 
spread desire  for  the  earlier  opening  of 
Kew  Gardens  to  the  public  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  :  I  have  been 
in  communication  with  the  Director  of 
Kew  Gardens  on  this  subject,  and  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  pleased  to  hear 
that  Sir  Joseph  Hooker  has  found  him- 
self able  to  propose  that  the  Boyal 
Gardens  at  Kew  shall  be  opened  one 
hour  earlier  than  has  hitherto  been  the 
case,  and  that  this  can  be  done  without 
interfering  with  the  important  work 
carried  on  there.  The  Gardens,  there- 
fore, from  the  beginning  of  the  next 
financial  year,  will  be  opened  at  noon 
instead  of  at  1  o'clock. 

ARMY— THE  BRIGADE  OF  GUARDS. 

Mr.  HEBBEBT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether,  considering 
the  frequent  changes  of  the  quarters  of 
the  Brigade  of  Guards  entails  great  ex- 
pense to  the  troops  themselves,  and 
a  considerable  expenditure  of  public 
money,  the  change  now  imminent  after 
only  three  months  and  a  half  in  their 
present  quarters  is  desirable  in  the 
interests  of  the  Service  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
It  has  always  been  the  custom  for  the 
battalions  of  the  Guards  to  exchange 
quarters  in  London  and  its  vicinity  every 
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six  months  in  order  to  give  each  bat- 
talion a  fair  share  of  the  better  barracks 
and  a  turn  at  Windsor,  and  it  happens 
that,  owing  to  the  war,  some  of  the 
battalions  have  not  been  the  six  months 
at  their  present  station.  The  General 
Commanding  the  Guards,  however,  did 
not  recommend  any  alterations  in  the 
half-yearly  clianges  on  this  account, 
which  entail  but  a  trifling  expense.  The 
battalion  in  Ireland  does  not  move. 
Arrangements  are  being  considered  by 
which  these  changes  of  quarters  will 
only  be  carried  out  once  a  year. 

THE  DANUBE  CONFERENCE  — EXCLU- 
SIVE RIGHT  OF  RUSSIA  OVER  THE 
KILU  MOUTH. 

Baeon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
English  Government  have  supported 
Russia  in  demanding  the  exclusive  right 
over  the  Kilia  mouth  of  the  Danube,  in 
violation  of  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty 
of  Paris  of  1856,-  and  of  the  Vienna 
Protocol  of  the  same  year  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZ MAURICE  : 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  which  I  gave  on  Friday  last  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  to  the  effect  that,  as  the 
Plenipotentiaries  have  bound  themselves 
to  preserve  secrecy  as  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  Conference,  I  am  precluded  from 

fiving  any  information  on  the  subject, 
may,  however,  inform  the  House  that 
the  report  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  has  reached  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment from  no  other  source. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  Is  the  noble  Lord 
aware  that  the  Roumanian  Government 
have  published  their  instructions  to  their 
Representatives,  from  which  a  very  de- 
finite conclusion  may  be  drawn  as  to  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  hon.  Member  is  always  so  well  in- 
formed on  questions  of  foreign  politics 
that  it  is  not  for  me  to  contradict  what 
he  says. 

PUBLIC    HEALTH— LEAD    POISONING. 

Mr.  BURT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
tjier  a  further  Report  on  Lead  Poisoning 
has  recently  been  presented  to  him  by 
Mr.  Redgrave,  Inspector  of  Factories; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

27ie  3farjus88  of  Hariington 


Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  that  this  Report  was  in  the 

Erinter's  hands,  and  would  be  ready,  he 
oped,  very  soon. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  ON" 
SUNDAY— ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 

Sib  R.  AS8HET0N  CROSS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  haa 
been  called  to  Notice  given  on  Thursday 
last  by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  prohibit  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating^ 
Liquors  on  Sunday  in  the  Isle  of  Wight ; 
and,  whether  such  Notice,  relating  to 
piecemeal  legislation,  was  given  on  be- 
half of  the  Government,  or  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Government  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  must  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  was  the  sole  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Wight,  and  that  it 
was  only  through  him  that  the  views  of 
the  constituency  could  be  represented. 
He  had  brought  in  the  Bill  as  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  had  no  wish  to  leave  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion as  to  what  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment might  be ;  because,  after  the  coarse 
which  they  had  taken  with  reference  to 
Irish  and  Welsh  Sunday  closing,  and 
also  with  reference  to  the  Bill  introduced 
last  Session  as  to  Sunday  closing  in 
Cornwall,  he  did  not  wish  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  suppose  that  the  Govern- 
ment objected  to  the  general  principle 
of  piecemeal  legislation  on  this  subject. 
On  the  contrary,  it  was  a  question,  no 
doubt,  of  areas  ;  for  the  Government  had 
always  held  that  it  was  essentially  a 
matter  upon  which  localities  ought  to 
judge  for  themselves. 

LICENSING  LAWS— LOCAL  OPTION. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment,  What  steps  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  for  giving  effect  to  the  re- 
solution which  has  been  adopted  and 
reaffirmed  by  this  House,  to  the  effect 
that  the  inhabitants  of  localities  should 
be  empowered  to  restrain  the  issue  or 
renewed  of  licences  in  their  respective 
districts  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  wants  to  know 
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a  Utile  too  mach  a  little  too  soon.  The 
onlj  answer  I  can  give  upon  that  sub- 
ject is  that  when  the  Qovernment  bring 
forward  measures  with  reference  to  local 
goremment,  thej  propose  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  licensing  as  a  question 
of  local  goTemment. 

8iB  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Does  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  refer 
to  the  Bill  for  London  or  a  Bill  for  the 
whole  country  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  It  is 

Sremature  to  refer  to  the  Bill  for  Lon- 
on.  I  have  spoken  generally.  The 
Bill  for  Liondon  is  a  part  of  the  proposal 
which  the  Oovemment  have  to  make  on 
the  subject  of  local  government,  and  all 
I  can  tell  my  hon.  Friend  for  the  present 
is  that  the  Government  do  regard  this 
question  of  licensing  as  essentially  a 
question  of  local  government. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— UNION 
RATING. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether,  in  the  Bill  of  which 
notice  has  been  given  to  provide  for 
Union  Rating  in  Ireland,  the  Govern- 
ment will  also  make  provision  for  the 
election  of  guardians  by  ballot  ? 

MB.TREVELYAN :  The  Government 
propose  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  provi- 
sions for  the  election  of  Guardians  by 
ballot. 

THE  PRESS  LAWS  (INDIA). 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  What  was 
the  "confidential  communication"  for 
the  publication  of  which  Mr.  Grant  Duff 
punished  a  Madras  newspaper  by  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Government  adver- 
tising, and  on  what  ground  was  it  classed 
with  "  confidential  communications  ? '' 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  The  document  in 
question  is  a  personal  account  of  a  tour 
by  the  Governor  of  Madras,  and,  being 
a  confidential  Memorandum,  came  neces- 
sarily under  the  Resolution  of  1865. 

THE  DANUBIAN    CONFfiRENCE— ROU- 
MANIA  AND  BULGARIA. 

Mb.  0*D0NNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Roumania  and 
Bulgaria  have  protested  ap;ainst  the 
poli<7^  supported  by  Her  Majesty's  -Go- 
vernment at  the  Danubian  Conference  ? 


Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
reply  which  I  gave  to  him  on  Friday 
respecting  the  secrecy  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Conference.  I  may,  however,  add 
that  at  the  earliest  moment  consistently 
with  the  proceedings  of  the  Conference 
it  is  intended  to  give  full  information  to 
the  House. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mb.  DAWNAY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther the  countries  adjoining  the  west 
and  south-west  borders  of  the  Transvaal 
are  not  in  a  peaceable  condition ;  whe- 
ther any  steps  have  been  taken,  or  will 
be  taken,  to  arrest  and  punish  the  Eng- 
lish deserters  who  took  part  with  the 
marauding  force  of  the  Boers  in  the 
attacks  on  the  chiefs  Montsioa  and  Meui- 
koroane;  whether  the  Government  of 
the  Transvaal  have,  in  accordance  with 
Article  19  of  the  Transvaal  Convention, 
done 

'*  their  utmost  to  prevent  its  inhabitants  from 
making  encroachments  upon  lands  lying  beyond 
the  said  State ; " 

and,  if  not,  whether  they  will  be  held 
responsible,  in  respect  of  restoratiou  of 
cattle,  or  of  compensation  to  the  de- 
spoiled chieftains,  for  the  depredations 
committed  by  Transvaal  subjects  assem- 
bled on  Transvaal  territory ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  are  pre- 
pared and  intend  to  impress  upon  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  that  no 
breach  of  the  19th  Article  of  the  Trans- 
vaal Convention  will,  under  any  circum- 
stances, be  permitted  or  overlooked  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  In  answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question,  I  can- 
not say  that  the  countries  adjoining  the 
west  and  south-west  borders  of  the 
Transvaal  are  now  in  a  peaceable  con- 
dition. As  to  the  second,  I  can  only  re- 
peat what  I  have  already  stated  on 
several  occasions — that  the  proposals 
made  to  the  Cape  Government,  the 
Transvaal  Gt)vernment,  and  the  Orange 
Free  State,  to  join  in  organizing  a 
mounted  police  force  to  act  temporarily 
in  the  disturbed  district,  fell  through  by 
no  fault  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
but  by  the  fact  that  the  Transvaal 
Orange  Free  State  refused  to  join.  But 
I  may  add,  for  the  information  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  we  are  about  to 
make  fresh  proposals  to  the  Cape  Gu- 
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vernment  on  a  somewliat  different  basis, 
and  we  hope  that  they  will  be  accepted. 
With  respect  to  the  third  and  fourth 
Questions,  I  can  only  say  that  they  do 
not  refer  to  matters  of  fact,  but  really  to 
matters  of  opinion  and  policy  ;  and  I 
must  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  the  Papers 
which  are  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
to-night,  and  to  the  debate  which,  I 
understand,  will  take  place  on  those 
Papers. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DISTRESS  IN 
CO.  CLARE. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  further  official  Beports  as 
to  distres  in  the  county  Clare  have  been 
received  by  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Board ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
those  Beports  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN  :  Further  official 
Beports  as  to  distress  in  the  county  of 
Clare  have  been  received  by  the  Local 
Government  Board.  They  show  that 
there  is  considerable  distress  in  particu- 
lar localities  ;  but  there  is  no  reason  to 
think  that  adequate  relief  cannot  be 
afforded  through  the  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law.  The  Beports  were  made 
for  the  information  of  the  Government, 
and  I  cannot  undertake  to  lay  them  on 
the  Table  of  the  House. 

THE  TRANSVAAL  LOAN— PAYMENT 
OF  INTEREST. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Who  has 
paid  the  interest  on  the  Transvaal  Loan 
since  the  Convention  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  If  this 
Question  refers  to  the  Amsterdam  or 
Bailway  Loan,  we  have  information  that 
the  Transvaal  Government  paid  the  inte- 
rest due  to  the  bondholders  up  to  Janu- 
ary, 1882  ;  and  we  presume,  as  we  have 
heard  nothing  further  about  it,  that  the 
interest  has  continued  to  be  paid. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DEATHS  BY 
STARVATION. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
more  than  one  person  has  died  of  starva- 
tion in  Lreland  since  the  House  ad« 
journed  last  Session  ? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN  :  This  is  a  Ques- 
tion regarding  which  I  feel  bound  to  ask 
for  Notice.    But  I  should  be  unwilling 

J/r.  £v0ljfn  Ashley/ 


to  convey  the  idea  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  that  is  owing  to  my  own  neglect, 
because  I  have  never  seen  any  Beports 
of  persons  dpng  of  starvation  or  want 
about  which  I  have  not  most  carefully 
inquired ;  and  hitherto  I  am  satisfied 
that  such  has  not  been  the  case. 

SCOTLAND— THE  SKYE  CROFTERS. 

Mr.  MACFABLANE  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  a  Question,  of  which 
I  have  given  him  private  Notice.  It  is. 
If  he  can  state  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  three  men  who  were  proceeding 
from  Skye  to  Edinburgh  have  been  ar- 
rested in  Glasgow,  by  whom  they  were 
arrested,  and  for  what  reason  was  their 
arrest  necessary,  as  they  were  volun- 
tarily surrendering  themselves  to  the 
law?  And  I  wish  further  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  with 
reference  to  the  answer  on  Friday  that 
only  three  men  had  surrendered,  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  or  not  that  the  fourth 
man  has  not  surrendered  because  he 
was  on  duty  as  a  Coastguardsman  ? 

Thb  LOBD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  In  answer  to  the  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  have  informa- 
tion that  three  of  the  men  were  ar- 
rested in  Glasgow.  They  were  there 
arrested  at  the  instance  of  the  private 
parties  who  were  petitioners  in  the  Peti- 
tion for  breach  of  interdict,  under  the 
warrant  which  the  Court  gave  for  their 
arrest,  and  they  will  be  brought  up  to- 
morrow before  the  Court  to  answer  to 
the  charge.  The  drrest  has  not  been 
by  the  Government.  As  regards  the 
last  part  of  the  Question,  I  have  heard 
in  an  informal  way  that  one  of  the 
men  is  serving  somewhere  in  the  Naval 
Beserve;  but  I  have  no  official  infor- 
mation on  that  matter. 

THE  ADDRESS— MR.  PARNELIVS 
AMENDMENT. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley, 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  that,  whenever 
the  discussion  on  English  questions  was 
conduded,  he  proposed  to  move  the 
Amendment  standing  in  his  name. 

SEA  FISHERIES  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Whitley, 

Mb.  OBAMBEBLAIN  said,  that  the 
Bill,  founded  upon  the  Beport  of  the 
Fisheries  Committee,  would  mainly  deal 
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with  the  regalation  of  fisheries,  and  would 
not,  therefore,  apply,  in  regard  to  most  of 
its  provisions,  to  ordinary  seamen.  He 
could  not  say,  however,  that  some  of  its 
provisions  would  not  be  extended  to 
them.  No  doubt  the  hon.  Member  was 
aware  that  the  Heport  contained  a  re- 
commendation that  the  Board  of  Trade 
officials  should  act  as  arbitrators  in  dis- 
putes with  reference  to  seamen  refusing 
to  go  to  sea — a  suggestion  which  seemed 
to  him  to  be  a  very  good  one. 

NOTICE  OF  QUESTION. 

LAW    AND    POLICE    (IRELAND)— THE 
INQUIRIES  IN  DUBLIN  CASTLE. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  gave  Notice  that  on 
Thursday  he  would  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  an  official  shorthand  writer 
was  present  at  the  whole  or  any  part  of 
the  examinations  of  witnesses  in  I)ublin 
Castle  by  Mr.  J.  A.  Curran,  Q.C.,  under 
the  sixteenth  Clause  of  the  Crimes  Act ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  a  transcript  of  the  shorthand 
writer's  notes ;  and,  whether  he  will 
state  the  length  of  time  during  which 
such  witnesses  were  under  examinatioui 
and,  whether  it  is  true  that  they  or  any 
of  them  were  proffered  intoxicating 
drink  during  their  detention  at  the 
Castle,  or  that  they  or  any  of  them 
were  subjected  to  threats  or  improper 
inducements  by  the  presiding  magis- 
trate, or  by  any  police  officer  in  his 
presence  ? 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjoubnbd  debate.]    [thibd  inOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [1 5th  February]. — 
[See  page  98.] 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  renamed. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  rose  to  call  attention  to  the  great 
depression  and  distress  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest.  He  must  say  that  he  was 
surprised  that  no  mention  of  that  dis- 
tress was  made  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech. 
He  felt  perfectly  satisfied  that  there  was 


no  one  in  this  land  who  felt  more  acutely 
for  those  who  suffered  that  distress  and 
depression  than  did  Her  Majesty.  He 
regretted  the  Prime  Minister  was  not  in 
his  place,  and  eapecially  regretted  the 
cause  of  his  absence.  He  was  glad  to 
see  sitting  opposite  to  him  now  the  noble 
Lord  the  present  Leader  of  the  House, 
who  must  feel  as  deeply  as  anyone  in 
that  House-  the  great  distress  afflicting 
the  agricultural  community.  The  noble 
Lord  knew  perfectly  well  how  necessary 
it  was  that  that  good  feeling  which 
had  so  long  existed  should  be  main- 
tained between  the  landlord,  the  ten- 
ant, and  the  labourer.  He  knew  the 
present  condition  of  those  classes,  and 
that  of  those  three  classes  the  labourer 
had  suffered  the  least  during  the  last 
seven  years.  Great  sacrifices  had  been 
made  by  the  tenant  farmers,  who  main- 
tained their  position,  which  they  could 
not  have  done  but  for  the  ready  help 
given  them  by  the  landlords.  If  it  was 
necessary  a  year  ago  to  draw  attention 
to  the  agricultural  distress  then  existing, 
it  was  equally,  if  not  more,  imperative 
that  the  House  should  give  attention  to 
the  distress  now  suffered.  For  seven 
years  the  agriculturists  of  England  had 
been  suffering  great  privations,  and  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  if  something 
were  not  done — if.  some  good  fortune 
did  not  come  to  the  agricultural  interests 
— a  calamitous  day  would  come  for 
England  when  another  year  had  passed. 
Let  them  look  at  the  present  state  of 
things  for  a  moment.  It  had  been  said, 
and  he  believed  truly,  that  one-third  of 
the  wheat  crop  had  not  been  got  in. 
It  had  also  been  said,  though,  he  be- 
lieved, with  a  little  exaggeration,  that 
one-third  of  the  crop  sown  was  either 
rotting  in  the  ground  or  was  in  such  a 
condition  that  it  would  not  come  to  ma- 
turity ;  and,  if  that  was  so,  the  country 
would  be  able  to  count  on  only  one- 
third  of  the  ordinary  crop  of  wheat. 
He  did  not  take  quite  so  gloomy  a  view 
of  the  state  of  things  as  that;  but, 
looking  at  the  unfavourable  weather 
d urine  the  last  four  or  five  months,  he 
thought  they  could  not,  under  the  most 
favourable  circumstances,  expect  more 
than  half  a  crop.  Sir  James  Caird, 
who  was  well  known  to  that  House,  had 
stated  in  a  book  which  he  had  published 
on  the  question  that  the  consumption  of 
wheat  in  this  country  was  something 
like  1 10,000,000  cwt.,  of  which  quantity 
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55,000,000  cwt.  was  grown  in  England, 
the  remaining  55,000,000  cwt.  being  im- 
ported. What  was  the  money  value  of 
that?  The  110,000,000  cwt.  of  wheat 
was  valued  at  £64,375,000.  The  value 
of  the  English  crop  was  £32,187,500, 
while  that  of  the  foreign  crop  also  was 
£32,187,500.  But  suppose  we  had 
only  half  a  crop  this  year,  how  would 
the  figures  stand  then  ?  The  value  of 
the  homecrop  would  only  be  £16,096,875, 
and  the  value  of  the  foreign  crop  would 
be  £48,284,375,  and  he  was  thus  under- 
stating the  case,  because  the  increase  in 
importation  had  been  considerable  since 
1877,  the  year  when  6ir  James  Oaird 
published  the  book  from  which  he 
quoted.  The  enormous  amount  of  money 
which  was  thus  sent  out  of  the  country 
was  a  matter  for  serious  consideration. 
He  was  glad  to  see  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gambridge  (Mr..  W.  Fowler)  sitting  op- 
posite, for  last  year  he  followed  him, 
and  gave  some  account  of  agricultural 
prices,  and  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  do  so  again  on  this  occasion.  No 
doubt  some  prices  had  risen,  but  that 
was  not  so  with  regard  to  wheat.  In 
the  book  of  Sir  James  Oaird,  there  was 
an  estimate  of  the  capital  employed  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil  of  this 
country  by  from  560,000  to  680,000 
tenant  farmers,  and  the  amount  was 
stated  to  be  upward  of  £400,000,000. 
The  losses  sustained  by  the  tenant  far- 
mers were  fixed  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
aspeeohhemadeatLeedsat£130,000,000. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  put 
the  losses  down  at  £150,000,000,  and 
Sir  James  Oaird  stated  them  to  be 
£130,000,000.  If  they  took  the  sum  at 
£150,000,000— and  he  knew  that  that 
was  a  low  figure — they  found  that  the 
tenants  had  lost  more  than  one-third  of 
their  capital.  That  was  a  fact  of  serious 
import,  and  demanded  serious  considera- 
tion. Although  the  statement  he  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  made  last  year 
with  regard  to  insolvencies  among  the 
class  referred  to  might  not  have  been 
absolutely  correct,  there  were,  indeed, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  an  enormous 
number  of  men  who,  if  called  upon  at 
this  moment  to  pay  what  they  owed, 
would  find  themselves  in  a  most  hope- 
less condition.  But,  happily,  everyone 
was  anxious  to  help  the  tenant,  and  he 
was  sure  he  was  expressing  the  feelings 
of  every  landlord  in  that  House  and  in 

Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot 


the  country  when  he  said  there  was  a 
strong  desire  to  keep  the  tenants  in  pos- 
session of  their  farms  if  at  all  possible 
to  do  so.  The  present  state  of  the 
country  was  very  unfavourable;  large 
districts  from  one  end  of  England  to  the 
other  were  devastated  by  floods,  ditches 
were  uncleaned,  hedges  had  not  been 
trimmed,  and  the  ground  was  foul. 
Why  was  it  that  England,  which  a  few 
years  ago  was  so  flourishing,  was  now  in 
this  lamentable  condition?  The  want 
of  capital.  Everyone  who  could  save  a 
shilling  would  endeavour  to  do  so,  because 
he  knew  that  in  the  present  condition 
of  things  the  money  laid  out  would  not 
be  returned.  Then,  again,  none  of  those 
appliances  so  necessary  to  agriculture 
were  to  be  found.  Little  lime  was  used 
now ;  no  artificial  manure  was  to  be 
found;  and  there  was  now  little  of  that 
good  old  farm-yard  dressing  of  former 
times.  What  was  the  reason  of  this? 
Why,  the  absolute  want  of  stock,  both 
of  cattle  and  sheep.  The  Agricultural 
Keturns  showed  that  there  was  now  a 
much  smaller  number  of  cattle  in  the 
country  than  in  1861  and  1871,  hundreds 
of  thousands  less,  and  as  to  sheep  they 
might  compute  the  reduction  by  millions. 
He  would  repeat  that  this  was  a  matter 
for  the  very  serious  consideration  of  the 
Government.  And  it  was  a  curious  f act, 
which  many  persons,  perhaps,  did  not 
know,  that  half  of  the  stock  they  did 
see  did  not  belong  to  the  tenants.  An 
eminent  agriculturist  had  assured  him 
that  there  were  but  three  persons  in  one 
large  parish  of  about  7,000  acres  who 
had  stock  of  their  own;  and  on  making 
inquiries  himself  he  found  that  there 
were  nine  men  who  had  stock  of  their 
own,  but  only  three  who  had  sufficient 
for  their  farms.  He  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  another  point.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  had  stated,  in  answer  to  a 
Question,  that  there  was  to  be  no  hope 
for  the  slaughter  of  all  cattle  at  the  port 
of  debarkation .  Why,  th  at  was  one  of  th  e 
things  that  every  English  agriculturist 
most  required,  because,  with  the  present 
facilities  for  the  importation  of  fresh 
meat,  the  flocks  and  herds  of  the  British 
farmer  should  be  protected  from  the 
danger  of  diseases  from  foreign  coun- 
tries. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  law  waa 
that  cattle  arriving  from  any  country 
where  disease    was  supposed  to  exist 
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should  be  slauglitered  at  the  port  of 
debarkation.  At  present  all  foreign 
cattle  were  slaughtered  except  those 
arriTing  from  Seandinavia  and  Canada. 
Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
it  might  be  so  at  that  moment;  but 
it  ehould  always  be  so,  as  very  few 
countries  indeed  were  ever  free  of  dis- 
ease. He  had  no  objection  to  strin- 
gent regulations,  proyided  they  were 
fairly  carried  out ;  out  it  could  not  be 
gainsaid  that  the  partial  stoppage  of 
markets  gave  a  certain  class,  whom  he 
would  not  name,  the  power  to  purchase 
at  the  price  they  liked.  [Mr.  Mun- 
DELLA  dissented. 1  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman shook  his  head.  He  held  in 
Lis  hand  a  proclamation  dated  White- 
hall, by  which  at  one  fell  swoop  as  many 
as  150  markets  for  the  sale  of  cattle  were 
suppressed,  thereby  causing  a  great  loss, 
sometimes  as  much  as  £2  or  £3  per  head 
to  the  owners.  It  was  quite  true  that  if 
markets  were  stopped  in  Sussex  the 
cattle  of  that  county  might  be  sent  to 
the  Metropolitan  market;  but  it  was 
equally  true  that  once  there  they  had 
to  be  sold  for  what  they  would  fetch. 
Several  pounds  a  head  might  be  lost  by 
the  sale  of  those  cattle  in  that  way.  Of 
taxation  the  'land,  as  had  frequently 
been  pointed  out,  bore  more  than  its 
proper  share.  No  one  would  deny  that 
who  looked  at  the  multitude  of  rates 
now  falling  upon  it  —  the  poor  rate, 
highway  rate,  county  rate,  bridge  rate, 
sanitary  rate,  education  rate,  sewers 
rate,  and  the  voluntary  church  rate, 
among  others.  \^A  laityh,']  He  was  not 
surprised  to  hear  that  laugh ;  but  if  a 
man  paid  the  voluntary  church  rate,  it 
showed  that  he  had  a  respect  for  the 
old  building  in  which  he  had  been  mar- 
ried, in  which  his  children  had  been 
christened,  and  in  the  shadow  of  which 
he  hoped  to  be  laid  to  rest.  That  ex- 
penditure intended  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country  generally  should  fall  exclusively 
upon  one  class  of  property  was  a  matter 
Tvhich  deserved. the  serious  consideration 
of  the  Government.  Bents  had  been 
reduced  25  per  cent,  but  the  taxation 
remained  the  same,  including  the  In- 
come Tax  and  Land  Tax.  The.  Floods 
Bill  would  command  general  approval 
provided  it  embodied  a  reasonable  prin- 
ciple of  taxation.  In  proposing  to  give 
compensation  for  improvements  to  agri- 
cultural tenants,  the  Government  were 
entering  upon  a  very  difEcult  question^ 
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which  had  hitherto  baffled  all  attempts 
to  deal  with  it.  No  one  could  deny  that 
an  outgoing  tenant  ought  to  receive 
from  his  successor  value  for  what  he  put 
into  the  land ;  but  it  was  equally  incon- 
testable that  the  landlord  ought  to  have 
some  claim  also  in  the  event  of  a  tenant 
failing  to  do  his  duty  by  the  land.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr. 
J.  Howard),  although  in  his  country 
speeches  he  professed  to  be  as  anxious 
for  the  interests  of  the  landlord  as  for 
those  of  the  tenant,  did  not  quite  act  as 
if  that  were  the  case.  [Mr.  J.  Howabd 
dissented.]  What  the  hon.  Member 
was  really  anxious  for  was  the  interests 
of  large  tenants.  Landlords,  he  said, 
availed  themselves  of  the  Law  of  Distress 
to  keep  insolvent  tenants  on  the  farm, 
out  of  whom  they  could  screw  more 
money  than  they  could  out  of  tenants 
who  could  pay  their  way.  Now,  that 
statement  had  no  tangible  foundation 
whatever.  A  landlord  who  acted  in 
that  way  he  could  only  describe  as  a 
born  fool,  because  he  would  certainly 
lose  much  more  than  he  gained.  The 
noble  Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
observed  the  other  night  that  no  change 
in  local  taxation  woiud  afford  relief  to 
the  ratepayers  unless  accompanied  by 
more  economical  administration.  With 
that  statement  he  did  not  entirely  agree. 
The  Prisons  Act,  the  placing  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  police  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  and  other  measures  of  the  same 
kind,  had  undoubtedly  afforded  relief  to 
the  ratepayers.  The  payment  of  4«.  per 
head  with  regard  to  lunatics  was  also  a 
gain  to  the  taxpayer.  The  grant  of 
£250,000  in  respect  of  main  roads, 
though  not  what  they  required,  was  also 
some  little  acknowledgment  that  it  was 
a  question  which  deserved  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Government.  Those 
main  roads,  which  were  maintained  in 
former  times  by  the  establishment  of 
toll-gates,  should  be  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  It  was  a  very 
cruel  thing  that  at  such  places  as  rail- 
way stations  and  roads  much  frequented, 
and  where  the  traffic  was  very  great, 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  using 
those  roads  did  not  contribute  anything 
towards  their  maintenance.  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  House,  but  he 
had  one  question  or  two  to  ask  with 
regard  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Boyal  Commission.  The  Commission 
had  sat  from  the  year  1879,  and  only 
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reported  in  1882,  and  the  only  recom- 
mendation of  wbicb  the  Government  had 
taken  any  notice  was  that  with  regard  to 
unexhausted  improvements.  Yet  there 
were  many  other  most  important  recom- 
mendations. The  Commission  recom- 
mended that  the  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  indoor  poor  should  be  thrown  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  That  would 
have  been  an  immense  relief;  and  the 
fact  that  the  cost  of  outdoor  poor  re- 
mained with  the  locality  would  have 
been  a  guarantee  that  there  would  be 
no  extravagance  in  administration.  An- 
other recommendation  was  that  a  certain 
portion  of  the  local  taxes  should  be 
assigned  to  the  local  authorities  in  aid 
of  local  expenditure.  The  noble  Lord 
told  them  to  wait  for  the  County  Govern- 
ment Bill ;  but,  wise  or  prudent  as  the 
measures  might  be  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  in  contemplation,  they  were 
in  the  future,  and  did  not  deal  with  the 
present  distress;  and  while  they  were 
waiting  the  people  who  were  interested 
in  such  a  Bill  might  perish.  Then  there 
was  another  question.  It  was  said  that 
the  rates  were  to  be  divided  between  the 
owner  and  the  occupier.  He,  for  one, 
should  make  very  little  hesitation  about 
that  matter,  supposing  it  was  forced 
upon  him ;  but  tney  must  look  at  it  in 
this  way — any  tenant  going  to  look  at 
a  farm,  before  he  would  say  what  rent 
he  would  pay  for  it,  always  inquired 
what  were  the  amount  of  the  local  rates 
and  of  the  tithes.  Having  satisfied  him- 
self as  to  what  the  local  rates  and  tithes 
would  come  to,  he  would  then  proceed 
to  offer  what  he  considered  to  be  a  fair 
rent ;  and  if,  therefore,  the  tithes  were 
put  upon  the  landlords  it  would  make 
no  difference,  because  the  value  of  the 
farms  would  only  be  increased.  The 
Commission,  to  whose  opinion  every 
consideration  was  due,  had  also  advised 
that  every  facility  should  be  given  for 
the  redemption  of  tithe.  That  was  an 
important  question  worthy  of  the  serious 
consideration  of  the  Government.  All 
those  recommendations  affected  the  pre- 
sent occupiers  of  land ;  whereas  what 
the  Government  offered  was  for  the 
future.  He  would  be  the  last  to  deny 
that  the  Government  proposals  would 
benefit  the  tenant  in  the  future ;  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  deal 
with  the  question  in  a  liberal  way,  and 
not  with  the  object  of  gaining  a  Party 
advantage.     If  they  dealt  with  the  sub- 
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ject  in  a  fair  and  liberal  spirit,  their 
proposals  would  meet  with  the  consi- 
deration they  deserved ;  otherwise  they 
would  assuredly  fail.  He  had  sought, 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  to  place 
before  the  House  the  present  unex- 
ampled depression  of  agriculture;  and 
before  he  concluded  he  would  read  the 
figures  in  a  Return  showing  the  corn 
and  flour  imported  into  this  country 
during  the  five  months  commencing  in 
September  in  each  year.  For  the 
three  years  1881,  1882,  and  1883,  the 
importation  of  com  and  flour  into  this 
country  had  been  returned  in  quarters, 
and  not  in  owts.  as  formerly.  In  the 
first  five  months  of  the  agricultural  year 
1881,  beginning  on  the  1st  of  Septem- 
ber, 1880,  there  were  7,026,925  quarters 
of  wheat  imported ;  in  the  same  period 
in  1882  the  quantity  was  7,149,986 
quarters ;  and  in  1 883,  in  the  five  months 
commencing  the  1st  of  September,  1882, 
there  had  been  imported  8,299,100 
quarters.  It  could  not  be  denied  that 
the  prosperity  of  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest was  of  vital  importance  to  the  coun- 
try ;  and  a  remedy  for  the  present  de- 
pression was  a  question  deserving  the 
most  earnest  oonsideratiQU  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  did  not  say  that  bounties 
or  protection  should  be  adopted;  but 
something  ought  to  be  done  to  insure 
the  quantity  of  wheat  grown  in  this 
country  from  decreasing.  So  foolish  a 
thing  was  never  done,  in  his  opinion, 
as  taking  off  the  1«.  a-quarter  duty  on 
imported  com ;  it  would  have  been  better 
even  if  raised  to  2«.  The  producer  in 
foreign  countries  would  have  paid  it, 
and  a  considerable  sum  would  have  been 
in  hand  for  the  relief  of  agriculturists 
from  local  taxation.  They  must  hope 
for  better  times,  and  that  the  Almighty 
Being,  in  whose  hands  they  were,  might 
grant  them  favourable  weather,  the  first 
element  towards  the  removal  of  that 
great  depression  and  distress;  and  he 
thought  they  might  ask,  and  had  a  ri^ht 
to  expect,  that  the  Government  of  this 
great  country  should  give  the  greatest — 
nay,  more,  the  most  important — interest 
that  consideration  which  it  deserved,  and 
that  relief  from  those  unjust  and  heavy 
burdens  which  now  pressed  so  severely 
on  the  real  property  of  this  country. 

Mr.  W.  fowler  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  had  again  dilated 
upon  the  agricultural  distress,  and  had 
again  failed  to  point  out  a  remedy.    He 
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did  not  suggest  that  they  should  go 
back  to  Protection,  or  that  the  Malt  Tax 
should  be  again  imposed ;  the  whole 
burden  of  his  argument  was  the  old 
story  of  remitting  local  taxation.  It 
had  been  repeatedly  said  in  the  House 
that  it  was  no  use  to  try  this  remedy, 
because  what  was  reduced  in  taxation 
would  go  to  increase  the  rent.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  they  had  not  yet  found 
anything  like  a  remedy  for  the  distress ; 
but  he  would  most  emphatically  repeat 
(hat  if  the  seasons  were  against  agricul- 
ture they  ought  at  least  to  take  care 
that  the  laws  were  not  against  it  also. 
The  fact  was  that  in  some  of  the  Mid- 
land Counties  in  England  there  had  been 
eight  consecutive  bad  seasons ;  and  the 
hU  incurred  was  probably  even  greater 
than  the  amount  stated  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. In  the  Report  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission several  causes  were  mentioned 
as  tending  to  create  or  enhance  distress. 
One  was  the  rise  of  rents  in  recent  years. 
He  would  quote  on  that  head  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Clay,  one  of  the  Commissioners. 
In  his  Appendix  to  the  Beport  ho  said — 

'*Sir  James  Oaird  puts  the  rise  of  rent  in 
England  for  the  last  18  years  at  21  percent, 
and  in  Scotland  26  per  cent;  but  I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  we  went  back  25  years  the  rise 
would  be  25  per  cent  for  England,  and  30  percent 
for  Scotland.  The  case  is  so  urgent  that  nothing 
less  UuuQ  a  reduction  of  rent  of  from  20  per  cent 
to  30  per  cent  will  save  the  present  tenantry 
from  rain." 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had  said 
truly  enough  that  there  had  practically 
been  a  reduction  of  rent  during  the  year 
of  25  per  cent.  He  fully  admitted  that 
there  had  been  a  general  and  even  a 
generons  reduction  of  rents  agreed  to  by 
the  landowners ;  but  it  was  only  for  the 
year,  and  not  for  a  permanency.  It 
had  been  stated  that  one  cause  of  the 
distress  was  the  increased  cost  and  the 
inferior  quality  of  agricultural  labour  ; 
but  the  fact  was  that  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  up  to  very  recent 
times  had  been  a  disgrace  to  the  Empire. 
The  English  agricultural  labourer  had 
been  miserably  paid  and  worse  housed 
for  centuries,  and  it  was  the  farmers' 
own  fault  if  tiie  labourer  had  sought  for 
more  remunerative  labour  in  the  towns, 
despairing  of  making  a  reasonable  living 
on  the  land.  The  result  was,  undoubt- 
edly, that  agricultural  labour  had  be- 
come scarce  and  dear.  It  had  been 
stated  that  another  cause  for  the  dis- 
tress was  the  increased  price  of  stock, 


but  that  would  surely  tell  in  favour  of 
the  farmer  who  had  a  good  stock.  It 
told  against  the  man  who  was  short  of 
capital,  and  he  was  glad  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  so  clear  an  admission 
of  the  necessity  of  more  capital  if  they 
were  to  have  a  real  recovery.  Since 
this  subject  had  been  discussed  last  year 
two  events  had  occurred — the  Beport  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  had  been  pre- 
sented and  the  Settled  Land  Act  had 
been  passed.  He  would  refer  to  some 
of  their  suggestions.  He  doubted  whe- 
ther, even  if  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commission  that  the  cost  of  maintaining 
the  indoor  poor  should  be  thrown  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund  should  be  adopted, 
much  relief  would  be  given  to  tenants, 
although  it  might  amount  to  a  large 
gift  to  the  landowners.  For  his  part, 
he  could  not  see  any  reason  why  a  pre- 
sent should  be  made  to  landowners  as  if 
they  were  coming  to  Parliament  for 
&seistBJice  in  for md  pauperum.  The  cost 
of  maintaining  the  police  and  the  luna- 
tics, half  the  indoor  poor  rate,  the  school 
board  rate,  and  the  sanitary  rate  might 
amount  to  some  It,  Id,  on  the  acre  only, 
whereas  the  loss  which  had  been  sus- 
tained on  the  average  by  the  tenant  had 
been  estimated  at  £1  per  acre.  The 
Commission  had  made  several  useful 
suggestions  with  regard  to  the  necessity 
for  rendering  the  cost  of  transferring  land 
less,  and  for  preventing  adulteration  of 
manures,  as  well  as  for  bringing  in  a 
measure  for  making  the  compensation  of 
tenants  for  unexhausted  improvements 
compulsory.  He  was  afraid  that,  when 
the  details  of  the  measure  about  to  be 
introduced  by  the  Government  dealing 
with  that  subject  came  to  be  considered, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  Bill  would 
involve  very  difficult  and  complicated 
questions.  In  his  opinion,  distress  for 
rent  would  have  to  oe  abolished  alto- 
gether. The  Commission  further  re- 
commended the  appointment  of  a  Minis- 
ter for  Agriculture ;  but,  in  his  opinion, 
such  an  appointment  would  merely  end 
in  the  creation  of  another  Department  of 
State,  and  in  the  introduction  of  another 
excellent  Gentleman  into  the  Cabinet. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Settled  Estates 
Bill,  faulty  though  it  might  be,  had 
been  passed  into  law.  Under  the  Settled 
Estates  Act,  the  tenant  for  life  might 
sell  everything  except  the  mansion- 
house,  the  park,  and  the  land  which 
was  held  with  the  park.  Why  he  should 
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not  be  allowed  to  sell  the  house  and  the 
land  held  with  the  house,  which  in  many 
cases  were  the  only  things  that  would 
enable  him  to  sell  the  other  land  at  a 
fair  price,  it  was  difficult  to  understand. 
That  Act,  moreover,  did  not  really  give 
freedom  to  the  owner  of  the  land ;  it 
did  not  add  to  his  borrowing  powers 
practically;  it  gave  him  a  power  of 
selling  the  land,  but  it  did  not  give  him 
power  over  the  proceeds  of  the  land 
when  sold.  Our  present  law  encou- 
raged accumulation  and  discouraged 
dispersion,  on  what  principle  he  was 
unable  to  see ;  but  what  they  wanted 
was  to  have  owners  who  were  real  and 
competent  owners  over  the  whole  coun- 
try. If  they  got  rid  of  that  system  of 
settlement  and  had  real  owners  all  over 
the  Kingdom,  and  also  gave  the  tenant 
proper  security  for  his  improvements, 
they  would  attract  more  capital  to  the 
land.  But  no  tinkering  with  local  taxa- 
tion, or  any  of  those  small  matters,  would 
really  meet  the  great  evil  of  the  present 
time.  He  believed  that  the  time  would 
come  when  they  would  have  better  sea- 
sons, and  that  those  who  had  really  done 
justice  to  the  soil  as  owners  would  be 
able  to  take  advantage  of  the  improved 
state  of  things.  But  if  they  once  let  the 
land  get  out  of  condition  and  out  of 
heart,  it  would  take  a  long  period  Xp  put 
it  right  again.  He  thought  that  the 
holding  of  so  much  land  by  embarrassed 
owners  was  one  of  the  greatest  causes 
of  the  existing  distress.  He  believed 
that,  generally  speaking,  those  owners 
who  were  able  to  do  justice  to  the  ten- 
ants and  the  labourers  were  far  better 
off  than  those  who  had  too  much  land 
for  their  means.  He  had  recently  been 
over  an  estate  of  4,000  acres,  where  the 
mansion-house  and  adjoining  buildings 
were  falling  into  decay.  How  could 
they  expect  a  man  who  had  not  the 
means  of  keeping  up  his  own  house 
to  do  justice  to  4,000  acres  of  land  ? 
It  was  time  they  had  more  freedom  in 
the  holding  of  land — freedom  for  the 
owner  and  freedom  for  the  occupier; 
and  then  they  might  hope  once  more 
to  see  a  happy  and  prosperous  state  of 
agriculture. 

Sib  MA8SEY  LOPES  said,  he  shared 
the  regret  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  that  the  subject  of  agricultural 
distress  had  been  altogether  omitted  from 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech.  They 
had  now  had  some  eight  consecutive  bad 
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seasons,  and  he  feared  that  the  present 
one  was  only  too  likely  to  prove  worse 
than  any  that  had  preceded  it.  The  dis- 
tress of  agriculture  affected  all  classes  of 
the  community ;  and  yet  with  that  dis- 
tress, so  prominent  and  so  patent  to  all, 
no  sympathy  whatever  was  expressed  in 
Her  Majesty's  gracious  Speech,  and  no 
consideration  was  given  to  it.  That,  he 
thought,  was  a  great  and  glaring  omis- 
sion that  must  be  felt  by  every  man 
interested  in  agriculture,  which  was,  and 
he  hoped  ever  would  be,  the  most  im- 
portant of  all  our  national  interests.  In 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  last  year 
there  was  some  comfort  and  consolation 
offered  to  the  distressed  agriculturists, 
because  the  House  was  then  invited  to 
consider  what  would  be  the  proper  extent 
and  the  m^ost  equitable  and  provident 
form  in  which  a  contribution  should  be 
given  from  the  Imperial  Treasury  to  local 
taxation.  Now,  however,  they  had  not 
even  that  crumb  of  comfort  left  to  them  ; 
for  the  whole  question  of  local  burdens 
had  been  entirely  '' shunted."  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  not  justified 
in  raising  the  expectations  they  excited 
last  year,  unless  they  were  in  earnest  in 
their  endeavours  to  fulfil  them.  The 
noble  Marquess  the  Minister  for  War 
told  them  the  other  night  that  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  reform  should 
precede  relief;  that  they  must  settle  the 
question  of  the  reform  of  local  govern- 
ment before  they  could  look  for  any  re- 
mission of  local  taxation.  Now,  he  said 
emphatically  that  reform  was  no  neces- 
sary preliminary  to  relief,  and  that  if 
they  were  to  wait  for  the  reform  of  local 
government,  their  chance  of  obtaining^ 
any  relief  for  local  taxation  might  be 
deferred  till  the  Greek  Kalends.  It  now 
appeared  that  they  were  not  to  have  a 
County  Board  Bill  introduced  at  present, 
although  they  were  told  last  year  that 
such  a  Bill  lay  all  ready  in  the  pigeon- 
holes of  a  Government  Office.  They 
were,  it  seemed,  to  have  the  experi- 
ment first  tried  of  bringing  in  a  Bill 
for  giving  local  government  to  the  Me- 
tropolis, which  might  not  prove  to  be 
a  very  easy  matter  to  deal  with.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  referred  to  the 
remissions  granted  in  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion by  the  late  Government.  Those 
remissions  were  very  acceptable;  and, 
in  making  them,  the  late  Government 
only  carried  out  the  will  and  the  wishes 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  which  the 
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preyious  Ministry  bad  totally  neglected 
and  ignored.     The  amount  of  remission 
in  taxation  was  £1,550,000  in  England 
and  Wales.     In  Scotland  and  Ireland 
the  statistics  were  so  imperfect  that  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  ascertain  the 
exact  amonnt  of  remission  and  relief. 
Bat  since  1872  the  amount  of  new  im- 
positions were  £1,700,000  for  education, 
besides    £500,000    for    highways    and 
£300,000  for  sanitary  works,  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  for  those  increases 
they  were  indebted  to  the  present  Oo- 
yemment.     So  that  in  the  last  10  years 
they  had  fresh  importations  amounting 
to  £2,500,000,  as  against  £1,550,000  in 
remissions,  and  were,  in  round  numbers, 
£1,000,000  worse  off  than  before.    If, 
therefore,  they  had  a  grievance  in  1872, 
how  much  more  cayse  was  there  for  it 
now  ?  In  1872  agriculture  was  flourish- 
ing,   whereas   now  they  were  passing 
through  a  period  of  serious  depression. 
Another  matter  to  which  he  would  call 
attention  was  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission.     On  that  Commission  they 
had  eyery  phase  of  political  opinion  and 
every  class  represented.    It  was  extra- 
ordinary and  most  remarkable  that  the 
Heport  of  this  mixed  Commission  was 
unanimous.     There  was  only  one  por- 
tion of  that  Beport  he  would  aUade  to, 
and  that  was  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners  that   personalty  should 
contribute  as  well  as  realty  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  indoor  poor,  and  that 
certain  locally  collected  taxes  should  be 
handed  over  to  the  local  authorities  in 
alleviation  of  their  national   burdens. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  Boyal 
Commission,  in    making   that    recom- 
mendation,  had  only  followed    in  the 
lines  of  the  Lords'  Committee  of  1850. 
One  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
referred  to  the  question  of  tenants'  im- 
provements.    The  principle  of  compen- 
sation for  improvements  had  not  only 
been   conceded,   but,  he  believed,  had 
been   advocated   by  hon.   Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House ;  but  the  ques- 
tion was,  where  were  the  tenants  who 
had  capital  to  expend  in  improvements  ? 
There    was    scarcely    enough     capital 
left  among    them    to    expend    in    the 
ordinary  occupations  of  husbandry.    He 
was   of  opinion  that  a  tenant  farmer 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  expend 
his  capital  in  permanent  improvements. 
That    was   the   business  of  the    land- 
lord.    During  the  past  few  years  agri- 


culture had  entered  upon  an  existence 
of  disastrous  depressions,  which  no  le« 
gislation,  however  revolutionary,  could 
remove,  for  agriculture  must  ever  be  a 
more  or  less  precarious  business.  The 
burdens  placed  upon  agriculturists, 
which  were  almost  intolerable  in  days 
gone  by,  had  of  late  years  been  more 
oppressive  than  ever ;  the  present  mode 
of  assessing  the  rates  was  more  than 
monstrous.  Agriculturists  were  not 
agitating  for  Protection  ;  but  what  they 
said  was  that,  the  Government  having 
accepted  the  principle  of  Free  Trade, 
and  having  removed  Protection  from  the 
agricultural  interest,  it  was  only  fair 
and  just  that  they  should  remove  the 
exceptional  burdens  which  were  imposed 
on  account  of  the  exceptional  privileges 
enjoyed.  Having  given  Free  Trade  to 
ag^culture,  agriculturists  had  a  right 
to  ask  for  fair  taxation. 

Mr,  JAMES  HO  WABD  said,  he  fully 
admitted  the  gravity  of  the  situation 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Massey  Lopes);  but  he  could  not  see 
that  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  be  a  remedy  for  the  evils  com- 
plained of.  Much  had  been  said  about 
concessions  of  10  and  20  per  cent  in 
rent,  and  so  forth;  but  nothing  had 
been  said  about  re-valuation.  In  his 
opinion,  if  the  condition  of  the  farmers 
was  to  be  improved,  it  must  be  done, 
not  by  a  small  remission  of  rates,  but 
by  a  very  considerable  remission  of 
rent.  He  saw  no  good  in  prolong- 
ing the  discussion,  but  he  would  ask, 
Why  did  not  the  late  Government,  of 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  was  a  Mem- 
ber, do  more  during  their  six  years  of 
Office  to  remedy  the  grievances  of  which 
he  complained  ?  All  they  did  had  been 
to  appoint  the  Boyal  Commission,  to 
whose  Beport  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
alluded.  One  of  the  recommendations 
of  that  Commission,  no  doubt,  was  that 
personalty  should  be  liable  to  taxation 
as  well  as  realty ;  but,  unfortunately,  the 
Beport  did  not  tell  them  how  such  pro- 
perty was  to  be  rated.  If  the  stock-in- 
trade  of  all  traders  was  to  be  rated  the 
farmer's  stock-in-trade  would  be  liable 
to  taxation  with  the  rest,  and  he  doubted 
whether  he  would  really  derive  any  sub- 
stantial advautage  from  disturbing  the 
present  system.  He  was  glad  that  the 
Government  proposed  to  legislate  on  the 
subject  of  tenants'  improvements,  and 
he  agreed  that  a  good  Tenants'  Com- 
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pensation  Bill  would  be  of  great  service 
in  the  future.  Of  course,  no  legislation 
would  be  of  anj  arail  unless  they  were 
favoured  with  more  propitious  seasons 
than  those  they  had  lately  had  to  en- 
counter ;  but  a  liberal  and  well -con- 
sidered tenant  right  measure  would  en- 
able the  tenants  to  make  the  best  use 
of  favourable  weather  when  it  came. 
He  believed  such  a  Bill  would  lay  the 
foundation  of  the  future  prosperity  of 
the  agriculturists,  and  he  was  glad  to 
find  the  Qovernment  had  the  energy  to 
introduce  one. 

Ma.  E.  W.  HAROOURT  said,  it 
really  seemed  as  if  it  were  impossible  to 
arrive  at  the  lowest  depths  to  which  the 
unfortunate  agricultural  interests  were 
doomed  to  descend.  The  wet  had  de- 
stroyed their  corn,  and  rotted  their  cattle, 
and  they  were  afflicted  with  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  imported  from  abroad. 
One  year,  two  years,  three  ye9.rs  they 
might  have  stood  up  against;  but  a 
seventh  bad  year  brought  with  it  abso- 
lute ruin  to  many.  Well,  now,  how  did 
an  enlightened  Government  propose  to 
assist  them  in  their  misfortunes  ?  The 
farmers  were  told  that  the  advent  of  the 
present  Government  to  power  would  be 
in  itself  sufficient  to  cover  all  their  mis- 
fortunes. What  had  they  done  for  them  ? 
They  had  already  removed  the  malt  tax 
for  Uiem,  thereby  reducing  the  value  of 
their  barley  30  or  40per  cent,  and  they 
had  given  them  a  Hares  and  Babbits 
Bill,  which  was  very  seldom  heard  of. 
If  they  were  really  the  farmers'  friends, 
they  would  try  to  find  out  what  the 
farmers  really  wanted.  If  they  asked, 
they  would  be  told,  in  the  first  place, 
that  what  the  farmers  wanted  was  fine 
weather.  He  hoped  the  farmers  would 
not  retort  upon  them  that  the  Liberals 
had  failed  to  provide  them  with  that 
article.  They  would  be  told,  in  the 
next  place,  that  one  thing,  at  any  rate, 
that  was  required  was  protection  from 
foreign  disease,  which  was  destroy- 
ing their  flocks,  not  by  slaughtering 
live  stock  at  the  port  of  debarkation,  but 
by  refusing  to  permit  live  stock  to  enter 
the  country.  They  wanted  also  relief  in 
the  matter  of  local  taxation.  They 
would  be  told  that  the  farmers  wanted 
to  be  fairly  treated  in  the  matter  of 
rates,  and  that  they  did  not  conceive 
that  that  was  the  case  as  long  as 
£250,000,000  of  real  property  was  made 
to  bear  the  whole  burden,  as  against 

Mr,  James  Howard 


£900,000,000  of  personal  property  which 
paid  nothing  at  all.  They  would  be  told 
that  the  maintenance  of  indoor  poor, 
the  maintenance  of  lunatics,  the  main- 
tenance of  main  roads,  and  the  cost  of 
education  were  considered  oppressive 
burdens  as  long  as  they  were  borne  by 
one  class  of  property  alone.  It  was 
really  worth  while  to  consider  the  matter 
entirely  apart  from  Party  politics.  It 
was  worth  while  to  listen  to  the  com- 
plaints of,  and  to  give  relief  to,  a  class 
which  represented  the  largest  interests 
in  the  Kingdom ;  a  class  upon  which 
all  other  classes  depended,  and  the  ruin 
of  which  would  involve  the  ruin  of  every 
other  class  in  the  Empire.  They  found 
the  agricultural  classes  absolutely  true 
to  each  other.  He  said  it  in  the  face  of 
the  House,  and  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction, that  the  owners  of  the  soil  had 
met  the  occupiers  with  generosity,  and 
that  the  occupiers  had  met  the  labourers 
with  kindness  and  consideration.  They 
were  far  too  independent  to  ask  for 
State  aid ;  all  they  asked  for  was  that 
the  rates  should  not  be  laid  on  one  class 
alone,  and  that  the  stock  of  th,e  country 
might  not  be  destroyed  by  foreign  disease. 
They  asked  that  in  the  interest  of  the 
country  at  large,  and  they  were  willing 
to  submit  to  inconvenience  themselves 
in  order  to  attain  that  end.  The  farmers 
were  quiet  and  patient  under  their  mis- 
fortunes, and  they  would  remain  so,  if 
they  were  convinced  that  they  were 
suffering  under  a  visitation  of  Provi- 
dence, and  that  all  was  being  done  by 
the  Government  which  an  intelligent 
knowledge  could  dictate.  But  they 
would  not  remain  so  if,  when  they  asked 
for  bread,  you  gave  them  a  stone,  and  if 
they  thought  they  were  being  handed 
over  to  the  morbid  experiments  of  ig- 
norant politicians,  and  that  they  were 
to  be  made  the  sport  of  a  spurious 
Liberalism.  They  knew  that  to  own 
land  would  not  benefit  a  man  when  it 
was  becoming  a  dearer  luxury  every 
year,  and  when  every  year  it  was  paying 
a  smaller  percentage.  Thev  knew  that 
to  parcel  out  land  in  small  lots  was  not 
the  way  to  attract  capital  into  it ;  and 
they  knew  that  to  give  the  regulation  of 
expenditure  to  those  who  did  not  pay 
the  taxes  was  not  the  way  to  induce 
economy.  The  farmers  were  cleverer 
fellows  than  some  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  seemed 
to  think.     It  would  not  be  easy  to  cheat 
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them  into  the  belief  that  jou  were  doing 
great  things  for  them,  when  jou  were 
doing  nothing  at  all.  He  hoped  a  wiser 
spirit  might  prevail,  and  that,  if  the 
farmers  were  to  be  done  good  to,  it 
would  be  in  a  way  which  the  farmers 
themselves  would  appreciate. 

Mb.  INDEBWICK  said,  he  desired 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
matter  which  pressed  with  considerable 
severity  on  farmers,  especially  in  the 
South  of  England,  and  which  was  al- 
most entirely  beyond  any  control  on 
their  part.  From  various  causes  the 
cultivation  of  corn  in  the  districts  of  the 
country  to  which  he  referred  had  become 
more  and  more  unprofitable,  and  farmers 
had  oonseqnently  been  driven  to  the 
growth  of  oth^br  crops,  and  especially 
of  fruit,  veg^etables,  and  hops.  In  this 
new  direction,  however,  they  had  found 
themselves  pressed  by  the  impost  known 
as  the  extraordinary  tithe.  This 
matter  had  already  engaged  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  and  had  been 
reported  on  by  a  Select  Committee. 
That  Ck>mmitiee  had  reported  that  the 
extraordinary  tithe  was  an  impediment 
to  aericulture;  and  it  was,  moreover, 
very  harassing  to  the  persons  who  had 
to  pay  it.  It  was,  therefore,  desirable 
that  tne  impost  should  be  abolinhed  in 
some  equitable  manner.  That  conclu- 
sion had  been  arrived  at  not  only  by  the 
Select  Committee,  but  also  by  Chambers 
of  Commerce  and  Agriculture,  and  in 
certain  Diocesan  Conferences  composed 
of  men  who,  in  a  great  measure,  received 
the  extraordinary  tithe.  It  might  be 
said  that  in  promoting  a  new  arrange- 
ment of  that  kind  they  were  unsettling 
the  settlement  come  to  in  1836 ;  but  the 
answer  to  that  was,  that  that  settlement 
was  made  in  view  of  a  state  of  things 
which  no  longer  existed,  and  of  one 
which  could  not  have  been  contemplated 
at  the  time  the  Act  was  passed.  The 
remission  of  duty  on  foreign  hops  had 
relieved  the  foreign  competitor  but  not 
the  home,  who  remained  burdened  by  the 
extraordinary  tithe ;  and  as  against  him, 
therefore,  the  foreign  g^wers  enjoyed 
protection.  He  thought  the  time  had 
now  arrived  when  some  reasonable 
settlement  ought  to  be  come  to  in  the 
matter,  though  he  was  not  one  of  those 
who  desired  the  question  to  be  settled 
without  regard  to  the  persons  who  re- 
ceived the  tithe ;  and  the  farmers  were 
themselves    desirous    of   a   reasonable 


settlement.  Great  agitation  at  present 
prevailed  upon  the  subject,  and  many 
of  the  tithe-payers  had  given  themselves 
up  to  what  was  termed  passive  resist- 
ance— that  was  to  say,  they  refused  to 
pay  the  tithes  at  all ;  and  consequently 
the  tithe-owner,  who  was  frequently  the 
vicar  of  the  parish,  was  driven  to  adopt 
the  invidious  course  of  resorting  to  force 
to  compel  payment.  Meetings  were 
being  held  and  speeches  made  which 
were  likely  to  produce  bad  feeling  be- 
tween the  tithe-owner  and  the  tithe- 
payer  unless  the  Government  made  up 
their  minds  to  settle  the  question  in 
some  form  or  other.  He  did  not  want 
to  trouble  the  House  with  any  views  of 
his  own  as  to  how  the  subject  was  to  be 
adjusted.  He  would  only  observe  that 
the  total  amount  of  the  tithe  was  about 
£100,000,  a  sum  which  surely  any  per- 
son with  statesmanlike  views  would  be 
able  to  deal  with.  The  real  difficulty, 
however,  was  that  the  extraordinary 
tithe  was  only  a  part  of  the  g^eat  ques- 
tion of  the  tithe  system,  which  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  without  delay.  If  it  were 
postponed  indefinitely  it  might  be  settled 
in  a  way  which  would  not  oe  altogether 
just.  He  did  hope,  however,  that  means 
would  be  found  before  long  for  arriving 
at  a  just  and  satisfactory  settlement. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Rye 
(Mr.  Inderwick)  that  the  question  of  ex- 
traordinary tithe  ought  to  be  placed  on 
a  satisfactory  footing ;  but  the  question 
was  one  with  which  it  was  not  very  easy 
to  deaL  He  was  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee referred  to,  and  he  was  quite 
willing  to  adhere  to  every  recommenda- 
tion which  it  made.  It  was  most  desir- 
able they  should  do  all  they  could  to 
facilitate  agriculture,  and  to  give  scope 
for  new  products  which  were  more  pro- 
fitable for  the  capital  than  those  which 
were  at  present  grown  in  many  places, 
for  corn  -  growing  cereals  and  other 
things  of  that  kind  had  not  of  late 
been  a  profitable  occupation.  He  should 
be  very  glad  to  see  established  a  settle- 
ment of  ike  question  on  equitable  terms, 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  tithe  being 
paid  by  the  owner  of  the  property.  By 
the  law  as  it  stood  now  the  owner  oi  the 
property  was  liable  for  the  payment  of 
the  tithe,  and  the  payment  by  tne  tenant 
was  merely  a  conventional  matter  of  ar- 
rangement. It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  principle  on  which  the  incidence  of 
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taxation  might  be  settled  might  be  a 
matter  of  arrangement  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant ;  but  he  thought  one 
thing  was  most  desirable — namely,  to 
keep  the  tithe-owoer,  who  was  generally 
the  vicar  of  the  parish,  and  the  tenant 
farmer  apart  in  these  transactions  as  far 
as  possible.  With  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  assistance  that  had  been  given  in 
the  direction  of  remission,  he  (Mr.  Gre- 
gory) ventured  to  say  that  in  no  case  had 
a  landlord  raised  his  rents  and  asked  for 
more  from  the  tenant,  because  the  latter 
had  been  relieved.  It  had  all  gone  for 
the  relief  of  the  tenant ;  and  he  thought 
that  if  there  was  something  further  done 
in  that  direction  the  result  would  be  the 
same.  They  might  fairly  augur  well  for 
the  future  from  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  past.  He  agreed  with  the  sugges- 
tion that  all  permanent  improvements 
should  be  the  landlord's,  and  that  it  was 
for  him  to  construct  all  the  necessary 
works  for  the  proper  occupation  of  the 
farm,  and  to  assist  the  tenant  in  drain- 
ing, fencing,  &c.  The  tenant  was  liable 
for  the  proper  cultivation  of  the  laud, 
and  he  was  bound  to  keep  it  in  order. 
If  he  did  not  do  so,  then  he  was  not  a 
fit  person  to  be  intrusted  with  it.  He 
thought  that  the  best  means  of  securing 
a  good  relationship  between  the  owner 
and  tenant  was  to  create  substantial 
landlords.  On  this  point  he  ventured  to 
say  that  the  Settled  Land  Bill  of  last 
Session  was  as  important  an  Act  in  that 
direction  as  had  ever  come  before  the 
House.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Mr.  W.  Fowler)  did  not  give  sufficient 
credit  to  the  scope  and  intentions  of  the 
Act,  and  that  it  deserved  a  little  more 
consideration  than  had  been  accorded  to 
it.  He  would  yenture  to  correct  him 
on  one  point — namely,  that  the  owner 
was  unaole  to  sell  the  mansion-house 
of  an  estate,  that  was  not  altoge- 
ther correct.  He  could  do  so  with  the 
consent  of  the  trustees,  or  by  an  order 
of  Court.  With  these  exceptions,  a  tenant 
for  life  oould  sell  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  his  property  as  if  he  was  an  owner  in 
fee  simple.  It  was  true  that  the  money 
realized  did  not  go  into  his  own  pocket ; 
but  it  was  applicable  to  the  discharge 
of  encumbrance,  or  to  the  purposes  of 
the  estate,  and,  he  (Mr.  Gregory)  ven- 
tured to  say,  for  purposes  which  were 
most  beneficial  to  it.  He  thought  this 
was  a  great  benefit,  and  he  knew  from 

Mr,  Gregory 


his  own  personal  knowledge  that  the  Act 
was  being  taken  advantage  of  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  by  many  who  owned 
encumbered  estates.  Just  at  present 
there  was  a  great  disinclination  to  em- 
bark capital  in  estates,  partly  arising 
from  agricultural  depression,  bad  season s, 
and  other  causes,  one  amongst  them — 
and  a  very  important  one — being  the  un- 
certainty of  the  position  in  which  a  land- 
lord might  find  himself  placed  with  re- 
gard to  the  agitation  and  legislation  with 
which  they  were  threatened.  He  should 
be  very  glad  to  see  the  Government  Bill 
on  tenants'  improvements  brought  in  at 
the  earliest  opportunity  ;  and  he  should 
be  glad  if  the  effect  of  it  was  to  give 
justice  to  the  tenant,  and  to  put  an  end 
to  wild  and  extravagant  ideas  which 
could  never  be  carried  out.  This,  he 
hoped,  would  bring  solvent  purchasers 
of  land  into  the  market.  Capital  could 
then  be  laid  out  upon  it,  and  proper 
encouragement  given  to  occupiers.  In 
this  way,  he  thought,  a  great  deal  of 
land  which  was  now  running  out  of 
condition  could  be  brought  into  good 
order,  and  a  happy  and  flourishing 
agriculture  promoted.  That,  however, 
could  only  be  done  by  a  wise  and  states- 
manlike measure,  giving  with  the  bene- 
fits contemplated  to  the  occupier  a  pro- 
per degree  of  security  to  those  who 
might  embark  their  capital  in  the  land. 
Mr.  DUCKHAM  said,  that  on  the 
opening  of  Parliament  last  year,  the 
agriculturists  were  led  to  believe  that 
some  very  essential  measures  would  be 
granted  by  the  Government,  among  them 
Bills  relating  to  local  self-government 
and  relief  of  local  charges.  Following 
that  was  a  paragraph  upon  Ireland,  and 
then  the  reform  of  the  local  government 
of  London.  This  year  London  govern- 
ment took  the  precedence,  and  local  go- 
vernment in  the  country  was  to  be  dealt 
with  if  time  would  permit.  Not  a  word 
respecting  local  taxation  and  other  mea- 
sures that  they  had  confidently  hoped 
to  see  brought  forward — they  were  all 
passed  over,  with  the  exception  of  com- 
pensation for  tenants'  improvements.  Al- 
though the  country  was  suffering  from 
calamitous  seasons  and  distress  amongst 
all  engaged  in  agriculture,  such  as 
he  (Mr.  Duckham),  had  never  known 
before,  and  which  was  most  seriously 
aggravated  by  the  introduction  and 
spread  of  foot  -  and  -  mouth  disease,  no 
I  mention  was  made  of  these  matters  in 
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the  Speech.  He  thoaght  the  time  was 
oome  to  preea  upon  the  Oovernment  the 
neceesity  of  altering  the  existing  law  so 
as  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  live 
stock  into  this  country  from  countries 
where  diseases  were  known  to  exist.  What 
the  English  farmer  wanted  was  to  have 
thenattlefrom  those  countries  slaughtered 
at  the  port  of  embarkation  and  not  de- 
barkation. The  present  system  had 
proved  utterly  ineffectual  to  guard  their 
nerds  and  flocks  from  the  introduction 
of  those  diseases  from  foreign  countries 
which  had  proved  so  disastrous  to  the 
farmers  of  this  country.  In  addition  to 
the  distress  caused  by  the  dreadful  con- 
tinuous seasons  of  disastrous  weather, 
they  had  year  by  year  the  markets  and 
fairs  and  all  public  sales  periodically 
dosed  throughout  the  Kingdom,  to  the 
serious  inconvenience  and  distress  of  all 
concerned  in  agriculture.  Surely,  it 
was  not  too  much  to  ask  that  measures 
should  be  taken  to  insure  the  slaughter 
of  animals,  in  countries  where  disease 
existed,  at  the  port  of  embarkation,  and 
have  their  carcases  sent  to  their  dead 
meat  market.  That  this  was  perfectly 
practicable  was  last  week  proved  by  a 
cargo  of  5,000  carcases  of  sheep  arriving 
in  good  condition  from  New  Zealand. 
The  fiarmers  of  England  did  not  want  a 
return  to  Protection ;  but  whilst  they 
had  to  compete  with  all  the  world  with 
their  produce,  they  did  want  their  herds 
and  flocks  protected  from  insidious 
diseases,  and  to  have  wise  measures 
carried  into  effect  for  that  purpose.  As 
it  was  at  present,  the  same  men  were 
employed  to  attend  the  diseased  cattle 
in  the  lairs  at  Deptford  as  in  the  lairs 
attached  to  the  Islington  markets.  What, 
he  asked,  would  be  the  effects  produced 
in  the  minds  of  the  inhabitants  of  this 
great  Metropolis  if  a  vessel  sailed  up  the 
Thames  with  a  large  number  of  passen- 
gers suffering  with  small- pox  ?  What 
would  be  the  effect  if  the  same  nurses  who 
were  employed  in  the  Small-Fox  Hospital 
were  daily  to  go  from  thence  to  St.  Bar- 
tholomew's Hospital  to  attend  the  sick 
there  ?  Yet  they  were  perfectly  parallel 
cases.  He  knew  that  the  men  were  disin- 
fected before  going  from  Deptford  to  Is- 
ling^n ;  but  he  spoke  advisedly  when  he 
said  that  it  was  a  mere  delusion  to  sup- 
pose that  it  could  be  effectual.  Farmers 
had  been  told  that  they  should  not  rely  on 
growing  corn;  that  they  should  make 
the  produce  of  the  land  walk  to  market 


in  the  shape  of  meat,  and  during  the 
past  eight  years  there  had  been  an  enor- 
mous area  of  land  laid  down  to  perma- 
nent pasture.  There  were  now  1,643,663 
acres  more  permanent  pasture  than  in 
1874,  an  area  equal  to  the  ag^cultural 
area  of  the  counties  of  Beds,  Berks, 
Bucks,  and  Cambridge.  The  result  was 
598,110  acres  less  com  grown,  318,000 
less  cattle,  and  5,994,173  less  sheep.  It 
was  clear  that  something  must  be  wrong 
in  the  present  system,  or  such  a  state  of 
things  could  not  exist.  He  believed 
that  capital  had  been  driven  from  the 
cultivation  of  the  land  by  want  of  secu- 
rity, over-preservation  of  game,  the  con- 
stant introduction  of  contagious  diseases, 
excessive  rents  fostered  by  an  arbitrary 
and  cruel  Law  of  Distress,  and  the  im- 
position of  an  excessive  burden  of  local 
taxation.  Lord  John  Bussell,  when 
arguing  for  the  repeal  of  the  Oom  Laws, 
said  that,  on  its  taking  place,  a  re-ad- 
justment of  local  taxation  must  follow; 
but  instead  of  the  promised  re-adjust- 
ment, burden  after  burden  had  been  im- 
posed ;  they  had  had  the  police,  the  dis- 
tumpiked  roads,  the  education  rate,  and 
various  other  impositions  placed  upon 
them,  all  of  which  were  national  in  their 
object  and  should  have  been  treated  as 
such.  He  considered  the  wealth  of  the 
country  should  contribute  to  the  relief 
of  its  poverty.  The  question  of  the 
unjust  bearing  of  local  taxation  was  not 
by  any  means  confined  to  the  agricul- 
turist. It  was  severely  felt  by  the  urban 
ratepayers ;  and  particularly  that  class 
who,  from  their  hard-earned  savings,  had 
purchased  small  plots  of  land,  and 
erected  cottages,  frequently  with  bor- 
rowed capital,  and  as  soon  as  they  had 
done  so  the  tax  collector  demanded  a 
rate  often  equal  to  the  cost  of  a  week's 
maintenance  of  their  families.  He  (Mr. 
Duckham)  said  the  farmers  of  England 
had  borne  their  burdens  and  what  they 
felt  their  wrongs  patiently;  they  had 
not  been  violent  in  their  demands,  and 
they  now  trusted  that  their  appeal  for 
better  regulations,  whereby  their  pro- 
perty would  not  be  wasted,  and  whereby 
the  excessive  burdens  under  which  they 
laboured  would  be  relieved,  would  not 
be  made  in  vain.  He  could  not  close 
his  remarks  without  expressing  his  sense 
of  the  earnest  manner  in  which  the  Privy 
Council  had  carried  into  effect  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Ani- 
mals) Act.    Its  failure  only  proved  the 
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necessity  for  greater  powers  being  vested 
in  theni. 

Mr.  MABUM  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  present  condition  of  agri- 
culture in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  the 
landlords.  The  surface  of  Ireland  con- 
tained about  20,000,000  acres,  of  which 
15,000,000  were  arable  and  grass  lands. 
About  the  time  of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn 
Laws  there  were  some  9,000,000  acres 
under  rotation  of  crops,  and  6,000,000 
under  grass.  The  stock  upon  these 
6,000,000  acres  was  under  2,500,000  of 
fat  cattle,  and  something  less  of  sheep. 
In  1868  the  sheep  ran  up  to  5,000,000, 
and  there  was  also  a  considerable  in- 
crease in  cattle.  But  in  1883  the  cattle 
had  increased  about  1,000,000,  and  the 
sheep  were  under  3,000,000,  and  owing 
to  the  presence  of  rot  amongst  them  the 
number  would  fall  very  far  short  of  that 
figure  this  year.  There  were  10,000,000 
acres  in  pasturage,  and  scarcely  3,000,000 
under  rotation  of  crops.  These  figures 
showed  a  great  decay  of  scientific  agri- 
culture. Persons  who  did  not  under- 
stand the  matter  very  commonly  encou- 
raged the  mistaken  idea  that  it  was  well 
to  have  as  much  of  the  land  as  possible 
in  grass ;  but  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  in  any  country  mixed  husbandry 
led  to  better  results  than  a  purely  pas- 
toral system.  The  present  depression 
would  probably  prove  ruinous  to  all  the 
small  farmers  of  the  country.  What 
was  the  cause  of  the  cessation  of  scien- 
tific husbandry  there?  The  cause  was 
to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  they  were 
handicapped  under  universal  Free  Trade. 
They  had  a  rugged  soil,  and  a  climate 
that  was  most  precarious,  and  they 
laboured  under  a  great  necessity  for 
manual  labour ;  whilst  on  the  Continent, 
against  which  they  had  to  contend,  the 
soil  was  most  fertile  and  the  climate  was 
magnificent.  The  consequence  was  that, 
so  far  as  cereals  were  concerned,  the 
Irish  farmer  was  so  handicapped  that  he 
was  thrown  entirely  out  of  the  market, 
and  it  was  utterly  impossible  for  him  to 
enter  it  if  he  did  not  breed  cattle  under 
the  existing  universal  Free  Trade  prices. 
He  did  not  advocate  a  return  to  Pro- 
tection, for  he  believed  such  a  thing  in 
Ireland  would  be  ruinous.  He  was 
merely  stating  what  he  considered  were 
the  causes  of  the  present  state  of  de- 
pression, and  showing  that  that  depres- 
sion was  due,  not  only  to  the  bad  seasons, 
but  to  Free  Trade  prices  under  which 
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the  farmer  laboured.  To  meet  these 
evils  various  strong  remedies  had  been 
proposed,  in  none  of  which  he  had  much 
faith.  One  was  emigration ;  but  how 
would  it  materially  improve  the  prospects 
of  men  without  capital  ?  The  tenant 
farmers  were  really  reduced  to  a  con- 
dition that  they  could  not  afford  to  pay 
any  rent  unless  through  circumstances 
which  were  external  to  their  own  re- 
sources, and  in  Ireland  they  had  no 
commerce.  In  England  commerce  ex- 
isted, and  was  a  valuable  adjunct  to 
agriculture,  supporting  a  large  portion 
of  the  population  ;  but  in  Ireland  agri- 
culture was  the  entire  moans  of  sub- 
sistence. If  he  went  into  history  he 
might  show  that  the  commerce  of  Ire- 
land had  been  systematically  interfered 
with  by  England,  and  upon  that  ground 
he  considered  that  Ireland  had  a  claim 
upon  the  Imperial  purse.  He  was  con- 
vinced, that  under  the  present  Free  Trade 
conditions,  there  would  always  be  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  periodical  famine,  and  a 
certain  portion  of  the  population  con- 
stantly being  thrown  upon  public  assist- 
ance in  Ireland,  and  that  the  country 
would  constantly  be  appealing  to  the 
public  Exchequer  for  assistance.  The 
Poor  Law  relief  system  had  been  sug- 
gested as  a  remedy  for  this;  but  he 
looked  upon  such  a  remedy  with  grave 
suspicion.  If  the  surplus  population 
were  to  be  thus  maintained  an  1 8«.  rate 
would  be  necessary,  and  the  money 
would  ultimately  come  from  the  pockets 
of  the  tenants.  Adverting  again  to  the 
suggested  remedy  of  emigration,  he 
might  remark  that  he  should  oppose 
any  such  system  which  would  take  people 
out  to  a  strange  country,  give  them  a 
miserable  pittance  of  £5,  and  then  send 
them  adrift.  That  was  what  had  been 
offered.  He  objected  to  it  for  that  reason ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  because  such  a 
system  had  the  effect  of  taking  from 
the  country  all  the  young  and  fresh  and 
enterprizing  young  people,  and  leaving^ 
behind  only  those  who  were  unable  to 
work,  and  who  ought  to  be  assisted  in 
their  age  by  the  younger  members  of 
their  family.  What  they  would  prefer 
was  that  the  population  of  Ireland  should 
be  given  employment  in  the  development 
of  the  industrial  resources  of  the  country. 
If  they  were  to  have  a  system  of  emigra- 
tion, however,  let  it  be  one  that  should 
be  large  and  general  in  its  scope.  If 
the  Government  would  propose  a  scheme 
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of  emigration,  parcbasing  Bome  millions 
of  acres  of  fertile  land  in  some  salu- 
brious oountrj,  and  give  a  free  passage 
and  certain  tracts  of  land  to  tbose  of 
the  farming  class  and  their  families 
who  would  embrace  the  opportunity  of 
learing  Ireland — establish  some  sort  of 
colonization  scheme,  i  d  fact — ^he  could  pro- 
mise them  that  it  would  receive  the  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tives.  At  any  rate,  whatever  the  cause 
and  whatever  the  remedy,  the  state  of 
agriculture  was  now  such  as  to  make  it 
imperatively  necessary  not  to  sacrifice  it 
to  the  inferior  interests  of  that  country. 
If  the  causes  of  Irish  distress  received 
due  attention  there  would  be  no  clamour- 
ing for  separation;  on  the  contrary,  it 
would  be  found  that  a  large  proportion 
of  Irishmen  appreciated  the  fact  that  in 
England  there  was  more  civil  and  re- 
ligious liberty  than  in  any  country  they 
could  ally  themselves  with.  Could  they 
be  surprised,  however,  looking  at  the 
condition  of  agriculture — which  was  the 
sole  industry  in  Ireland — looking  at  the 
fact  that  not  only  was  no  relief  given  to 
it,  but  that  no  mention  even  was  made 
of  it  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  and  looking 
at  the  divided  and  antagonistic  interests 
which  existed  between  the  two  peoples, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  asked  for 
Home  Bule,  for  something  which  would 
relieve  them  from  connection  with  a 
country  which  sacrificed  her  to  Imperial 
interests,  which  were  almost  entirely 
commercial,  and  could  they  wonder  that 
under  such  circumstances  they  should  be 
desirous  of  taking  the  government  of  the 
country  entirely  into  tbeir  own  hands? 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  therefore,  it 
was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  sullen  and  dis- 
contented ;  and  he  had  never  known,  in 
his  long  experience  of  the  Irish  people, 
moderate  public  opinion  more  discon- 
tented and  sullen  than  it  was  at  the 
present  time. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that,  al- 
though  the  debate  had  been  somewhat 
gloomy,  he  was  quite  sure  the  country 
would  appreciate  any  discussion  as  to 
the  causes  of  the  present  agricultural 
and  commercial  depression.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  complained  that  there  had 
not  been  more  measures  mentioned  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  for  the  benefit  of 
agriculture.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Government  were 
acting  wisely  in  confining  itself  to  mea- 


sures which  it  had  a  reasonable  prospect 
of  passing.  It  was  for  the  Bepresenta- 
tives  of  the  people,  rather  than  the  Go- 
vernment, to  take  up  the  question,  in- 
vite discussion,  and  try  to  find  out  what 
were  the  causes  of  the  distress  that  pre- 
vailed, and  ishat  were  the  genuine  re- 
medies. The  discussion  throughout  the 
debate  that  evening  had  been  confined 
to  agricultural  distress,  as  if  no  other  in- 
dustry was  suffering.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  there  was  very  little  to  choose 
between  the  condition  of  agriculture  and 
manufactures.  No  one  could  take  up 
the  newspaper  without  seeing  evidence 
that  capital  was  being  profitlessly  em- 
ployed by  those  engaged  in  the  manu- 
facturing industries,  and  that  they  had 
been  suffering  silently  for  years.  He 
asked  himself  this  question — What  were 
the  great  causes  of  this  general  depres- 
sion ? — and  he  answered,  undoubtedly  it 
had  been  the  want  of  sunshine  and  bad 
seasons  which  had  been  the  first  and 
main  cause.  He  fully  admitted  that  the 
foundation  of  our  prosperity  was  the  suc- 
cessful condition  of  agriculture.  When 
it  was  not  prosperous  no  other  industry 
was  healthy.  But  the  question  he  wished 
to  ask  was  this.  So  far  as  the  distress 
was  preventable,  had  Parliament  done 
its  duty  ?  He  unhesitatingly  said  it  had 
come  far  short  of  it.  It  had  been  urged 
in  vain  that  the  Land  Laws  should  be 
altered,  the  laws  affecting  settled  pro- 
perty modernized,  and  obstructions  to 
freo  sale  and  cultivation  removed.  They 
had  passed  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  in  such  a  form  that  it  had  been 
looked  upon  as  the  greatest  sham  ever 
offered  to  the  people  of  this  country ;  and 
gentlemen  identified  with  it  were  insist- 
ing that  it  should  be  made  real  and  ope- 
rative. He  confessed  he  was  suspicious 
of  measures  for  the  agricultural  interest 
proposed  by  Her  Majesty's  Opposition. 
For  a  long  period  in  that  House  and  the 
country  they  had  asked  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Malt  Tax  in  the  interest  of  agriculture ; 
and,  now  that  it  had  been  repealed,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  E.  W. 
Harcourt)  came  forward  to  say  it  had  re- 
duced the  price  of  the  better  class  of 
barley ;  and  that  might  be  true,  because 
the  former  fictitious  value  could  not  be 
maintained.  Subventions  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  in  relief  of  local  burdens 
would  be  fallacious  as  a  panacea  for  the 
distress  of  farmers,  for  it  would  be  taken 
advantage  of  by  landlords  to  raise  their 
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rents ;  and  commerce  was  so  dependent 
upon  agriculture,  the  two  were  so  iden- 
tified,  that  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the 
farmers  misled.  If  the  advice  of  Cobden 
and  Stuart  Mill  had  been  followed  in  a 
serious  spirit  before  the  distress  came 
there  would  have  been  infinitely  less 
suffering.  Landlords  returned  10  or  20 
per  cent  of  their  rents,  but  they  main- 
tained the  exorbitant  rents  nominally, 
hoping  to  exact  them,  and  thus  the  far- 
mers had  their  capital  wasted  before 
they  came  into  close  quarters  with  the 
landlords.  It  was  said,  since  the  passing 
of  the  Settled  Land  Bill,  owners  willing 
to  sell  could  find  no  buyers ;  but  if  the 
measure  had  been  passed  some  years 
ago,  buyers  would  have  been  found  at 
good  prices.  He  confessed  to  having  a 
deep  interest  in  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try. He  was  largely  engaged  in  manu- 
facturing in  the  East  of  England,  and 
he  knew  those  interests  were  profitless 
unless  agriculture  was  in  a  state  of  pros- 
perity. He  was,  therefore,  anxious  that 
something  should  be  done  for  agricul- 
ture. The  landlord  ought  to  take  over 
a  share  of  the  difficulties,  and  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case  would  oblige  them  to 
offer  to  their  tenants  such  facilities  as 
would  give  the  intelligent  farmer  an  op- 
portunity of  recovering  his  position.  It 
was  from  the  operation  of  the  Land  Act 
of  last  Session,  supplemented  by  other 
measures,  that  the  farmer  must  expect 
prosperity.  He  hoped  the  agricultural 
interest  would  speak  out  in  that  direction, 
so  as  to  find  some  practical  remedies,  in- 
stead of  advocating  such  proposals  as  a 
reversal  of  Free  Trade  policy.  As  to 
the  tithe,  he  regarded  it  as  a  burden, 
not  upon  the  farmer,  but  upon  the  land. 
It  was  a  sort  of  second  rent-charge,  and 
if  the  farmers  were  relieved  from  the 
payment  of  it  they  would  be  called  upon 
to  pay  an  increase  of  rent  to  a  corre- 
sponding extent  directly  to  their  land- 
lords. The  real  question  to  consider  was 
whether  the  amount  paid  in  tithes  was 
appropriated  in  the  best  form,  in  order 
to  meet  the  national  necessities.  In  his 
opinion  the  farmers  were  entitled  to  ask 
that  there  should  be  some  re-adjustment 
of  the  system  of  tithes  ;  and  he  believed 
that  at  no  very  distant  date  some  pro- 
position would  be  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment on  the  subject.  If  farmers  were 
to  have  relief  of  public  burdens,  it  must 
be  by  economical  expenditure.  He  could 
only  marvel  that  bon.  Members,  espe- 
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cially  those  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  could  assist  in  voting  such  larg^ 
sums  of  money  for  the  Army  and  Navy 
and  for  enterprizes  abroad,  while  they 
themselves  had  to  come  to  Parliament 
as  beggars  willing  to  accept  a  few  pounds 
almost  in  any  form.  Parliament  ought 
to  be  courageous  in  checking  the  ruinous 
public  expenditure  in  which  we  had  been 
engaged  of  late  years,  for  it  was  only  in 
this  way  that  the  public  burdens  could 
be  lightened.  He  believed  that  local 
burdens  were  heavier  in  the  towns  of 
the  North  than  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts. In  his  own  borough  they  had  a 
poor  rate  of  4s.  Id,  in  the  pound,  and 
yet  they  did  not  begrudge  the  education 
rate,  because  it  was  regarded  as  the 
wisest  possible  expenditure.  What  they 
did  begrudge  was  the  taxation  for  pri- 
sons and  gaols.  He  would  ask  the 
Government  to  look  into  the  licence 
question,  and  see  if  there  was  not  there 
a  large  useless  expenditure.  When  land- 
lords spoke  of  reducing  rents,  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  in  the  North  of  England 
owners  of  property  were  suffering  far 
more  than  the  owners  of  land  during 
this  depression.  In  the  towns  of  the 
textile  industries  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  rents  had  gone  down  40  and  50 
per  cent. 

Mr.  BIDDELL  said,  that  he  thanked 
the  Government  for  their  promise  of  in- 
troducing a  Bill  for  the  payment  of 
agricultural  improvements,  though  he 
feared  that,  under  the  present  state  of 
things,  disimprovements  would  prevail. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought  that  an 
Act  might  be  so  drawn  that,  while  just 
to  all  parties,  it  would  be  generally 
beneficial.  But  there  was  some  danger 
of  their  going  too  far.  It  was  always 
argued  that  the  landlord  should  pay  for 
such  improvements ;  but  it  would  eventu- 
ally be  found  it  was  the  incoming  tenant 
who  paid  for  all.  Sagacious  land  agents 
first  bound  the  incoming  tenant  to  pay 
the  oiftgoer's  valuation,  which  would 
include  those  improvements.  In  that 
way  it  might  lead  to  entry  valuations — 
which  in  the  Eastern  Counties  were 
already  very  heavy — being  run  up  to  a 
most  crushing  extent.  Some  philoso- 
phers would  say,  let  the  parties  make 
their  own  agreements  ;  but  it  should 
be  recollected  that  it  was  custom  they 
wanted  to  improve;  for  on  that  much 
of  their  agricultural  law  depended,  and 
custom  established  hundreds  of  years 
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since  were  no  longer  adapted  to  deal 
equitably  with  modern  farming  pro- 
ceedings. Corn- growing  might  be  con- 
eidered  irrespective  of  the  personal  in- 
terests of  either  landlords  or  tenants. 
Was  it  the  nation's  interest  that  its 
decline,  as  in  late  years,  should  con- 
tinue? Year  after  year  were  they  to 
become  more  dependent  upon  foreign 
supplies ;  and  that  with  the  comparative 
decline  of  their  Navy?  France  had 
already  nearly  an  equal  Navy  to  their 
own.  Suppose  they  found  themselves  at 
war  with  her,  and  another  Naval  Power 
—  say  Italy  —  could  they  then  main- 
tain a  free  course  for  their  bread  sup- 
pUes  ?  If  not,  would  there  not  be  great 
danger  of  their  being  starved  into  an 
ignominious  peace  ?  The  hon.  Members 
for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  James  Howard) 
and  Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  inti- 
mated that  reductions  of  rent  would 
meet  the  case.  He  (Mr.  Biddell)  argued 
against  such  an  idea.  What  was  most 
wanted  was  some  measure  which  would 
render  it  more  profitable  to  cultivate  the 
land  as  arable,  than  allowing  it  to  re- 
lapse into  pasture,  or,  as  some  persons 
called  it,  prairie  land.  He  himself  had 
let  land  at  such  a  reut  as  it  was  worth  to 
feed,  reducing  it  from  30«.  to  1 0«.  per  acre. 
When  they  paid  their  butcher's  bills  let 
hon.  Members  be  aware  that  the  high 
prices  charged  arose  from  the  distressed 
farmers  having  sold  off  their  sheep, 
which,  from  want  of  capital,  they  could 
not  replace.  It  might  be  said — '*  Let 
them  give  way  to  men  of  adequate  capi- 
tal." All  very  well;  but  the  House 
had  BO  treated  the  land  that  capitalists 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  If 
any  hon.  Members  opposite  wished  to 
show  the  farmers  how  capital  could  be 
safely  put  into  the  land,  he  would  under- 
take to  find  them  thousands  of  acres  of  land 
to  operate  upon.  Alluding  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
lUingworth),  he  (Mr.  Biddell)  thanked 
him  for  the  admission  as  to  the  depres- 
sion, for  the  last  few  years,  of  the  manu- 
facturing interests.  It  was  clear,  then, 
that  what  was  called  Free  Trade  did 
not  bring  them  at  all  times  prosperity. 
He  hoped  the  time  was  near  when  they 
would  DO  able  to  give  that  subject  their 
impartial  consideration,  for  the  general 
infatuation  for  an  abstract  idea— for  at 
present  it  was  nothing  else — had  pre- 
vented them  doing  so  hitherto.  For  his 
part,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 


would  propose  a  small  import  duty  on 
woollen  manufactures,  for  which  his  con- 
stituents were  famous,  he  (Mr.  Biddell) 
would  second  it.  The  hon.  Member  had 
intimated  that  the  farmers  should  be 
thankful  for  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax. 
He  (Mr.  Biddell)  asked  why;  for  the 
Government  had  only  changed  its  name 
and  place  of  collection.  There  now 
existed  a  greater  tax  between  him,  as  a 
barley  grower,  and  his  customers,  the 
beer  drinkers,  than  there  was  before. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  had 
intimated  that  the  Conservatives  wished 
to  relieve  their  local  burdens  by  putting 
a  tax  upon  stock-in-trade.  He  (Mr. 
Biddell)  repudiated  any  such  idea ;  what 
he  wished  to  see  was  local,  and  he 
might  say  Imperial  taxation,  based 
upon,  and  be  assessed  according  to,  the 
means  of  those  from  whom  they  were 
collected.  That  such  was  not  the  case 
he  would  show  by  citing  the  works  of 
the  hon.  Member,  which  were  probably 
rated  upon  £500  or  £600  a-year.  A 
farmer's  profits  near  by,  assessed  upon  a 
like  basis,  could  not  be  compared  to 
those  of  the  iron  works,  and  yet  they 
contributed  equally.  Again,  in  regard 
to  labour,  the  iron  works  used  up  10 
times  the  labour  the  farmer  did.  Yet, 
in  the  case  of  old  age,  or  from  disable* 
ment  by  accident,  when  any  of  those 
workmen  required  pecuniary  assistance, 
the  farmer  contributed  equally  with  the 
owner  of  the  iron  works.  The  Cabinet, 
in  discussing  this  subject,  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Biddell)  like  doctors,  who,  instead 
of  considering  how  best  to  uphold  and 
maintain  their  patient  in  this  world, 
discussed  how  he  could  best  be  buried. 
Instead  of  considering  how  best  the 
farmers  could  be  enabled  to  continue  in 
their  operations,  Government  had  spent 
its  time  in  considering  in  what  way  they 
had  better  leave.  But,  in  conclusion,  he 
would  remark  that  whatever  their  mea- 
sure miffht  be  it  would  have  his  most 
impartial  consideration. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  of  the  reality  and 
urgency  of  the  present  agricultural  dis- 
tress. The  time  was  ripe  for  considera- 
tion of  county  government  and  local 
taxation.  One  of  the  great  advantages 
to  be  obtained  would  be  uniformity  of 
assessment  among  the  Unions  in  evexy 
county.  In  London  they  had  this  great 
benefit.  The  only  part  of  the  Empire  in 
whichtherewas  estaolished  by  legislation 
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a  uniformity  of  assessment  was  in  the 
32  Unions  of  the  Metropolitan  district. 
What  was  wanted  in  the  country  was 
one  and  the  same  basis  for  locaJ  and 
Imperial  taxation,  and  he  regretted  on 
that  account  that  the  County  Govern- 
ment Bill  was  not  a  leading  part  of  the 
programme  of  the  Government,  because 
he  regarded  the  development  of  local 
government  as  the  key  to  many  of  the 
problems  which  the  Opposition  were 
trying  to  solve  in  other  ways.  He 
thought  that  the  last  speaker  (Mr.  Bid- 
dell)  had  pointed  to  a  most  important 
branch  of  the  subject,  and  he  should 
have  been  exceedingly  glad  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  able  to  see  their  way 
to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  county 
government  and  taxation.  That  ques- 
tion was  really  much  more  urgent  than 
that  of  a  Municipality  for  London,  which 
only  concerned  the  Metropolitan  popula- 
tion. The  proceedings  of  that  House 
would  have  been  of  a  far  more  satis- 
factory and  substantial  character  were 
such  a  Bill  to  be  introduced.  He 
could  not  but  fear  that  there  was 
a  reluctance  in  some  quarters  to  ex- 
tend fully  and  fairly  the  electorate  in 
the  counties.  In  the  boroughs  every 
elector  had  a  vote  for  the  local  govern- 
ment, and  if  that  principle  were  ex- 
tended to  the  counties  it  would  give  the 
greatest  satisfaction.  He  found  that, 
according  to  what  had  been  laid  down 
by  Sir  John  Lambert,  the  total  amount 
of  the  poor  rate  in  the  rural  sanitary 
districts  was  a  little  over  £3,000,000 
sterling,  and  that  the  average  charge 
upon  the  rural  sanitary  districts  for  poor 
rate,  county  rate,  police  rate,  highway 
rate,  and  school  board  rate  was  2s.  Id, 
in  the  pound.  It  would  not  be  possible, 
therefore,  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  to  say  that 
charges  of  that  sort  were  excessive. 
The  question,  however,  whether  the  area 
of  charge  should  not  be  widened  was 
deserving  of  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
Before  he  sat  down  he  would  refer  to 
the  depression  of  agriculture.  If  hon. 
Members  were  disposed  to  complain  that 
no  sympathetic  allusion  had  been  made 
to  the  subject  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  he  thought  they  should  remem- 
ber that  such  an  allusion  had  been  made 
at  the  close  of  last  Session  with  refer- 
ence to  the  past  harvest.  As  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  who  had  brought 
forward  the  subjeot  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
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telot)  had  said,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  our  requirements  for  foreign  corn 
would  be  less  by  £9,000,000.  It  there- 
fore appeared  to  him  that  the  allusion 
of  Her  Majesty  in  the  Speech  at  the 
close  of  last  Session  to  the  improved 
prospects  of  agriculture  was  absolutely 
true.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
had  also  said  that  there  had  been  a 
great  reduction  of  rent.  That  was  no 
doubt  true,  but  there  had  previously 
been  a  g^eat  rise  in  rent.  Bir  James 
Caird  had  mentioned  as  one  of  the  causes 
of  the  existing  agricultural  depression 
the  undue  rise  in  rents  which  had  taken 
place  within  the  last  20  years,  and  that 
from  1867  to  1877  that  rise  had  been 
no  less  than  11^  per  cent.  As. to  the 
measure  for  the  prevention  of  floods,  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  attempts 
last  year  to  deal  with  the  subjeot  were 
met  with  obstructive,  or  at  least  dilatory, 
tactics  on  the  part  of  hon.  Members  who 
sat  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  said,  that 
they  must  put  on  one  side  the  bad  sea- 
sons, to  which  the  distress  in  ag^culture 
was  undoubtedly  mainly  due,  and  con- 
sider whether  there  was  anything  in  the 
law,  as  it  existed  at  the  present  time, 
which  injuriously  affected  the  persons 
engaged  in  agriculture,  or  which  pressed 
upon  agriculture  itself.  This  they  had  to 
consider  with  reference  to  three  classes 
— the  landlords,  the  tenants,  and  the  la- 
bourers. The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  Illingworth)  had  said  that  very  little 
had  been  said  about  the  Settled  Estates 
Act,  thereby  inferring  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  that  (the  Conservative)  side  of 
the  House  were  dissatisfied  with  it.  He 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  most  strongly  denied 
that  such  was  the  case.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  there  at  the  time 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex 
(Mr.  Ghregory)  was  discussing  that  Act, 
he  would  have  heard  that  it  was  looked 
upon  on  that  side  of  the  House  as  very 
beneficial ;  indeed,  one  of  the  most  bene- 
ficial Acts  that  had  been  passed.  It  was 
scarcely  charged  against  the  present 
system  that  rents  were  excessive;  and, 
certainly,  no  rents  could  possibly  con- 
tinue which  made  land  difficult  to  hold 
for  ag^cultural  purposes.  It  was  gene- 
rally felt,  also,  that  it  was  neither  for  the 
benefit  of  the  owner  himself,  still  less 
for  the  tenant,  and  least  of  all  for  the 
general  public,  the  consumers  of  the 
produce  of  the  soil,  that  any  man  should 
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eontinne  in  that  ownership  when  he  had 
not  the  means  to  hold  it  either  for  the 
lionefit  of  himself  or  of  others.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  had  regretted  that 
this  Aot  had  not  come  into  operation  at 
an  earlier  date,  as  it  might  have  enabled 
those  who  had  accumulated  capital  in 
trade  to  dispossess  the  present  owners 
and  become    themselves    landed    pro- 
prietors bj  purchase.     He  was  afraid 
that  in  that  case  the  purchasers  would 
be  still  more  dissatisfied  than  the  origi- 
nal owners.   It  was  not  necessary  to  say 
mnch  about  the  agricultural  labourers, 
as  there  was   not  in  the  country  any 
working  man  who  was  in  a  better  posi- 
tion.   Ue  had  better  wages,  relatively, 
than  any  other  working  man ;   and  on 
many  estates  he  had  been  put  in  pos- 
session of  an  improved  cottage  and  an 
improved  garden.      There   was  not  a 
farmer  who  had  not  found  out  that  if  he 
wanted  to  keep  a  good  labourer  he  had 
to  give  him  a  good  cottage  and  a  good 
garden,  and  he  would  be  loth  to  leave. 
To  come  then  to  the  question  of  the 
law  as  it    affected    tenants,   with    re- 
ference to    the   passage   in   Her    Ma- 
jesty's graoious  Speech  which  announced 
that  the  tenant  was  to  have  compen- 
sation for  unexhausted  improvements, 
the   hon.    Member    for   Bradford   had 
characterized  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  of  1875  as  sham  or  bogus  legisla- 
tion; but,  instead  of  its  being  so,  he 
(Mr.  Staveley  Hill)  believed  that  that 
Act  was  a  much  needed  and  most  useful 
measure;  for,  among  other  things,   it 
substituted  for  custom,   which   it  was 
difficult  to  ascertain,  something  that  was 
fixed  and  definite,  according  to  which, 
in  the  absence  of  any  written  agreement, 
the  outgoing  tenant  should  be  compen- 
sated for  his  unexhausted  improvements. 
In  connection  with  that  question,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  was  a  very  diffi- 
cult one.  In  assessing  the  compensation 
to  be  paid  to  an  outgoing  tenant,  it  was 
necessary  to  guard  against  fraud  on  his 
part,  nothing  being  easier  than  for  him 
to  produce  vouchers  for  manuring  and 
other  operations  which  he  had  never 
carried  out,  and  we  must  guard  also 
against  crippling  the  incoming  tenant 
by  making   too    large  an  assessment. 
One  Amendment,  however,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  adopt  as  to  the  Act  of  1675,  for 
he  thought  that  when  they  had  adopted 
what  they  considered  the  very  best  sys- 
tem of  compensation  for  the  outgoing 


tenant,  they  should  say  to  every  tenant, 
**  You  ought  always  to  have  the  advan- 
tage of  that,"  no  matter  whether  there 
was  an  agreement  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant  or  not.     Upon  another  ques- 
tion— that  of  contagious  diseases — it  had 
been   suggested  that  infected  animals 
should  be  slaughtered  at  the  port  of 
embarkation ;  but  that  was  not  the  law 
under  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Act,   1878.     That  Act  provideid  for  the 
slaughter  of  animals  at  the  port  or  wharf 
of  disembarkation ;  and  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil could  go  no  further  than  that.     He 
could  not,  therefore,  see  how  the  em- 
barkation of  infected  animals  could  be 
prevented — only,    indeed,   by  insisting 
upon  a  quarantine  at  the  port  of  em- 
barkation— while  he  was  ready  to  admit 
that  their  slaughter  upon  their  arrival 
here  was  not  altogether  effective  as  a 
preventive  of   the    spread  of  disease. 
Every  precaution,  however,   should  be 
taken  by  means  of  proper  disinfection 
against  drovers  and  others  conveying 
infection  in  their  clothes.    He  was  glad 
to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
admit  that  trade  and  agriculture  were  so 
closely  connected  that  the  misfortunes 
which  affected  the  one  affected  the  other. 
What  they  wanted  was  a  good  home 
market;  but  he  did  not  see  how  they 
oould  have  that  unless  trade  was  pros- 
perous, and  trade  could  never  prosper 
until  they  had    a   free  exit  for  their 
manufactures,    which    at   present    had 
to  encounter  prohibitory  tariffs  abroad. 
The  most  recent  Beport  on  Trade  and 
Commerce  announced  that   the  tariffs 
of   all  the  countries  of  Europe  were 
being  maintained,  and  most  of  those 
countries  were  actually  increasing  their 
tariffs.    He  believed  that  the  protective 
system  of  foreign  countries,  by  dosing 
their  markets  to  our  manufactures,  was 
at  the  bottom  of  our  agricultural  as  well 
as  of  our  trading  difficulties.    We  had 
had  a  trial  of  Free  Trade  for  nearly  40 
years,  and  were  as  far  as  ever  from  the 
result  hoped  for  by  Mr.  Cobden.    The 
time    had,   therefore,   in    his    opinion, 
arrived  when  it  was  necessary  to  say 
that  unless  other  countries  relaxed  their 
tariff  this  country  would  retaliate  by 
increasing  its  tariff.    In  that  view,  it 
was  desirable    to    bring   together  the 
Mother  Country  and  the  Colonies  under 
a  system  of  mutual  tariff  relations  which 
would  induce  them  to  lower  their  tariffs 
upon  our  manufactures,  by  placing  duties 
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on    the    produce    of   foreign  countries 
which  those  Colonies  could  supply. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  said,  he  had 
no  intention  of  detaining  the  House  with 
comments  on  the  present  unfortunate 
condition  of  the  agricultural  interest. 
That  condition  was,  he  thought,  admitted 
on  all  hands ;  and  the  great  ohject 
for  the  House  to  consider  was,  what 
legislation  might  take  place  ;  what  steps 
the  House  might  take  in  endeavouring, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  relieve  the  depres- 
sion from  which  that  interest  suffered. 
He  thanked  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  having  undertaken  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  wished  to  impress  upon 
the  House  the  necessity  for  dealing  with 
it,  and  dealing  with  it  quickly,  no  less 
in  the  interests  of  the  landlord  than 
in  that  of  the  tenant  farmer.  If,  as 
was  the  case,  the  capital  of  the  tenant 
farmer  had  been  gradually  melting 
away,  the  rents  of  the  landlords  had 
been  gradually  falling  off,  and  that 
state  of  things  could  not  continue. 
The  longer  delay  in  putting  the  condi- 
tion of  agriculture  on  a  just  footing, 
the  greater  would  be  the  difficulty  of 
the  raising  it  out  of  its  depressed  con- 
dition. He  had  listened  with  great  in- 
terest to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  had  introduced 
this  subject  to  the  House  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot) ;  and  he  had  been  surprised 
to  find  that,  although  he  had  dwelt  upon 
the  difficulties  of  the  present  situation, 
he  had  had  no  practical  suggestion  to 
offer  as  a  remedy  for  the  state  of  affairs. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  shifting  of 
local  taxation  would  be  of  real  use  or 
benefit  to  the  cause  of  agriculture ;  be- 
cause, although  by  that  process  they 
might  nominally  reduce  these  burdens, 
the  money  must  be  paid  out  of  a  common 
fund,  to  which  the  farmers  and  others 
must  Contribute.  So  far  as  he  had 
looked  into  the  question  of  local  sub- 
sidies, it  seemed  to  him  farmers  had  been 
relieved  of  1*.  by  the  payment  out  of 
another  pocket  of  1*.  Zd,  Notwith- 
standing the  subsidies  to  the  police, 
which  had  taken  place  in  Scotland  as 
well  as  in  England,  the  people  in  Scot- 
land were  paying  little  less  for  police 
now  than  they  did  20  years  ago.  It  was 
quite  true,  as  had  been  said,  that  de- 
terioration was  setting  in,  and  the  con- 
dition of  the  country  getting  worse  and 
worse,  and  what  they  had  to  consider 
was  how  far  legislation  could  remedy 
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this  state  of  matters.  Beference  bad 
been  made  to  one  cause  in  addition 
to  the  bad  seasons,  and  that  was  that 
the  amount  of  capital  applied  to  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil  was  much  less 
than  formerly,  and  was  getting  less  year 
by  year,  and  what  had  become  of  the 
capital  ?  No  small  part  of  it  had  been  ab- 
sorbed by  the  landlords  in  unduly  high 
and  excessive  rents,  and  for  this  they  were 
indebted,  to  a  very  large  extent,  to  the 
existence  of  the  Law  of  Distraint.  There 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  that  law  pre- 
sented a  temptation  to  the  landlord  to  take 
a  tenant  with  insufficient  capital,  and  so 
increased  the  number  of  competitors  for 
a  farm ;  and  as  increased  competition 
meant  higher  prices,  farmers  had  in 
this  way  been  called  upon  to  pay  higher 
rents  than  were  the  fair  market  price. 
The  first  thing  towards  redress,  there- 
fore, in  his  opinion,  would  be  the  total 
abolition  of  the  Law  of  Distraint.  That 
would  produce  a  considerable  fall  in 
rents,  and  remove  one  grievance  of 
which  farmers  j  ustly  complained .  With 
regard  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  had  ju8t 
spoken  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill),  he  (Mr. 
J .  W.  Barclay)  entirely  repudiated,  for 
himself  and  for  the  Scotch  tenant 
farmers,  the  idea  of  a  return  to  Protec- 
tion, or  **  Fair  Trade,"  which  was  the 
same  thing  in  disguise.  If  they  were 
going  to  have  a  duty  upon  corn,  they 
must  have  a  duty  on  all  kinds  of  seeds  ; 
and  if  the  farmers  were  going  to  get 
across  store  cattle,  they  would  have  to 
feed  them  upon  taxed  seed,  and  there 
would  be  no  profit  in  that  direction. 
Some  hon.  Members  had  said  they  must 
take  oare  not  to  overburden  the  incom- 
ing tenant.  He  presumed  the  outgoing 
tenant  was  only  to  be  compensated  for 
such  improvements  as  had  increased  the 
value  of  the  holding,  and  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  the  incoming  tenant 
to  get  the  farm  in  good  condition,  al- 
though he  paid  a  considerable  sum  for 
it.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  promised 
by  the  Government,  if  the  House  had 
made  up  its  mind  to  give  compensation 
for  improvements,  there  would  be  no 
great  difficulty  in  establishing  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  it  ought  to  be  done. 
The  principles  to  be  embodied  were — 

(1)  That  the  tenant  farmer  be  com- 
pensated fully  for  such  increased  value 
as  he  may  have  given  to  his  holding; 

(2)  that  the  value  of  the  improvements 
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is  the  increased  yalue  of  the  holding 
to  his  successor,  due  to  his  improve- 
ments; and  (3)  that  the  amount  of  in- 
creased value  be  settled  by  arbitration. 
Of  course,  he  was  willing  that  oorre- 
sponding  compensation  should  be  given 
to  the  landlord  in  case  of  deterioration, 
and  he  should  give  stringent  powers  to 
the  landlord  to  interfere  when  deterio- 
ration was  going  on.  If  those  prin- 
ciples were  conceded,  there  would  be 
no  great  difficulty  in  framing  a  satisfac- 
tory Bill.  But  if  they  took  the  basis 
of  expenditure  by  the  tenant,  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  in  the  Agricultural  Hold- 
ings Act,  they-  would  be  landed  in  a 
maze.  Such  a  measure  would  be  a  satis- 
factory neither  to  the  landlord  nor  to 
the  tenant,  because  there  would  be 
prreat  uncertainty  and  scope  for  fraud. 
He  thought  the  principle  of  basing 
the  compensation  on  the  increased  value 
of  the  improvements  was  the  only 
one  which  was  at  once  practical  and 
would  secure  justice  and  fairness  to  all 
parties.  He  strongly  recommended  the 
Government,  if  they  were  not  prepared 
to  hring  in  a  Bill  to  carry  out  fully  the 
demands  of  the  tenant  farmers,  not  to 
introduce  a  Bill  at  all ;  because  a  Bill 
which  did  not  go  far  enough  would 
create  disturbance  without  conferring 
benefit.  If  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act  had  been  made  compulsory  at  the 
time  it  was  passed,  he  thought  the  state 
of  matters  would  not  be  nearly  so  bad 
to-day  as  it  was.  They  could  not  ex- 
pect farmers  to  expend  their  capital  and 
energy  until  they  were  quite  certain 
they  would  reap  the  full  fruits  of  the 
application  of  that  capital  and  that 
energy.  If  the  Government  were  going 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  it  ought  to  be  a  com- 
prehensive Bill,  and  one  that  would  go 
far  to  settle  the  question  for  many  years 
to  come— a  measure  which  would  be 
sufficiently  broad  to  inspire  confidence 
in  the  farmer  and  stimulate  him  to  re- 
newed exertions,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
attract  outside  capital  to  farming.  It 
would  be  far  better  for  the  landlords  of 
England  to  accede,  fully  and  freely,  an 
adequate  measure  of  compensation,  than 
to  go  about  it  in  a  niggardly  way,  try- 
ing with  how  little  they  could  put  off 
the  tenants'  just  demands.  Farmers, 
under  such'  circumstances,  would  not  be 
encouraged  to  make  the  effort  which 
was  necessary  to  compete  with  the 
greatly  reduced  prices  of  all  cereals  due 
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to  the  increased  facilities  of  transport 
from  abroad.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  if 
he  replied,  would  indicate  when  the  Bill 
would  be  introduced,  because  it  could 
not  be  introduced  a  day  too  soon,  in  the 
interests  not  only  of  agriculture,  but  of 
the  country. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAET  DYKE  said, 
that  he  trusted  he  might  be  allowed  to 
trespass  on  the  patience  of  the  House 
in  order  to  make  a  few  observations. 
Before  speaking  to  the  question,  how- 
ever, he  desired  to  make  a  personal  ex* 
planation.  Some  few  weeks  ago,  when 
addressing  a  meeting  in  the  country,  he 
quoted  from  a  speech  he  had  seen  reported 
in  a  local  paper,  representing  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  James 
Howard)  as  having  recommended  tenant 
farmers,  with  regard  to  agitation,  to 
take  a  leaf  out  of  the  book  of  the  Irish 
tenant  farmers.  Since  quoting  that 
speech  he  had,  in  a  personal  interview, 
been  assured  by  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  had  been  misreported,  and  that  ho 
said  and  meant  exactly  the  contrary  to 
that  which  had  been  attributed  to  him. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  took  that,  the  earliest, 
opportunity  of  setting  the  matter  right 
by  withdrawing  every  word  he  had  said 
in  reference  to  the  misreported  observa- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member.  The  Queen's 
Speech  was  an  able  document  in  one 
sense,  for  in  it  the  Government  avoided 
some  dangerous  questions,  and  skated 
over  the  thin  ice  with  marvellous  dexterity. 
The  complaints  which  had  been  made 
from  that  side  of  the  House  of  the  almost 
total  absence  of  any  reference  to  agri- 
cultural matters  in  that  Speech  had  been 
more  than  justified ;  and  he  thought  the 
agricultural  interest  had  good  cause  of 
complaint  against  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment on  that  subject,  seeing  the 
many  professions  which  they  had  made. 
A  miserable  paragraph  of  a  line  and  a 
quarter  referring  to  compensation  for 
unexhausted  improvements,  as  to  which, 
perhaps,  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  had  given  pledges  which 
they  would  not  have  given  if  they  had 
had  the  opportunity  of  going  into  the 
question  more  fully  than  they  had  done. 
No  doubt,  as  an  abstract  proposition, 
it  was  right  and  fair  that  the  tenant* 
should  have  absolute  security  for  the 
capital  he  invested  in  his  holding  ;  but 
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the  Tory  representative  Committee  which 
sat  upon  this  suhject  last  Session  found 
that  it  was  surrounded  with  difficulties. 
He,  however,  would  say  that,  so  far  as 
he  and  his  Friends  were  concerned,  the 
Bill  of  the  Government  would  receive 
fair  and  candid  consideration.  So  long  as 
the  Bill  dealt  fairly  and  justly  with  the 
question  of  improvements,  and  so  long 
as  it  sought  to  encourage  the  develop- 
ment  of  capital*  it  would  receive   his 
support ;  but  if.  as  was  hinted  in  some 
quarters,   and  by  the  hon.   Gentleman 
who  last  sat  down  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay), 
this  Bill  was  designed  to  hand  over  to 
the  tenant  farmer  a  tenant  right  which 
he  did  not  now  possess,  and  for  which 
nothing  was  to  be  paid  in  return,  and  to 
hand  it  to  him  at  the  expense  of  the 
landlord,  such  a  proposal  would  meet 
with  his  strenuous  opposition,  and  that 
of  his  Friends  also.     If  the  tenant  were 
given  a  fictitious  interest  which  did  not 
now  exist,  there  would   spring  up   an 
unhealthy  competition  for  land,  with  the 
inevitable  consequence  of  an  increase  in 
rent.    A  measure  in  that  direction  would 
be  no  boon  to  tenant  farmers.     There 
was  all  the  more  reason  for  disappoint- 
ment that  the  subject  of  local  burdens 
was  not  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
because,  last  year,  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister,  in  reply  to  an 
influential  deputation,  manifested  a  dis- 
position to   deal  with  the  matter  in  a 
broad  and  generous  spirit.  It  was  almost 
like  laughing  at  tenant  farmers  to  pro- 
mise them   that  they   should  have  ab- 
solute security  and  compensation  for  the 
capital  they  might  invest  in  the  soil, 
while  they  were  left  pressed  down  by 
the  weight  of  grievous  local   burdens 
unredressed ;  in  that  way  perpetuating 
this  hydra-headed  monster,  which  de- 
voured the  capital  which  might  otherwise 
be  placed  upon  the  soil.  It  was  like  put- 
ting the  cart  before  the  horse  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  this  manner.     The  diffi- 
culties of  the  farmers  were  aggravated 
by  the  position  in  which  they  stood  with 
regard   to   sheep  and  cattle,  and   their 
liability  to  have  their  flocks  and  herds 
subjected  to    the    ravages  of  disease. 
But  they  were  determined,  in  season  and 
out  of  season,  to  keep  pegging  away  at 
this  question  of   local    burdens    until 
they  got  some  redress.     Indeed,   from 
the  .experience  of  the  past  two  years,  .it 
seemed  as  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr. 
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Mundella)  had  only  to  be  pressed  hard 
enough,  and  often  enough,  to  be  able  to 
secure  absolute  immunity  from  the  im- 
portation of  those  terrible  diseases  which 
created   so   much   disaster  to  the  agri- 
cultural community.      Looking  at  the 
prices  of  beef  at  New  Tork  and  in  this 
country,  we  ought  to  use  our  utmost  en- 
deavours to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
the  importation  of  those  diseases.     He 
could  not  agree  with  those  who  said  that 
the  sole  cure  for  agricultural  ills  was  a 
radical  change  in  the  Land  Laws ;  and 
he  would   remind  hon.   Members   who' 
held  that  opinion  that  by  the  Settled 
Estates  Act  of  last  year  all  tenants  for 
life   were  now  rendered,   in  fact,  real 
owners  of  their  estate  as  regards  im- 
provements   of    all    kinds,    and    could 
apply    capital    instead   of   income,  for 
the  benefit  of  their  property.     He  be- 
lieved that  the  Act  bad  done  more  good 
to  the   landed  interest   generally  than 
any  Act  which  had  been  passed  during 
the  present  century.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Bedfordshire  had  talked  about  lar^e 
remissions  of  rent,  and  not  rates,  beings 
necessary;   but  he  would    remind  the 
hon.    Gentleman  that  considerable  re- 
missions of  rent  had  been  made  and 
were  still  going  on,  and  that  many  land- 
lords were  reduced  to   a  fourth  or    a 
sixth   of   their  former  incomes ;    and, 
more  than  that,  landlords   had   learnt 
that  it  was  necessary  to  deal  in  as  liberal 
a  spirit  as  possible  with  their  tenants. 
No  doubt,  also,  landlords  were  now  much 
more  inclined  to  take  a  good  tenant  at  a 
less  rent  than  to  take  an  indifl'erent  ten- 
ant at  a  higher  rent.  He  looked  upon  the 
state  of  affairs  which  had  been  indicated 
on  all  sides  of  the  House,  as  regarded  the 
present  state  of  agriculture,  as  far  too 
grave  a  question  to  be  squabbled  about 
in  any  Party  sense  whatever.     He  felt 
sure  that  the  Government  would  meet 
with  every  consideration  from  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  on   his  side  of  the   House   in 
dealing  with  that  very  difficult  problem ; 
and,    as  far  as  he   was  concerned^  he 
would   give  a  candid    examination    to 
their  measure   whenever    it  appeared, 
hoping  that  they  would  deal  with  the 
matter  in   a  fair,  just,    and  eq^uitable 
spirit. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  desired  to  say  one  or 
two  words  with  reference  to  the  subject 
of  local  taxation.  Earlier  in  the  even- 
ing the  hon.  Member  for  South  Devon 
(Sir  Maasey  Lopes)  had  complained  that 
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the  €k)Ternment  had  done  nothing  in 
regard  to  that  subject,  and  had  made  no 
promise  in  the  Speeoh  from  the  Throne. 
He  also  complained  that  there  were  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne  no  expres- 
sions  of  sympathy  with  the  sufferings 
of  the  agricultural  interest.  He  (Mr. 
Goschen)  confessed  that  he  should  think 
it  more  probable  that  the  agricultural 
interest  would  look  to  measures  men- 
tioned in  the  Speech  rather  than  to  ap* 
parent  words  of  sympathy.  If  he  were 
a  farmer,  he  would  not  mind  the  ab- 
»8ence  of  eloquent  expressions  of  sym- 
pathy, if  he  found  in  Her  Majesty's 
opeech  that  a  subject  which  had  so  long 
exercised  the  mind  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  to  which  so  large  a  portion 
of  the  agricultural  interest  attached  very 
considerable  importance,  was  at  last  to 
be  dealt  with.  They  bad  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  an  announcement  that  a  Bill  was 
to  be  proposed  of  very  considerable  im- 
portance— namely,  regulating  compensa- 
tion for  unexhausted  improvements;  and 
he  trusted  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  not  do  the  Government  the  injus- 
tice of  saying  that  they  had  neglected 
the  agricultural  interest  when  they  num- 
bered among  the  measures  which  were 
to  be  proposed — and,  he  trusted,  carried 
during  the  Session  one  of  such  great 
importance.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Devon  attached,  in  his  view,  too  great 
importance  to  the  question  of  the  relief 
of  local  taxation.  He  had  not  heard  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  any  answer  to 
the  question  put  to  them  as  to  how  many 
shillings  per  acre  they  expected  to  be 
saved  to  the  tenant  and  the  landlord  by 
relief  from  local  taxation.  The  sum  of 
£1,500,000  had  been  g^ven,  as  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Devon, 
in  relief  of  local  taxation  during  the  late 
Administration.  What  portion  of  that 
relief  had  gone  to  the  aid  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest  ?  He  should  like  to  ask, 
of  how  many  shillings  or  how  many 
pence  per  acre  had  the  farmer  been  re- 
lieved by  the  measures  which  had  been 
passed  in  the- direction  of  subventions? 
If  the  complaint  against  the  present  Go- 
vernment was  that  they  had  not  pro- 
ceeded further  on  the  lines  traced  out 
for  them  by  their  Predecessors,  surely 
it  was  fair  to  ask  what  had  been  the 
result  of  the  subventionsalready  granted. 
No  doubt,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
entitled  to  set  off  against  the  relief  given 
aoy  additional  burdens  which  had  been 


placed  on  landed  property ;  but  he  wanted 
to  know  how  much  per  acre  would  the 
relief  have  been  to  the  farmer,  or  to  the 
farmer  and  the  owner  together,  if  there 
had  been  no  such  set-off  ?  Would  it  have 
been  Is.  an  acre;  and,  if  so,  would  that 
have  dealt  in  any  substantial  or  satisfac- 
tory way  with  the  grievances  alleged, 
and  with  the  suffering  which  undoubt- 
edly existed  ?  But,  more  than  that, 
what  had  been  the  consequence  to  the 
farmer  and  the  owner  of  that  relief? 
And  how  had  the  money  been  raised  by 
which  that  relief  was  given  to  the  ag^- 
cultural  interest?  Why,  by  additions 
to  the  Income  Tax  ;  and  he  put  to  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  to  the  farmers,  and 
to  the  landowners,  this  question — How 
much  of  that  additional  Income  Tax  had 
been  paid  by  the  farmers  and  by  the 
landowners  themselves  ?  Again,  the 
country  was  entitled  to  be  acquainted 
with  the  views  held  by  Members  who 
pressed  so  strongly  for  the  relief  of  local 
taxation  as  to  what  ought  to  be  the 
ultimate  measure  of  that  relief.  How 
many  shillings  per  acre  did  they  wish 
to  be  relieved  of,  or  could  they  be 
relieved  of,  by  proceeding  further  in 
the  direction  of '  subventions ;  and  in 
what  way  did  they  think  it  would  be 
best  to  obtain  the  sum  that  would  be 
given  to  the  agricultural  interest  ?  That 
was  a  question  not  of  Party,  but  of 
equity.  He  was  not  protesting  against 
the  demand  for  relief;  but  if  he  was 
protesting  at  all,  he  was  protesting 
against  the  form  in  which  that  relief 
was  asked  for  at  the  present  moment ; 
and  he  wished  to  know  what  the  pro- 
gramme was  of  those  who  saw  the  chief 
remedies  for  agriculture  in  the  diminu- 
tion of  local  taxation.  How  many 
millions  could  they  be  relieved  of,  and 
what  proportion  would  that  bear  to  the 
rent  that  was  paid  by  the  farmer?  It 
was  perfectly  possible  that  there  was  a 
fair  claim  for  -some  relief  and  some  re- 
adjustment ;  but,  holding  this  view,  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Devqn  that  they  should  not 
consider  in  that  question  of  relief  the 
subject  of  reform  in  local  government. 
The  noble  Marquess  who  led  the  House 
told  them  those  two  subjects  ought  to 
proceed  together^  and  that  one  of  the 
tirst  questions  was  the  constitution  of 
the  body  which  would  administer  the 
funds.  He  trusted  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  great  pressure  of  Public  Busi- 
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ncsfl.  time  might  soon  be  found  to  deal 
with  that  most  important  question ;  and 
that  as  soon  as  they  had  County  Govern- 
ment established  on  broad  and  perma- 
nent lines,  the  whole  subject  of  local 
taxation  might  be  taken  up,  not  on  the,  to 
his  mind,  false  system  of  mere  Govern- 
ment subventions,  but  in  a  much  broader 
way.     The  entire  system  of  their  local 
finance  would   have    to   be  considered, 
and  it  would  be  best  done  when  they 
had  bodies  to  whom  they  might  not  only 
intrust  the  distribution  of  those  funds, 
but   who    might  be  interested  in  the 
legislation  for  raising  those  funds.     He 
trusted  the  reply  would  not  be  made  to 
]^im  that  he  was  indifferent  to  the  claims 
of  the  agricultural  interest.     He  merely 
hoped  their  claims  would  be  examined  in 
an  equitable  spirit,  and  that  it  would  be 
dealt  with  in  a  proper  way,  not  merely 
givingtelief  from  the  Consolidated  Fund 
to  a  certain  class,  and  then  taxing  that 
certain  class  almost  in  the  same  propor- 
tion, in  order  to  make  up  the  deficit  in 
the  Consolidated  Fund.     He  now  turned 
to  a  rather  difficult  and  abstruse  argu- 
ment, and  he  did  not  know   that  the 
House  would  be  obliged    to   him    for 
introducing    the    topic.      Still,   it   was 
one  of  considerable  importance.      He 
had  asked  himself,   and  many   statis- 
ticians and  economists  had  asked  them- 
selves, whether  a  portion  of  the  agricul- 
tural depression — not  the  larger  part, 
which  all  admitted  to  be   due   to   the 
seasons,  but  whether  some  part  of  it — 
was  not  due  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
fall  in  the  price  of  almost  all  farm  pro- 
duce except  cattle,  sheep,  butter,  cheese, 
and    commodities  of   that  kind?    His 
point  was  this — that,  as  the  result  of 
inquiries  that  were  now  being  made,  it 
appeared  that  there  was — what  could 
scarcely  be  denied — a  considerable  ap- 
preciation in  the  value  of  gold ;  and  that 
that  appreciation  in  the  value  of  gold 
had  had  a  general  effect  on  the  prices  of 
almost  all  commodities,  unless  there  were 
very  special  counteracting  circumstances. 
The  economists  argued  in  this  way.  They 
said  that  through  the  demonetization  of 
silver  in  Germany,  and  the  resumption 
of  specie   payments   in   America,   and 
other  causey,  some  £200,000,000  of  gold 
had  been  absorbed  that  would  not  other- 
wise have  been  absorbed ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  came  to  the  conclusion  that, 
d   priori    it  would  be  likely  that  the 
value  of  gold  would  increase,  and  that 
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there   would    be    a   fall  in  prices  of 
commodities.     The    next    process    was 
to    examine    the    prices    of   commodi- 
ties, and  see  whether  experience  jus- 
tified that  conclusion.     Whether   they 
took    iron,    cotton,    wool,    leather,    or 
wheat,  the  same  rule  was  found  to  ex- 
tend over  the  whf)le  range  of  commo- 
dities— the  sovereign  had  appreciated  ia 
price,  and  would  command  a   greater 
quantity'  of  commodities,   or,  in  other 
words,  they  had  to  give  a  greater  quan- 
tity of  commodities  for  the  same  amount 
of  gold.     The  reason  why  he  had  intro-  < 
duced  the  subject  was  that,  if  that  were 
so,  then  the  farmer  who  raised  a  cer- 
tain quantity  of  barley,  oats,  or  what- 
ever it  might  be,  received  for  them  a 
smaller  price  in  gold ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,   his  debts  for  rent,  payable  in 
gold,  remained  unclianged ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  unless  at  the  same  time  the 
price  of  wages  had  fallen,  the  farmer  must 
pay  the  same  price  for  his  labour.     If 
that  were  so — and  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  see  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
dogmatize ;  he  only  put  it  forward  as  a 
matter  which  all  politicians  and  all  in- 
terested  in   commerce,  in  agriculture, 
and  in  all  the  transactions  of  this  coun- 
try,  ought  to  bear   in  mind — the  one 
natural  result  from  this  would  be  that 
rents  must  fall;    that  if  produce  froai 
the  land  sold  for  a  smaller  price,  that 
which  should  be  paid  for  the  occupa- 
tion of  land  should  be  a  smaller  sum 
also;   at  least,  nominally — that  was  to 
say,  a  less  sum  in  gold;  but  the  land- 
lord, who  would  receive  a  given  amount 
of  sovereigns  from  the  fall  of  the  prices 
of  all  articles,   would  be  able  to  com- 
mand a  greater  amount  of  commodities 
for  the  same  amount  of  rent.   The  argu- 
ment he  had  submitted  could  only-  be 
met  in  one  way — namely,  by  a   denial 
of  a  general  fall  in  prices.     That,    he 
believed,  would  be  very  difficult  to  sub- 
stantiate.    He  noted  the  fact  that   the 
fall  in  prices  had  not  extended  to  cattle, 
sheep,  butter,  and  cheese — in  fact,  to  all 
that  comprised  the  produce  of  grazing 
farms — because  in  this  particular  indus- 
try the  fearful  havoc  there  had  been 
amongst  the  docks  had  counteracted  the 
tendencies  of  natural  causes,  and  had 
prevented  the  fall  in  the  prices  of  this 
particular  industry,  which  otherwise  was 
fairly  universal.   There  would,  no  doubt, 
be  a  number  of  other  causes;  but  he 
submitted  this  one  for  the  consideration 
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of  the  House  and  the  public — that  if,  as 
was  undoubted,  there  had  been  a  greatl  j 
enhanced  demand  for  circulation  through 
the  flow  of  gold  into  the  United  States, 
Oermanj,  and  other  countries,  the  na- 
tural consequence  was  that  prices  must 
fall.  In  short,  just  as  the  discorerj  of 
gold  had  resulted  in  a  great  flow  of  that 
metal  into  this  country,  creating  tempo- 
rary prosperity,  enhancement  9f  prices, 
increased  manufactures,  and  appearance 
of  wealth,  so  a  diminution  in  the  supply 
relatively  to  the  demand  must  produce 
the  opposite  consequences.  .Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  say  that  this  was  no  conso- 
lation to  the  agricultural  interest ;  but 
it  was  their  duty  to  look  these  facts  in 
the  face.  If  they  were  true,  they  might 
strengthen  the  case  of  the  agricultural 
interest  for  the  relief  of  taxation.  Hav- 
ing a  conviction  that  some  process  of 
the  kind  he  had  described  was  going 
on,  he  thought  it  right  to  state  his  views 
frankly  to  the  House,  and  to  invite  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  to  think  out  the 
great  problems  that  attached  themselves 
to  this  question,  and  which  went  far 
beyond  the  subject  on  which,  they  were 
more  immediately  engaged — namely,  its 
effect  on  the  agricultural  interest.  The 
Government  received  the  whole  of  the 
taxes  of  the  country  in  gold ;  its  con- 
tracts were  in  gold ;  it  had  to  pay  in- 
terest on  the  Debt  in  gold.  Salaries 
remained  stationary,  ana  the  outgoings 
of  the  Exchequer  were  almost  unaffected, 
except  so  far  as  purchases  were  con- 
cerned, by  the  causes  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  But  this  was  not  so  with  those 
who  had  to  pay  the  taxes.  It  was  a 
matter  most  deserving  the  attention  of 
economists,  and  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  finance  of  the  State,  whe- 
ther the  burden  of  taxation  on  all  classes 
was  not  being  heightened  and  the  diffi- 
culties of  agriculturists  aggravated  by 
the  causes  to  which  he  had  alluded. 
They  might,  perhaps,  see  in  them  a  par- 
tial explanation  of  that  depression  which 
had  alarmed  the  country  so  much,  apart 
from  other  more  visible  and  certain 
causes.  It  might  be  that  the  effect  was 
merely  temporary,  as  was  the  case  on 
the  discovery  of  gold,  and  that  prices 
would  right  themselves,  and  thus  matters 
settle  down ;  but  it  might  be  that  import- 
ant changes  were  pending  An  ther  ela- 
tions  between  debtor  and  creditor,  and 
that  those  who  were  receiving  fixed 
amounts^    like    landlords    and    others, 


might  see  a  difficulty  in  being  able  to 
maintain  the  contracts  into  which  they 
had  entered.  He  was  profoundly  grate- 
ful to  the  House  for  having  listened  to 
his  abstruse  argument. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  scarcely  ex- 
pected to  hear  the  severe  depression  from 
which  they  were  sufiPering  accounted  for 
by  an  able  and  ingenious  argument  as  to 
the  universal  fall  in  prices  owing  to  the  ap- 
preciation in  the  value  of  gold.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  had  informed  them  that 
there  had  been  a  universal  fall  of  prices 
in  almost  all  commodities  except  cattle, 
sheep,  butter,  cheese,  and  other  articles 
of  that  kind ;  and  this  he  accounted  for 
by  the  severe  losses  among  cattle  and 
sheep  upon  grazing  farms.  In  reply  to 
that  argument  he  had  to  observe  that, 
unless  he  was  totally  misinformed,  there 
were  more  cattle  and  sheep — taking  the 
country  through — produced  upon  arable 
farms  than  upon  grazing  farms;  and, 
further,  he  ventured  to  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  had  omitted  from 
his  calculations  altogether  one  of  the 
most  serious  items  in  connection  with 
the  increased  prices  of  these  particular 
articles — namely,  that  the  competition  in 
cattle  with  American  and  other  foreign 
countries  had  almost  entirely  ceased  and 
passed  away.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find,  however 
able  his  arguments  and  however  brilliant 
his  theories,  the  practical  result  of  the 
whole  matter  to  be  this — that  the  price 
of  cattle  and  sheep  was  as  bigh  as  it  was 
because  the  competition  had  almost  dis- 
appeared, and  also  because  of  the  severe 
losses  in  consequence  of  contagious 
diseases.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
about  the  extreme  gravity  of  the  present 
position,  nor  did  he  think  that  the  case 
had  been  one  whit  over-stated  in  any  of 
the  speeches  to  which  he  had  listened. 
He  shared  in  the  astonishment  that 
had  been  expressed  at  no  reference 
being  made  to  the  subject  in  the 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  and 
that  Her  Majej'ty's  Ministers  were  the 
only  people  in  the  United  Kingdom 
who  appeared  to  be  totally  unconscious 
of  the  deplorable  and  unhappy  state 
of  things.  He  was  not  unmindful, 
however,  of  the  measures  that  were 
mentioned  in  the  Speech,  and  which 
had  been  referred  to  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  He  believed  that  the 
Tenants'  Compensation  and  the  Floods 
Prevention  Bills  both  dealt  with  subjects 
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that  were  deserving  of  attention  at  the 
present  time,  and  he  could  assure  the 
Government  that  thej  would  both  receive 
the  most  careful  consideration  at  their 
hands.  If  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  based  on  just  and  equitable 
principles,  the  Conservative  Party  would 
be  just  as  anxious  to  see  them  carried 
into  effect  as  the  Government  itself.  But 
he  wished  to  g^uard  himself  very  dis- 
tinctly against  its  being  understood  that 
he  regarded  even  a  measure  giving  com- 
pensation to  agricultural  tenants  for  their 
improvements  as  a  specific  or  a  remedy  in 
any  material  degree  whatever  for  agri- 
cultural distress.  Those  who  entertained 
such  expectations  were  doomed  to  bitter 
disappointment.  A  clear  proof  of  that 
statement  lay  in  the  fact  that  it  was  pre- 
cisely in  those  parts  of  the  country  where 
compensation  was  most  fully  secured 
already,  and  where,  encouraged  by  that 
security,  the  largest  amount  of  capital 
had  been  sunk  in  the  land  by  the  tenant, 
that  losses  had  been  heaviest,  and  that 
the  agricultural  depression  had  been 
most  severe.  The  Opposition  had  al- 
ways supported  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation, because  they  believed  it  was 
X'ight,  just,  and  expedient,  and  be- 
cause they  were  convinced  it  was  in  the 
interest  of  both  parties  concerned.  But 
it  was  to  other  measures  that  they 
must  look  for  any  permanent  relief 
of  agricultural  depression  ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment had  it  in  their  power  to  do 
something  to  that  end.  Agricultural 
depression  had  been  traced  by  some 
authorities  mainly  to  four  causes.  The 
first  was  the  succession  of  bad  seasons ; 
the  second,  foreign  competition ;  the 
third,  the  increased  cost  of  production ; 
and  the  fourth,  the  loss  which  had  oc- 
curred amongst  the  stock  of  the  country, 
which  was  a  very  material  part  of  the 
property  of  the  tenant  farmer.  H€» 
would  first  mention  the  increased  cost  of 
production.  No  complaint  had  been 
more  common  or  mOre  often  heard  by 
the  Agricultural  Commission  than  that 
of  the  ^eat  increase  of  burdens  on  the 
land.  He  held  most  strongly  that  land 
at  any  time  was  unfairly  taxed  in  com- 
parison with  other  descriptions  of  pro- 
perty. It  was  most  unjust  that  it  should 
be  so,  especially  when  the  agriculture 
of  the  country  was  struggling  for  its 
very  existence.  He  could  -not  answer 
the  question  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen),  how  much 
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the  relief  claimed  would  amount  to.  No 
doubt,  figures  would  be  given  on  that 
subject  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  He 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  that 
subject.  The  relief  ought  not  to  be 
limited  to  the  maintenance  of  the  in- 
door poor,  as  defined  in  the  Keport,  but 
should  be  extended  to  all  objects  of 
national  interest  which  were  partially 
or  wholly  charged  now  upon  the  local 
rates.  Upon  the  losses  of  stock  he  was 
able  to  speak  with  emphasis  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  ^  These  losses  had  extended 
now  to  Ireland  and  Scotland  also.  Those 
countries  had  hitherto  been  absolutely 
free  froir  disease.  He  wished  to  remind 
them  of  the  history  of  these  unfortunate 
outbreaks.  In  the  nine  months  from 
January  to  October,  1880,  there  was 
absolutely  no  foot-and-mouth  disease  in 
the  country.  But,  in  the  latter  month, 
or  in  September,  1 880 — he  was  not  sure 
which — unfortunately,  three  cargoes  of 
diseased  animals  from  France  were 
landed  alive  at  Deptford,  and  almost 
immediately  after  the  disease  appeared 
in  the  London  dairies.  It  then  spread 
with  g^eat  rapidity  over  the  country; 
they  had  never  been  free  from  it  since ; 
and  as  long  as  the  present  system  of 
importing  diseased  animals  continued 
there  was  no  chance  of  getting  rid  of 
the  disease.  What  they  wanted  the 
Government  to  do  was  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  of  the  Boyal  Commis- 
sion on  this  point  without  any  unne- 
cessary delay.  That  recommendation 
was — 

"  That  the  landing  of  foreign  live  animali 
should  not  be  permitted  from  any  country  as  to 
which  the  Privy  Council  is  not  p^ectly  satis- 
fied is  thoroughly  free  from  infectious  disease." 

That  recommendation  was  proposed  not 
only  in  the  interests  of  agriculture,  but 
in  those  of  all  classes  of  the  community. 
It  was  recommended  not  by  Tories  or 
Eepresentatives  of  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest alone  sitting  on  that  Commission, 
but  by  one  eminent  Professor  of' Poli- 
tical Economy,  and  by  more  than  one 
Gentleman  pf  Liberal,  and  one,  in- 
deed, of  extreme  Badicol  opinions.  He 
would  ask  the  House  to  remember  that 
they  had  tried  the  old  system  now 
for  a  very  considerable  time ;  they  had 
gone  on  insisting  on  landing  live  cattle 
even  from  countries  in  which  they  knew 
disease  to  exist.  As  a  result  the  price 
of  meat  had  been  getting  higher  and 
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higher,  and  had  now  reached  an  extra- 
yan^ant  figure,  far  higher  than  any  ag^i- 
caltariflt  would  wish  to  see  it  in  the 
future.  If  they  would  only  do  all  that 
they  oould  to  encourage  the  production 
of  meat  at  home,  then,  at  no  distant 
date,  they  would  find  they  had  conferred 
a  benefit  on  the  agriculturists  of  this 
country;  they  would  have  done  some- 
thing to  permanently  decrease  the  price 
of  meat.  He  had  pointed  out  two  ways 
in  which  it  appeared  to  him  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  might,  at  all  eyents, 
do  something,  even  if  it  be  not  very 
much,  to  give  some  relief  to  the  agri- 
cultural interest  at  the  present  time. 
Of  course,  he  was  perfectly  aware  that 
if  the  bad  seasons  continued  they  would 
be  nothing  like  adequate  to  deal  with 
such  a  position  of  affairs.  In  that  case 
they  should  either  be  content  to  witness 
the  practical  collapse  of  the  greatest  in- 
dustry in  tbe  country,  or  provide  some 
means  of  relief  far  more  immediate  and 
definite  in  character  than  anything  con- 
tained in  the  recommendation  of  the 
Eeport  of  the  Agricultural  Commission. 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  when 
there  was  such  great  depression  in  Ire- 
land the  Oovernmetit  came  forward  at 
once  to  the  assistance  of  agriculture  in 
that  country.  He  was  convinced  that 
England  would  never  suffer  for  a  mo- 
ment the  greatest  industry  which  she 
possessed  to  be  permanently  injured  or 
destroyed ;  but  if  these  seasons  were  to 
continue,  they  should  approach  peril- 
ously near  to  that  position.  As  the 
capital  of  tlie  tenant  farmer  and  the 
landlords  grew  less  and  less  every  day, 
he  saw  no  reason  why  the  Qpvernment 
could  not  do  what  he  asked  them  to  do 
— that  was,  to  take  into  serious  con- 
sideration, with  a  view  to  putting  it  into 
practical  operation,  the  advisability  of 
establishing  some  system  of  Government 
loans,  by  which  money  could  be  ad- 
vanced, in  the  same  way  as  had  been 
done  in  Ireland,  for  the  purpose  of  keep- 
ing the  soil  in  cultivation,  and  arresting 
that  great  deterioration  of  the  land 
which,  if  allowed  to  spread,  would  effect 
an  incalculable  loss  on  the  wealth  of  the 
oountry.  There  remained  one  other 
cause  of  agricultural  depression  with 
which  he  should  like  to  deal — namely, 
foreign  competition.  The  great  difficulty 
he  always  found  in  connection  with  that 
question  had  been  to  form  an  accurate 
estimate  of   the  probable  character  of 


that  competition  in  the  future,  and  not 
only  in  the  future,  but  even  from  year 
to  year.  The  earlier  evidence  g^ven  be- 
fore the  Boyal  Commission  on  this  point 
was  of  a  character  which  might  be  de- 
scribed as  absolutely  alarming.  Last 
year  the  price  of  wheat,  wherever  the 
sample  was  a  good  one,  was  all  that 
they  could  desire ;  this  year  it  was  abso- 
lutely ruinous ;  and  the  prospect  for  the 
coming  year  was — what?  He  defied 
any  human  being  to  tell.  But  if  it 
became  evident  that  wheat  could  no 
longer  be  grown  at  a  profit,  it  would 
not  be  long  before  Parliament  would 
be  asked — however  the  proposal  might 
be  received,  and  however  much  it  might 
be  opposed  by  men  like  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
lUing worth) — to  entertain  some  mea- 
sure of  a  protective  character ;  and 
when  that  demand  was  made  it  would 
not  be  on  behalf  of  the  agricultural 
classes  alone,  but  all  classes  of  the 
community.  The  main  causes  of  the 
agricultural  depression  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  were  bad  Land  Laws,  a 
sham  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  and  the 
exorbitant  rents  paid  at  present.  The 
hon.  Member  offered  an  instance  of  the 
serious  mistakes  which  might  be  made, 
even  by  men  of  genius,  when  they  were 
dealing  with  subjects  with  which  they 
were  not  acquainted  ;  and  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
not  been  at  much  pains  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  most  recent  infor- 
mation, otherwise  he  would  never  have 
delivered  the  speech  which  he  had  that 
night  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  Report  of  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission had  been  very  much  canvassed  ; 
and  the  appointment  of  the  Commission 
had  been  canvassed  still  more  at  the 
time.  Some  said  the  Commission  would 
never  do  any  good ;  others  that  its  re- 
commendations would  1)0  futile.  But 
the  chief  value  he  attached  to  the  labours 
of  the  Commission  was  that  they  would 
be  able  to  explode  the  several  fallacies 
so  popular  at  the  time,  and  which  had 
been  set  forth  by  the  hon.  Member  that 
night.  When  the  hon.  Member  talked 
of  bad  Land  Laws  being  one  of  the  causes 
of  the  agricultural  depreB3ion,  he  would 
like  to  read  a  few  words  of  the  Beport, 
which  were  a  fair  expression  of  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Commission — 

"  Whatever  difference  of  opinion  may  exist 
as  to  the  causes  of  agricultural  depression,  or 
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as  to  remedies  which  may  be  suggetted  for  it,  it 
will  he  ohserved  that  there  prevails  complete 
uniformity  of  conviction  as  to  the  great  extent 
and  intensity  of  the  distress  which  has  fallen 
upon  the  agricultural  community.  Owners  and 
occupiers  have  alike  suffered  from  it.  No  de- 
scription of  estate  or  tenure  has  been  exempted. 
The  owner  in  fee  and  the  life-tenant,  the  occu- 
pant whether  of  large  or  small  holding,  whether 
under  lease,  or  custom,  or  agreement,  or  the 
proYisions  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act- 
all  without  distinction  have  been  involved  in  a 
general  calamity.  It  is  important  that  this 
should  be  clearly  understooa,  so  that  undue 
stress  may  not  be  laid  upon  suggestions  for 
legislative  changes,  which,  whether  expedient 
or  not,  have  no  direct  or  immediate  connection 
with  the  distress  of  the  present  time." 

Another  cause  was  said  to  be  the  ex- 
orbitant rent  that  had  been  asked. 
But  the  Beport  did  not  bear  out  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  Member,  for  the 
Commissioners  said  that  the  evidence 
satisfied  them  that  the  practice  of  de- 
manding exorbitant  rents  was  excep- 
tional, especially  on  large  estates.  He 
had  himself  had  a  good  deal  of  ex- 
perience in  letting  farms  of  late  years, 
and  he  had  found  that  the  landlord  had 
little  or  nothing  whatever  to  do  or  say 
with  regard  to  the  rent;  the  tenant 
fixed  it,  and  the  landlord  was  obliged  to 
take  whatever  the  tenant  offered.  He 
agreed  that  trade  was  unfortunately 
suffering  as  well  as  agriculture;  but 
why  was  it  suffering  ?  Because  our 
markets  had  been  failing  us.  There 
were  two  markets— the  home  and  the 
foreign — of  which  the  latter  had  failed 
because  of  the  hostile,  and  sometimes 
prohibitory,  tariffs  imposed  on  Eng- 
lish manufactures  by  foreign  countries ; 
and  the  former  had  failed  because  agri- 
culture had  been  grievously  depressed. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  admitted  that 
it  was  partly  in  consequence  of  a  succes- 
sion of  extremely  bad  harvests  that  trade 
was  suffering  so  much ;  but  he  would 
ask  the  hon.  Member  what  he  thought 
would  be  the  position  of  trade  in  this 
country  if  there  were  to  be  no  harvests 
at  all.  And  he  might  depend  upon  it  that 
there  would  be  no  harvests  in  the  future 
unless  it  should  pay  to  produce  them. 
He  commended  that  point  to  the  consi- 
deration of  those  Gentlemen  opposite 
whom  he  was  disposed  to  call  extremely 
bigoted  Freetraders.  No  one  wished  to 
undervalue  the  benefits  that  had  been 
derived  from  Free  Trade  in  the  past,  and 
he  should  not  dream  of  any  return  to 
Protection  except  as  the  lesser  of  two 
evils.    His  advocacy  of  Protection  would 
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depend  on  the  character  of  the  futare 
competition  into  which  we  might  be  callod 
upon  to  enter.  Trade  was  suffering,  and 
would  continue  to  suffer,  as  long  as  agri- 
culture should  continue  to  be  depressed  ; 
and  agriculture  never  would  recover  its 
former  ponition,  or  anything  like  it,  until 
corn  in  this  country  could  once  more  be 
grown  at  a  profit ;  and  if  ever  it  became 
clear  that  in  consequence  of  foreign  coni- 
petition  com  would  remain  permanently 
80  low  as  to  prevent  its  cultivation  at  a 
profit,  then  he,  for  one,  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  propose  their  return  to  Protec- 
tion, as  the  least  unfortunate  alternative. 
That  was  not  his  object,  however,  on 
that  occasion ;  but  he  had  ventured  to 
indicate  some  of  the  causes  of  the 
agricultural  depression  existing  at  the 
present  time  and  some  of  the  remedies 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  into  operation,  and  which 
they  should  put  into  operation  without 
a  moment's  delay.  He  hoped  that  the 
appeals  which  had  been  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  would  not  be  without  effect 
upon  them.  Agriculturists  had  claimed 
no  more  than  they  were  entitled  to  as  a 
matter  of  justice  and  -right ;  and  he  could 
assure  the  Government  that  until  those 
claims  were  met  in  the  manner  to  which 
they  were  justly  entitled,  they  would,  in 
pursuance  of  the  duty  owing  to  their  con- 
stituents, be  pressed  upon  the  Govern- 
ment in  season  and  out  of  season  until 
the  appeal  was  responded  to. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  I  shall  occupy 
the  attention  of  the  House  but  for  a  very 
short  time,  while  I  address  myself  to 
one  branch  only  of  the  subject  which 
has  been  discussed  at  such  length  to- 
night— namely,  that  of  the  importation 
of  foreign  cattle.  I  should  like,  at  the 
outset,  to  be  permitted  to  assure  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  sympathy  with 
farmers  and  with  landlords,  in  the  pre- 
sent depression  of  agriculture,  is  not 
confined  to  one  side  of  the  House.  The 
commercial  and  manufacturing  interests 
of  the  country  can  have  no  hope  of  re- 
covering their  former  elasticity  until 
such  time  as  the  agricultural  interest 
itself  is  in  a  better  condition  and  our 
home  trade  has  greatly  improved.  It  is 
impossible  that  the  loss  of  £50,000,000 
a-year  can  go  on  year  after  year  in  one 
of  our  most  important  branches  of  in- 
dustry without  it  being  felt  by  all  other 
branches  of  industry,  and  my  own  opi- 
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fiion  is,  that  if  we  eren  had  only  two  or 
throe  years  of  agricultural  prosperity, 
the  general  trade  of  the  country  would 
he  enormously  improved.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  made  a  statement  at  the  outset 
of  his  remarks,  in  answer  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr. 
Ooschen),  which  entirely  took  me  by 
surprise.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  in  his 
interesting  and  able  speech,  into  which, 
however,  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  him, 
spoke  of  the  effect  of  the  depreciation 
of  the  value  of  gold  upon  agricultural 
prices  except  cattle,  cheese,  and  butter. 
Dxxi  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  says  that  one  cause 
of  this  is  that  foreign  competition  has 
ceased  and  passed  away  from  this  coun- 
try. He  again  and  again  repeated  that 
we  have  really  done  with  foreign  com- 
petition, and  he  was  cheered  by  his 
Friends  when  he  made  that  statement. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  never  made  a 
greater  mistake.  The  importation  of 
hve  animals  during  the  past  year  is 
the  largest  of  any  year  for  the  last  15 
years  in  the  history  of  the  country  with 
the  exception  of  one  year. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  allow  me  to  explain  ?  What 
I  intended  to  convey  to  the  House  was 
this — that  foreign  competition  in  meat 
had  almost  entirely  disappeared  at  the 
prices  at  which  it  was  conducted  a  few 
years  ago. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Oh,  the  prices ! 
That  is  another  question  altogether. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  But  that  is  the 
whole  question. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  No  doubt,  the 
price  of  meat  has  very  largely  in- 
creased in  this  country.  The  price  of 
mutton  is  unquestionably  high,  and  the 
price  of  beef  is  higher  than  it  has  been 
for  many  years.  But  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  applied  to  the  im- 
portation of  ioreign  cattle.  What  is  it 
that  he  proposes  to  do  ?  He  insists  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government,  with- 
out an  hour's  delay 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  Without  unneces- 
sary delay. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Then,  "  without 
unnecessary  delay."  I  took  down  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
time ;  but  I  am  willing  to  substitute  his 

S resent  words,    ''  without  unnecessary 
elay."     He  insists  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Government,  without  unnecessary 


delay,  to  prohibit  the  importation  of 
live  foreign  animals  into  this  country. 
Now ,  what  effect  would  that  have  on 
the  meat  supply  of  the  country  ?  In 
the  year  1881,  the  number  of  live  foreign 
animals  imported  was  1,278,891,  and 
the  total  value  £8,026.000.  In  1HB2, 
the  number  imported  was  1,483,761,  and 
the  total  value  £9.272,000. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  What  was  the  whole 
domestic  consumption  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  I  am  giving  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  importation ;  and, 
if  we  deduct  and  abstract  that  supply 
from  the  domestic  consumption  of  the 
country,  it  will  at  once  be  seen  that  the 
prices  of  meat  would  be  enormously 
affected  and  increased.  In  the  opinion 
of  authorities  fully  competent  to  judge, 
it  would  make  a  difference  of  at  least 
2d,  or  Zd.  a  pound  in  the  price  of  meat, 
now  sufficiently  high,  if  we  were  to  ex- 
clude this  supply  imported  from  foreign 
countries  to  the  value  of  more  than 
£9,000.000. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  You  would  not  ex- 
dude  it  from  the  country  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber reverts  to  his  old  argument  when  he 
says  that  it  would  come  back  again  in 
the  shape  of  a  greater  supply  of  dead 
meat.  It  has  been  proved  by  experience 
that  when,  through  fear  of  the  cattle 
plague,  we  totally  prohibited  the  im- 
portation of  live  animals  from  Belgium 
and  Germany,  which  were  sending  us 
large  quantities,  the  large  supplies  we 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  receiving  were 
not  replaced  by  'a  single  cargo  of  dead 
meat.  That,  I  think,  is  an  unanswer- 
able argument.  Then,  again,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  dead  meat  trade, 
so  far  from  increasing,  is  steadily  dimi- 
nishing. In  lb81  we  imported  812,000 
owts.  of  fresh  meat,  whereas,  in  1882,  we 
imported  only  4 60. 000  cwts.,  and  the  value 
fell  off  from  £2,163,000  to  £1,282,000. 
That  was  up  to  the  end  of  December 
last  year,  so  that  there  has  been  a  fall- 
ing off  of  nearly  £1,000,000  in  value  in 
regard  to  dead  meat,  and  approaching 
to  nearly  a  corresponding  amount  in  the 
importation  of  live  cattle.  What  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  do  is  to  cut 
off  the  supply  of  live  cattle. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN:  From  infected  coun- 
tries. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  Now,  when  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  first  use  that  argu- 
ment ?    It  has  always  been  understood 
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in  the  House  that  one  of  the  greatest 
boons  the  Government  ever  conferred 
upon  the  agricultural  community  was 
in  passing  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act  in  1878.  And  yet  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  speak  of  that  Act  as  if  it  was  of 
no  value-  whatever.  Certainly  that  is 
not  the  opinion  of  the  Hoy al  Commission. 

Me.  CHAPLIN :  I  quoted  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Royal  Commission. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  With  respect  to 
the  recommendation  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, it  is  quite  true  that  they  made 
the  recommendation  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred  to ;  but  I  should 
like  to  ask  how  many  Bepresentatives  of 
the  consumers  were  upon  the  Boyal 
Commission  ?  Nay,  I  will  go  further. 
The  noble  Duke  the  late  Lord  President 
of  the  Council  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
and  Gordon)  was  the  Chairman  of  that 
Commission;  and  instead  of  recommend- 
ing that  proposal,  I  believe  he  voted 
against  it.  It  is  also  a  fact  that  several 
of  the  most  experienced  Members  of 
that  Commission  voted  against  the  para- 
graph which  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  himself  carried  in  the  Com- 
mission. Under  these  circumstances,  I 
cannot  accept  this  recommendation  of 
the  Boyal  Commission,  when  I  know 
that  those  who  had  the  responsibility  of 
carrying  out  the  Act,  and  who  may  have 
the  responsibility  of  carrying  it  out 
again,  are  of  opinion  that  no  Govern- 
ment dare  put  in  force  that  recommen- 
dation. I  make  that  assertion  advisedly. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  it  is  this  im- 
ported disease  that  has  produced  such 
havoc  among  our  flocks  and  herds ;  and 
he  has  given  a  history  of  recent  events 
in  connection  with  imported  disease 
since  the  accession  of  the  Government  to 
Office.  Now,  upon  that  point,  let  me 
state  to  the  House  exactly  what  has 
happened  in  respect  to  these  diseases. 
Since  the  Act  was  passed  in  1 878  there 
has  been  no  cattle  plague.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  will  listen  to  my  statement; 
because  I  listened  most  attentively  to 
his.  I  say  there  has  been  no  cattle 
plague  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
1878,  and  no  sheep -pox ;  while  the 
ravages  of  pleuro  -  pneumonia,  which 
was  the  principal  disease  against  which 
the  Act  was  passed,  have  steadily  de- 
creased. In  1877,  there  were  2,700  out- 
breaks of  pleuro-pneumonia,  and  5,000 
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animals  affected.  These  numbers  steadily 
came  down  year  by  year,  until,  in  1882, 
there  were  only  494  outbreaks,  and 
1,'200  animals  affected.  It  is  to  be 
hoped  that  the  time  will  shortly  come 
when  I  shall  be  able  to  say  that  the 
animals  affected,  and  that  every  herd 
affected,  may  be  slaughtered  off  at  once 
and  the  disease  wholly  stamped  out. 
Indeed,  I  may  venture  to  say  that  pleuro- 
pneumonia, which  was  the  disease  in 
regard  to  which  the  Act  was  mainly 
passed,  has  been  almost  entirely  stamped 
out.  I  now  come  to  foot-and-mouth 
disease.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that 
from  January  to  October,  18S0,  this 
country  was  free  from  foot-and-mouth 
disease ;  but  that  soon  afterwards  three 
diseased  cargoes  came  in  and  re-intro- 
duced it.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
forgive  me,  I  will  say  that  that  is  not 

?uite  the  fact.     He  knows,  as  well  as 
do,  that  from  January  to  October, 
diseased  cargoes  were  coming  in  steadily 
during  the  whole  of  the  time  ;  and  that 
as  many  as  1 3  cargoes,  I  believe,  came  in 
during  those  nine  months.  It  was  not  after 
October,  but  before  that  date,  that  these 
cargoes  were  steadily  coming  in.     But 
during  those  nine  months  the  country 
was  practically  free  from  disease.    The 
year  1880   was  an  exceptionally  good 
year,  for  I  find  that  in  the  whole  of  the 
12    months  the  total    number  of  ani- 
mals affected  by  foot-and-mouth  disease 
was  only  32,000,  and  the  number  of  out- 
breaks 1,461.     In  the  year  1881,  there 
were  4,833  outbreaks,  and  183,000  ani- 
mals affected.     Last  year,   1882,  which 
was  almost  as  good  a  year  in  regard  to 
the  number  of  animals  affected  as  1880, 
the  number    of    outbreaks    fell    from 
4,833  to  1,970,  and  the  number  of  ani- 
mals affected  from  183,000  to  37,920. 
It  must  also  be  remembered  that  those 
37,920  animals  are  the  number  affected 
by*  foot-and-mouth  disease,   out    of  a 
total  of  more  than  33,000,000  animals, 
which  constitute  the  flocks  and  herds  of 
the  country.     That  is  the  disease  which, 
according  to  the  hon.    Gentleman,  is 
playing   such  havoc  among  our  stock. 
Now,  I  will  tell  him  what  it  is  that  is 
really  playing  havoc.     It  is  a  disease 
which  has  certainly  not  been  imported, 
but   which  has  been  the  direct  conse- 
quence of  the  wet  seasons  which  we 
have  had  in  this  country,  and  which  it 
is  not  easy  to  get  rid  of.     We  lost  in 
one  year  nearly  3,000,000  of  sheep  from 
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the  disease  known  as  sheep-flake.  We 
are  still  Icmn^  them  from  the  same 
cause,  and  if  we  do  not  get  fine  weather, 
I  am  afraid  that  the  loss  will  continue 
to  go  on.  We  must  have  lost  millions 
of  sheep  owing  to  fluke,  and,  as  the 
hon.  Oentleman  knows,  that  disease  iB 
not  an  imported  disease,  although  it  is 
one  which  is  prevalent  all  over  Europe. 
The  flocks  of  this  country  have  suffered 
from  it  in  common  with  every  other 
flock  in  Europe  grazing  over  low  lands. 
Then,  is  it  fair,  in  the  face  of  these 
facts,  to  say  that  we  are  suffering  from 
imported  disease?  The  Qovemment 
have  done  all  in  their  power  to  arrest 
the  progress  of  disease,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  himself  admitted  that 
the  Privy  Council  have  worked  with 
considerable  success;  and  yet  he  calls 
upon  us,  as  some  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
have  done,  and  particularly  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Herefordshire 
(Mr.  Duckham),  to  prohibit  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  cattle,  although  he 
knows  very  well  that  the  Act  was  not 
framed  for  prohibition.  Let  me  read 
the  words  of  the  Act.  I  am  surprised 
at  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  because,  at  the  time 
the  Act  was  passed,  he,  and  every  Mem- 
ber who  sat  upon  the  same  Benches,  de- 
clared indignantly  that  such  a  thought 
as  that  of  prohibition  had  never  entered 
their  heads ;  on  the  contrary,  they  as- 
serted that  all  they  wanted  was  the 
fBatest  possible  facility  for  importation, 
have  here  the  Schedule  of  the  Act 
which  applies  to  foreign  animals.  It  is 
headed  '*  Foreign  animals;  slaughter  at 
the  port  of  landing."  It  goes  on  to  say, 
'*  foreign  animals  only  to  be  landed  at 
a  part  of  the  port  defined."  They  are 
to  belauded  in  such  a  manner  and  at 
such  a  time,  and  thev  are  not  to  be  re- 
moved  alive  from  the  wharf.  That  is 
precisely  what  has  been  done.  We  have 
had  the  cargo  slaughtered  wherever  we 
have  found  disease,  or  had  a  suspicion 
that  there  was  disease.  Sometimes  be- 
fore the  authorities  of  the  country  from 
which  the  animals  came  have  known 
themselves  of  the  existence  of  disease, 
we  have  placed  animals  from  that 
country  under  the  slaughter  provisions 
of  the  Act ;  and,  at  this  moment,  there 
are  only  two  ports  in  the  world  that  are 
exempt — Antwerp  and  the  Scandinavian 
Islands.  Cattle  from  all  other  ports  are 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  debarkation. 


That  is  exactly  the  state  of  the  law,  and 
I  am  sure  that  since  the  Act  passed,  no 
one  will  say  that  we  have  been  lax  in 
the  administration  of  it.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  has  spoken  about  the  ter- 
rible restrictions  we  have  enacted  in  this 
country,  and  has  wondered  that  we  did 
not  recoil  from  theni.  But  I  must  re- 
mind him  that  we  are  engaged  in  ad- 
ministering the  Act  as  we  found  it,  with 
the  aid  of  the  Privy  Council,  in  the  best 
way  we  are  able.  We  have  been  assisted, 
in  a  way  I  hope  every  one  who  may  suc- 
ceed us  will  be  assisted,  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Privy  Council.  I  ein- 
cerely  hope,  if  it  should  ever  be 
found  advisable  to  transfer  this  branch 
of  the  Privy  Council  work,  those  to 
whom  it  may  be  transferred  will  con- 
tinue to  have  the  advice  and  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Lennox  Peel,  who  also  assisted 
the  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Gordon  in 
carrying  out  the  Act.  He  has  his  heart 
most  thoroughly  in  the  work ;  he  has 
always  been  desirous  of  doing  all  that 
he  can  to  prevent  the  introduction  or 
spread  of  calamitous  diseases;  and  in 
regard  to  the  Privy  Council  itself,  I  do 
not  think  it  possible  for  any  Department 
to  work  more  cordially,  more  promptly, 
or  more  heartily  together.  No  one  has 
been  absent  from  his  post  since  October 
last ;  but  all  have  been  actively  engaged 
in  earring  out  the  demands  of  the  coun- 
try. When  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  speaks  of  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  closing  of  markets,  I 
would  like  him  to  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
( Mr.  Pell)  if  he  thinks  that  we  have  done 
too  much  in  that  direction.  The  result 
of  closing  the  markets  of  this  country 
has  certainly  been  satisfactory.  When 
Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read  proposed  it,  we 
met  him  at  once,  and  what  has  been  the 
result  ?  Norfolk  was  free  entirely  until 
the  end  of  October.  On  the  9th  of 
December  there  were  45  outbreaks  in 
that  county,  and  on  the  1 1  th  of  December 
we  applied  the  Order.  The  very  next 
week  the  outbreaks  fell  to  35,  the  fol- 
lowing week  to  28,  and  the  week  following 
to  11,  until  finally  they  came  down  to 
none.  The  same  thing  has  happened  in 
Northamptonshire  and  Suffolk,  and  I 
hope  that  gradually  similar  results  will 
be  produced  in  other  counties.  But  I 
must  confess  that  I  am  not  so  sanguine 
about   stamping   out   foot-and-mouth 

[Third  Night  \ 


87o 


Jddress  tn 


{COMMONS} 


AttHcer  to  Uer 


376 


disease  as  I  was  at  first,  and  a  good 
many  other  persons  take  the  same  Tiew. 
I  am  not  sure  how  far  the  disease  is 
indigenous.  I  received  a  letter  from  a 
farmer  the  other  day,  telling  me  it  was 
folly  to  attempt  to  stamp  out  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  and  objecting  to  the  re- 
strictions imposed  by  the  Department. 
We  have,  however,  been  guided  by  the 
Act,  and  by  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Clare 
Sewell  Head  and  my  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Pell),  and  have  done  our  best 
to  stamp  out  the  disease.  We  shall  still 
continue  to  do  so.  As  I  know  that  this 
question  is  very  shortly  to  come  on  again, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire brings  forward  the  Resolution  of 
which  he  has  given  Notice,  it  is  perhaps 
better  that  I  should  reserve  anything  I 
have  to  say  further  upon  the  question 
until  that  time  arrives.  I  will  only  say 
now,  that  the  evidence  given  to  us  goes 
to  show  that  breeding  is  not  stopped  by 
foot  -  and  -  mouth  disease.  We  have 
abundant  evidence  to  prove  that;  and 
80  far  from  the  breeding  of  cattle  having 
fallen  off,  the  number  has  actually  in- 
creased from  the  year  1867,  when  it  was 
4,900,000,  to  about  6,000,000  now,  and 
there  has  been  an  increase  during  the 
last  year,  notwithstanding  the  very  high 
prices  of  stock.  In  1867,  there  were 
4,900,000  cattle  in  Great  Britain;  and 
in  1873,  they  reached  6,900,000.  The 
highest  they  ever  reached  was  6,000,000. 
At  the  end  of  1881,  they  were  d, 900,000, 
and  they  are  about  6,000,000  now ;  so 
that  it  is  incorrect  to  say  that  there  has 
been  a  g^at  falling  off  in  cattle.  The 
falling  off  has  been  almost  entirely  in 
live  sheep ;  but  I  say  that  with  the 
terrible  disease  affecting  sheep  which 
I  have  referred  to,  you  cannot  hope 
to  maintain  the  numbers.  We  have 
watched  the  progress  of  the  disease  with 
great  anxiety,  and  we  are  only  astonished 
to  find  that  the  numbers  have  stood  as 
well  as  they  have  every  year,  and  that 
they  are  maintained  as  they  are.  I  hope 
I  have  now  said  enough  to  convince  the 
House  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are.  not  indifferent  to  the  gravity  and 
importance  of  these  questions.  I  see  the 
late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Cross)  in  his  place,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  I  am  sure,  confirm  me, 
when  I  say  that  both  the  present  and 
the  late  Gx>vernment  were  agreed  upon 
one  point — namely,  that  we  had  no 
desire  to  stop  the  importation  of  cattle. 
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All  that  we  want  is  that  everybody 
should  send  us  as  many  cattle  as  they 
are  able,  but  that  they  should  be  slaugh- 
tered at  the  port  of  debarkation.  I  hare 
only  one  more  word  to  add.  My  noble 
Predecessor  (Viscount  Sandon),  when. 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  himself 
pointed  out  that  hon.  Members  were 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  the  Act  was 
intended  to  prohibit  the  sending  of  live 
cattle  to  England.  All  the  Government 
said  was  that  they  might  be  landed 
alive,  but  that  they  would  not  be  allowed 
to  be  taken  beyond  a  certain  limit.  Every 
speech  delivered  on  the  subject  states 
the  same  thing.  The  object  is  to  land 
the  cattle  alive,  but  to  slaughter  them  at 
the  port  of  debarkation.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  is  not  content 
with  that,  but  he  wants  them  to  be 
slaughtered  at  the  port  of  embarkation. 
That  is  a  very  different  thing,  and  the 
result  would  be  famine  prices  for  meat. 
Prices  are  high  enough  now,  and  any- 
thing that  would  increase  them,  would 
produce  much  misery  and  distress  in  the 
g^at  towns  of  this  country. 

Mr.  J.  LO WTHER :  Sir,  there  was 
one  portion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man's  remarks  which  I  confess  I  heard 
with  some  surprise.  It  was  that  part 
in  which  he  called  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  to  account  for  not  being  ac* 
quainted  with  the  condition  of  the  law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  all 
very  well  for  my  hon.  Friend  to  charge 
the  Government  with  not  having  exer- 
cised judicially  the  powers  intrusted  to 
them,  but  that  he  ought  to  have  known 
they  had  no  power  under  the  Act  of  pro- 
hibiting the  landing  of  cattle. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  They  have  power 
under  the  Act  to  prohibit  the  landing  of 
animals  suffering  from  cattle  plague. 
The  three  conditions  are  prohibition  for 
cattle  plague,  slaughter  at  the  port  of 
debarkation  for  other  diseases,  and  free 
ingress  when  the  animals  are  not  in- 
fected. 

Mr.  J.  LO  WTHER :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand  that  there  is  no  power  of  prohibi- 
tion, except  for  cattle  plague  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  That  is  so. 

Mr.  J.  LO  WTHER:  Is  there  any 
cattle  plague  existing  in  France  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  No. 

Mr.  J.  LO  WTHER:  Then,  how  is  it 
I  find  an  Order  of  Council,  dated  the 
14th  February,  1883,  ordering  that  ani« 
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mala  brought  from  the  port  of  Boulogne 
shall  not  be  landed  In  England,  Wales, 
or  8ootland.  This  appears  to  be  at 
variance  with  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  just  stated. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  The  reason  why 
the  importation  of  animals  from  that 
port  is  stopped  was  that  the  ships  en- 
gaged in  the  trade  were  found  to  be  im- 
pregnated with  disease,  and  they  were 
therefore  stopped,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  disinfected.  It  has  been  re- 
solved that  the  trade  should  be  stopped 
for  a  month,  in  order  to  afford  time  for 
the  progprees  of  disinfection  to  be  carried 
out. 

Mb.  J.  LO  WTHEB :  In  that  case,  one 
of  two  things  must  have  happened — 
either  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
misstating  the  law  when  he  said  that  the 
Government  did  not  possess  this  power, 
or  the  Government  have  been  acting 
contrary  to  law. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  In  the  event  of 
any  emergency  arising,  the  Government 
have  power  to  prohibit ;  but  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  is  the  slaughter  of  the 
animals  a  tthe  port  of  debarkation,  and 
there  must  have  been  a  great  emergency 
in  order  to  induce  the  Government  to 
stop  these  ships  for  a  month  in  order 
that  they  might  be  disinfected. 

Mb.  J.  LO  WTHEH:  As  there  appears 
to  be  some  doubt  in  the  mind  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  the  powers  which  the  Privy 
Council  do  possess.  Among  them,  I 
find  a  provision  that  the  Privy  Council 
may,  from  time  to  time,  make  such 
general  or  special  Orders  as  they  may 
think  fit  for  prohibiting  the  landing  of 
animals,  or  of  any  other  specific  kind  in 
regard  to  cargo,  fodder,  litter,  &c. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  It  was  under  that 
provision  that  a  special  Order  was  issued 
stopping  the  landing  of  cargoes  from 
the  port  of  Boulogne  for  one  month. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE :  What  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  in  reply  to  the 
observations  of  my  hon.  Friend  ?  My 
hon.  Friend  drew  attention  to  the  exer- 
cise of  these  powers.  My  hon.  Friend 
stated  that  the  disease  had  been  stamped 
out  by  the  judicious  exercise  of  our 
powers  in  18»0,  but  that  it  had  been  re- 
mtroduced  by  importations  from  abroad. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  That  is  not  so. 

Mb.  J.  .LO  WTHER :  Then,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  denies  that  the  cattle 
disease  had  been  practically  stamped  out 


in  1880,  and  re -introduced  by  importa- 
tions from  abroad.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman talked  lightly  of  the  foot-and- 
mouth  disease.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man talked  very  lightly  of  it  indeed.  He 
evidently  thinks  it  has  been  protective 
of  procreation.  [Mr.  Dodds  :  Oh,  oh !] 
I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House ; 
and  if  hon.  Members  of  the  House  who 
have  just  entered  it,  and  who  have  made 
these  disorderly  sounds,  were  not  here, 
I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
when  I  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man pointedly  remarked  that  so  far  from 
foot-and-mouth  disease  having  done  very 
serious  injury  to  the  owners  of  stock, 
the  quantity  of  stock  had  considerably 
increased  during  the  time  the  disease 
has  prevailed.  Now,  in  proof  of  the 
statement  made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  that  foot- 
and-mouth  disease  was  practically  put 
down  in  1880,  and  re-introduced  under 
the  auspices  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's administration  of  the  law,  I  will 
quote  an  authority  which  I  think  he 
will  not  gainsay.  That  authority  says 
that,  up  to  September,  1880,  the  whole 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  England 
and  Ireland  had  been,  as  far  as  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council  could  ascertain,  free  from  foot- 
and-mouth  disease,  and  the  strongest 
evidence  existed  that  this  re-introduction 
was  due  to  the  importation  of  diseased 
animals  from  abroad.  Now,  who  is  the 
authority  for  this  statement — the  state- 
ment for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  just  now  there  was  not  one 
scintilla  of  evidence  ?  It  was  the  Report 
of  the  Department  over  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  presides. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA :  I  never  said  any- 
thing to  contradict  that  statement.  I 
was  perfectly  aware  of  it,  because  I 
made  it  in  the  House  myself. 

Mb.  J.  LO  WTHER :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  certainly  made  the  state- 
ment to  which  I  referred  just  now ;  but, 
leaving  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
refresh  his  memory  with  the  Act  of 
Parliament  and  the  Report  of  his  own 
Department,  together  with  the  Orders 
in  Council,  I  will,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  refer  to  one  subject  which 
has  been  touched  upon  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  and  upon  which  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words,  speaking  as  a 
private  individual,  and  in  no  shape  or 
form  representing  the  views  of  my  right 
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hon.  Friends  near  me  any  more  than 
they  would  upon  such  a  subject  be  ac- 
cepted by  me  as  representing  mine. 
Among  the  various  remedies  suggested 
for  agricultural  depression,  I  have  re- 
marked that  hardly  any  touch  any  per- 
son except  the  out-going  tenant.  The 
out- going  tenant  is  the  person  for  whom 
all  these  reforms  are  apparently  intended. 
We  are  told  that  compensation  for  unex- 
hausted improvements  will  be  of  material 
benefit  as  an  alleviation  of  agricultural 
depression.  But  who  does  compensation 
for  unexhausted  improvements  affect?  It 
affects  the  out-going  tenant  if  he  happens 
not  to  be  an  in-going  tenant  elsewhere. 
If  he  is  going  to  retire  wholly  from  the 
business  of  agriculture,  no  doubtj  the 
transfer  of  the  property  of  other  people 
into  his  pocket  will  be,  in  his  view,  a 

freat  advantage.  But  what  advantage 
oes  compensation  for  unexhausted  im- 
provements confer  upon  that  individual 
whom  I  think  the  House  ought  to  have 
some  regard  for — the  man  who  is  called 
the  sitting  tenant,  who  has  tilled  the 
farm  during  the  whole  of  his  life,  who 
has  succeeded  members  of  his  own  family 
who  have  gone  before  him,  and  who 
probably  intends  to  hand  his  farm  over 
to  those  who  succeed  him  in  a  direct 
line — the  man  who  has  no  idea  of  flit- 
ting, or  of  becoming  an  out-going  ten- 
ant, in  order  to  attain  any  of  the  ad- 
vantages which  have  been  mentioned  ? 
This  brings  me  to  this  point ;  unless 
Parliament  is  prepared  to  do  something 
towards  placing  the  business  of  agricul- 
ture in  such  a  position  that  it  can  be 
conducted  on  fairly  reasonable  terms, 
under  all  ordinary  circumstances,  and 
affording  a  reasonable  hope  of  profit,  no 
discussion  on  the  subject  will  be  of  any 
avail.  I  have  never  hesitated  to  say 
myself  that  the  idea  that  a  mere  reduc- 
tion of  rent  would  meet  this  question  is 
one  that  is  not  worth  one  moment's  en- 
tertainment. The  question  of  rent  will 
settle  itself  without  the  action  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  is  settling  itself  already.  But 
what  does  this  in  reality  mean — the 
statement  that  the  agricultural  difficulties 
could  be  redressed  by  a  re-settlement 
of  rent  ?  It  is  only  following  the  advice 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  the  Egyptians,  to  *'stew  in 
their  own  juice."  It  means  that  the  land- 
lords may  be  preyed  upon  by  the  ten- 
ants, and  the  tenants  by  the  labourers, 
but  no  other  class  of  the  community, 
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under  any  circumstances,  must  be  called 
upon  to  contribute  towards  the  redress 
of  agricultural  difficulties.  There  was 
one  statement  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
which  I  heard  with  great  satisfaction. 
It  was  that  statement  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  until  agri- 
culture was  restored  to  a  healthy  condi- 
tion in  this  country  commercial  pros- 
perity could  not  hope  to  revive.  Wo 
have  advanced  a  great  deal  recently, 
and  we  now  find  that  the  depression  of 
agriculture  is  recognized  as  a  matter  of 
national  concern.  We  used  to  be  told 
that  it  was  only  a  question  for  tho 
consumer,  and  that  what  happened  to 
the  producer  of  food  was  of  no  con- 
cern whatever  to  the  gpreat  mass  of  the 
consumers,  who  had  only  themselves, 
in  their  capacity  of  consumers,  to  care 
for.  We  have  now  advanced  so  far  that 
the  depression  of  agriculture  is  recog- 
nized as  a  national  concern  ;  and,  con- 
sequently, I  think  that  I  am  right  in 
drawing  this  conclusion — that  the  whole 
of  the  community  engaged  in  other  pur- 
suits is  interested  in  the  restoration  of 
its  prosperity,  and  is  bound  to  lend  a 
hand  to  the  attainment  of  that  end.  If 
I  were  to  urge  that  all  other  classes  of 
the  community  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
incur  certain  sacrifices  for  the  purpose  of 
restoring  agpriculture  to  prosperity,  I 
should  only  be  re-echoing  what  has  al- 
ready been  stated  from  the  Ministerial 
Bench.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  1 
dare  say,  will  not  be  prepared  to  deny 
this,  that  if  it  could  be  shown  that 
agriculture  cannot  be  conducted  at  a 
profit  in  this  country,  without  the]  pro- 
tection of  ag^cultural  produce  from 
ruinous  foreign  competition,  there  would 
be  a  strong  case  made  out  for  a  demand 
that  all  sections  of  the  community  should 
incur  a  reasonable  amount  of  the  burden 
thereby  involved.  I  might  urge  that 
if  agriculture  were  the  only  interest 
affected  by  foreign  competition;  but  is 
that  so  ?  Are  there  not  fellow-sufferers 
engaged  in  other  pursuits  ?  We  know, 
unfortunately,  that  Board  of  Trade  He- 
turns  and  official  statistics  show  us  that 
almost  every  other  interest  is  suffering 
to  a  large  extent  from  this  cause.  I 
am  not  now  dwelling  upon  the  loss 
all  other  interests  suffer  from  owing 
to  the  effect  of  the  dimished  purchas- 
ing power  in  the  home  market  due  to 
agricultural  depression.     I  am  referring 
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to  the  direct  foreign  competition  in  manu- 
factored  articles  from  abroad.  The  work- 
ing men  of  England  are  constantly  told 
that  the  one  thing  they  should  insist 
upon  is  a  cheap  loaf.  We  have  all  heard 
enough  of  the  small  and  the  large  loaf ; 
but  I  have  no  doubt  the  spectre  will  be 
ag^in  trotted  out  by  the  Treasury  Bench. 
But  if  the  working  men  of  England  find 
their  means  of  purchasing  a  loaf,  be  it 
great  or  small,    vanishing   from   their 
▼iew,  I  think  they  will  not  be  disposed 
to  pay  much  attention  to  stale  arguments 
of  that  kind.   I  have  recently  been  visit- 
ing the  manufacturing  districts,  and  I 
was  astonished  to  find  that  numerous 
manufacturers  who  were  formerly  con- 
tent with  only  branch  establishments  in 
a  Continental  country  are  now  removing 
their  entire  plant  and  capital  and  busi- 
ness from  this  country  to  other  countries, 
which,  in  plain  English,  means  that  the 
money  which  formerly  found  its  way  into 
the  pockets  of  English  workmen  will 
now  be    paid    to    foreigners.      [''No, 
no !  ""I    Hon.  Members  say  "  No ! "     I 
was  not  long  ago  in  one  of  the  manufac- 
turing towns  of  the  West  Elding  of 
Yorkshire,  and  I  eaw  there  empty  mills. 
They  were  not  only  unoccupied,  but  I 
ascertained  that  they  were  empty  owing 
to  the  fact  that  the  actual  machinery  had 
been  literally  taken  out  of  them,  conveyed 
abroad,  and  there  re-erected,  and  that 
the  business  formerly  conducted  in  the 
West  Biding  of  Yorkshire  will,  in  future, 
be  cond]jicted  in  Germany  and  France. 
Is  the  House  prepared  to  say  that  that 
is  not  a  matter  of  national  concern? 
Amongst  the  items  of  imported  articles 
I  notice  a  large  number  of  manufactured 
boots  and  shoes.     I  think  when  the  boot 
closers  of  Northampton  again  visit  Tra- 
fai^r  Square — that  Majuba  Hill,  from 
which    it    is    apparently    nece^^ary  to 
quicken  the  Ministenal  conscience — they 
will  have  some  more  solid  grievances  to 
urge  upon  the  consideration  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk>vemment  than  the  necessity  of 
abjuring  any  recognition  of  the  Deity  in 
our  proceedings  in  this  House.     They 
will  find  their  means  of  earning  their 
livelihood  rapidly  vanishing  from  within 
their  grasp,  and  the  capital  formerly  ex- 
pended in  their  employment  being  trans- 
ferred to  other  lands.     The  working 
dassee  must  consider  this  point  also; 
they  have  to  contend  now  in  the  cosmo- 
politan labour  market  with  the  workmen 
of  other  countries,  whose  standard  of 


comfort  is  far  below  their  own.  Are  the 
workmen  of  England  prepared  to  meet 
these  competitors  on  equal  terms  ?  Are 
the  English  workmen  prepared  to  see 
their  standard  of  comfort  brought  down 
to  the  standard  enjoyed  by  Continental 
workmen  ?  Because  it  will  come  to  that. 
Not  only  the  standard  of  comfort  of  the 
artizans,  but  the  length  of  iiours  must  be 
considered,  if  we  are  to  hold  our  own  in 
such  an  uneven  race.  It  has  been  my 
desire  to  detain  the  House  for  as  short 
a  time  as  possible,  and,  in  conclusion,  I 
would  like  to  ask  those  who  advocate  Free 
Trade — the  one-sided  Free  Trade  which 
now  prevails — whether  they  consider  any 
burdens  whatsoever  in  the  shape  of  taxa- 
tion upon  food,  Or  upon  those  engaged 
in  producing  food,  are  imposts  which  are 
immoral  in  themselves  ?  If  so,  I  should 
like  to  ask  them  howtheyoan  justify  the 
imposition  of  grinding  rates  and  heavy 
taxation  upon  land  which  is  devoted  solely 
to  the  production  of  food  ?  If  the  idea 
of  the  entire  freedom  of  the  food  of  the 
people  from  all  taxation  is  to  be  insisted 
upon,  we  may  fairly  ask  how  we  are  to 
reconcile  the  taxation  of  the  food  pro- 
duced at  home,  and  of  the  producer  him- 
self, with  the  grandiose  notion,  in  favour 
of  foreigners,  of  the  free  supply  of  food 
and  the  non-taxation  of  those  engaged 
in  its  production  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
spoke  about  the  price  of  meat,  and  it 
appears  to  be  assumed  throughout  the 
course  of  this  debate,  as  far  as  I  have 
heard,  that  the  price  of  meat  is  so  high 
in  this  country  that  we  need  have  no 
fear  in  the  future  of  foreign  competition 
in  respect  to  that  commodity.  Now,  I 
venture  to  hold,  with  all  submission,  a 
contrary  opinion.  By  the  time  the  Bri- 
tish agriculturists  shall  have  succeeded 
in  laying  down  their  land  in  that  per- 
manent pasture  which  is  advocated  as, 
in  England  and  Ireland,  most  suited  to 
the  soil  and  climate  of  both  countries, 
some  new  development  of  the  importa- 
tion of  live  and  dead  meat  will  have 
been  discovered,  which  will  upset  all 
our  calculations  and  set  the  farmers  by 
the  ears.  If  the  country  should  once  re- 
cognize that  the  business  of  agriculture 
or  of  pasturing  cannot  be  conducted  at  a 
reasonable  profit  in  this  country,  then 
we  must  be  prepared  to  have  recourse 
to  those  remedies  which  are  not  new- 
fangled ones,  but  which  have  been  tried 
in  all  countries  throughout  the  globe,  for 
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the  protection  of  agriculture  as  well  as 
of  all  other  threatenened  industries.  The 
views  I  have  ventured  to  give  utterance 
to,  it  is  well  known,  I  have  always  held 
myself.  Although  they  have  heen  termed 
pious  opinions,  they  are  certainly,  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  held  with  consistent 
piety ;  and  I  think  it  is  high  time  that 
this  question  should  be  viewed  by  all 
sections   of  this   House,    and    by    all 
classes   in   this  country,  entirely  apart 
from  all  those  old-fashioned  prejudices 
which  have  so  long  prevailed.    It  may 
be  perfectly  true   that  a  certain  num- 
ber  of  years   ago    we   were    able    to 
produce  various   manufactured  articles 
cheaper  than  any  other  country.  Other 
countries  had   not   learnt   to   develope 
their  own  manufactures,  and  to  protect 
themselves  from  competition  from  us. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  trade  of 
this   country    advanced   by   leaps    and 
bounds.     But  other  countries  have  now 
learnt  to  protect  themselves  and  to  ex- 
clude us   from  their   markets.     In  the 
former  period  to  which  I  have  referred, 
other  agencies  were   at  work — such  as 
the  development  of  steam  and  electricity. 
To   hear   some   hon.  Members  talk,  it 
might  be  imagined  that  Mr.  Oobden  was 
the  inventor   of  steam,    and  that   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the   late  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  was  the  patentee  of  elec- 
tricity"; for  every  improvement  and  de- 
velopment of  commerce  which  has  taken 
place  of  late  years  has  been  attributed 
to  the  results  of  their  agitation.    I  trust 
that  the  House  will  consider  these  ques- 
tions seriously,  apart  from  all  the  pre- 
judice which  I  know  prevails  against  any 
mention  of  protective  duties   upon  ar- 
ticles consumed  in  this  country.     On  the 
contrary,  I  trust  that  the  question  will 
be  impartially  considered  as  a  whole.    I 
may  say  that,  in   connection  with  this 
matter,  I  have  been  charged  with  advo- 
cating a  specific  5«.  duty  on  corn  ;  but 
I  wish    distinctly  to  say  that   I   never 
maintained   myself,    in    any    dogmatic 
manner,  the  necessity  of  a  d«.  duty  as 
against  a  6«.,  a  4«.,  or  any  other  duty 
upon  corn.      Still  less  have  I  declared 
myself   against    a*  reasonable    sliding 
scale.     In  conclusion,   I  beg  to  thank 
the  House  for  allowing  me  to  make 
these  few  remarks  upon   the  question. 
The   subject   is   one   which,  although, 
at  this  moment,  the  suggestion  does  not 
command  a  ver}*  large  amount  of  public 

i.V.  J,  Leather 


support,  must  soon  be  seriously  consi- 
dered, and  will  inevitably  force  itself 
upon  the  attention  of  Parliament. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^(^Mr,  Oorst.) 

SiK  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite,  before  the  debate  was  ad- 
journed, on  what  days  it  would  be 
continued,  and  what  course  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  with  respect  to  private 
Members'  Notices  on  Wednesday  and 
Friday,  in  the  event  of  its  not  being 
previously  concluded  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINQTON, 
in  reply,  said,  he  had,  in  accordance 
with  what  he  believed  to  be  the  usual 
practice,  already  placed  on  the  Paper  a 
Notice  that  he  would,  to-morrow,  move 
that  Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  ot 
the  Day  be  postponed  until  after  the 
Order  of  the  Day  had  been  taken  for 
the  resumption  of  the  debate  upon  the 
Address  to  Her  Majesty.  He  also  pro- 
posed following  the  course  adopted  on 
a  former  occasion,  in  the  event  of  the 
debate  not  being  concluded  to-morrow, 
to  make  the  same  Motion  on  Wednesday 
with  respect  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  7b-mor- 
row. 

PARLIAMENTARY   OATHS   ACT   (1856) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

OOMMIITEE.      {^Progress  16M  February.] 

LEAVE.      FIRST   REABINQ. 

Matter  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
Houie,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary 
Oaths."—  [Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral.) 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  was  not  going  to  oppose  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill  in  any  way.  On  the 
contrary,  he  congratulated  the  Govern- 
ment on  having  at  last  come  to  their 
senses  on  the  matter.  The  ohject  oi  the 
Government  had  been  hitherto  to  force 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  on  the  House,  against  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  letter  and  spirit  of 
the  law,  and  against  the  findings  of  more 
than  one  Committee.    He  was  sorry  to 
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find  the  Bill  brought  forward  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  Prime  Minister;  and  he 
might  add,  that  it  was  the  general  opi- 
nion that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
stajing  at  Cannes  with  the  riew  of 
avoiding  taking  any  part  in  its  intro- 
duction. Having  read  the  works  of  the 
Prime  Minister  upon  the  Irish  Church 
and  the  Yatican,  he  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  thought  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  very  much 
against  the  measure.  The  Government 
had,  however,  taken  the  right  course  in 
bringing  in  a  Bill,  because  they  had  not, 
up  to  that  time,  endeavoured  to  alter 
the  law  in  favour  of  their  supporter,  a 
Grentleman  whom  they  took  every  step 
to  bring  into  the  House,  who  had  been 
supported  by  their  Whip^  and  who  had 
since  received  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  general — because  they  had 
hitherto  endeavoured  to  force  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  upon  the  House,  not  by  altering 
the  law,  which  would  have  enabled 
them  to  take  his  seat  legitimately,  but,  as 
ho  had  before  said,  against  the  law  and 
against  its  representation  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House.  Before  referring 
to  precedents,  he  would  point  out  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  according  to  his  speeches 
delivered  in  the  country,  which  he  (Sir 
H.  Drumnaond  Wolff)  had  read  from 
time  to  time,  was  in  error  in  imputing 
to  that  House  any  blame  for  preventing 
his  access  to  it.  When  Baron  Hoths- 
child  and  Alderman  Salomons  endea- 
voured to  get  into  the  House,  and  when 
it  was  declared  that  the  law  was  against 
their  admission,  the  Liberal  Government 
of  the  day,  which  was  in  favour  of  their 
admission,  as  the  present  Government 
was  now  in  favour  of  the  admission  of 
Mr.  Bradlauirh,  annually  introduced  a 
Bill  with  iheyiew  of  removing  the  dis- 
abilities  under  which  they,  as  Jews, 
laboured.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
the  GK>vemment  had  done  nothing  of 
that  kind  ;  they  had  said  in  effect  that 
"  although  the  Committees  have  stated 
that  their  interpretation  of  the  law  is 
against  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  we  insist  that 
you  should  admit  him  into  this  House^" 
Her  Majesty's  Government  wished  to 
introduce  a  Gentleman  who  said  he  did 
not  believe  in  a  Divine  Being,  and  they 
were  now  taking  the  right  course  in 
saying — •*  We  will  introduce  a  Bill  to 
sanction  this."  Therefore,  he  repeated 
his  congratulations  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  coming  to  their  senses 

VOL.  OOIiXXVI.    [thibd  sBaiss.] 


with  regard  to  this  matter.  But  why 
had  they  not  done  this  before ;  and  why 
did  they  allow  the  House  to  be  exposed 
to  every  kind  of  indignity  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  followers, 
when  it  had  been  decided  that  he  could 
not  come  into  the  House?  They  had 
introduced  one  Bill;  but  it  had  been, 
in  some  way  or  other,  smuggled  out  of 
sight,  because  they  knew  they  could  not 
carry  it  at  the  time.  Hon.  Members  on 
that  side  had  not  hitherto  prevented  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  coming  into  the  House  on 
the  special  ground  of  his  views  and 
opinions.  They  had  prevented  him, 
because  successive  Committees,  moved 
for  by  the  Head  of  the  Gt)vemment, 
declared  it  to  be  illegal  that  he  should 
come  into  the  House.  The  law  de- 
clared that  the  Oath  shoiild  be  taken 
in  a  particular  way,  and  that  persons 
who  did  not  believe  in  the  existence 
of  a  Deity  should  not  be  allowed  to  take 
the  Oath.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  therefore 
not  entitled  to  the  exemptions  of  the 
Affirmation  Act,  nor  was  he  entitled  to 
take  the  Oath.  Having  now  put  the 
matter  on  the  right  ground,  the  public 
should  know  that  the  Government  wished 
to  legalize  the  admission  of  Atheists  into 
the  House  of  Commons.  They  were  now 
doing  that,  and,  for  his  part,  whatever 
course  he  might  hereafter  take,  he  re- 
peated that  hon.  Members  on  those  (the 
Conservative)  Benches  had  never  acted 
towards  Mr.  Bradlaugh  but  in  accord- 
ance with  the  law,  and  not  against  him- 
self. Let  the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol 
(Mr.  Morley)  now  vote  for  Affirmation, 
and  let  him  square  the  question  with 
the  Congregationalists ;  fet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  make  terms  with  the  elec- 
tors of  Mid  Lothian.  The  Bill  now  being 
brought  in  placed  the  question  on  the 
right  issue ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  should 
offer  no  opposition,  to  its  introduction, 
because  they  could  vote  upon  it  here- 
after asthey  thought  proper,  and  because 
the  Government  were  at  length  brought 
face  to  face  with  public  opinion  in  their 
endeavours  to  carry  a  'Bill  to  legalize 
the  admission  of  Atheists  into  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff)  had,  in  his  (Mr. 
Chaplin's)  opinion,  given  a  fair  and 
accurate  description  of  the  object  of  the 
Bill,  and  it  was  in  consequence  of  that 
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deacription,  tfaat  he  intended  to  take  pre- 
cisely tbe  opposite  courae  to  tbat  wnich 
the  hon.  GeDtleman  had  anaounced 
hie  intention  of  following  on  the  pre- 
sent oftcaeion.  With  the  permission  of 
the  House  be  vould  state  hie  reasons 
for  doing  so.  It  was  no  doubt  unusual 
in  that  Asseinbly  to  oppose  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Bill,  and,  under  ordinary  cir- 
eumstances,  he  should  not  have  taken 
the  course  indicated.  But  the  circum- 
stances  were  not  then  of  an  ordinary 
oharactsr,  and  henoe  his  opposition  at 
that  stage  of  the  measure.  The  reason 
why  hon.  Members  refrained,  as  a  rule, 
from  opposing  a  Bill  on  its  introduction, 
was  because  they  were  naturally  anxious 
to  know  what  it  contained;  but,  in  this 
case,  every  Member  of  the  House  knew 
perfectly  well  the  nature  of  the  Bill,  and, 
therefore,  there  was  exactly  the  same 
reason  for  opposing  it  upon  the  first,  as 
upon  any  other  occaeion.  This  Bill  could 
only  he  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  facili- 
tating the  entrance  of  Atheists  generally 
into  Forliament,  and  of  one  hon.  Gen- 
tleman holding  Atheistical  opinions  in 
particular.  Bis  own  view  of  the  matter 
bein^  extremely  simple,  he  should  not 
detain  the  House  except  for  a  moment 
in  stating  it.  He  asked  whether  it  was 
desirable  or  not  that  the  entry  of 
Atheists  into  Parliament  should  be  faci- 
litated ;  and  as  he  held  a  strong  opinion 
that  this  tras  tlie  most  undesirable  thing 
in  the  world,  he  had  no  hesitation  what- 
ever in  recording  his  vote  against  the 
introduction  of  the  BiU. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
it  was,  of   course,  perfectly  legitimate 
and  natural   that  those  hon.  Members 
who  objected  to  the  principle  of   a  Bill 
should,  if  they  pleased,  oppose  its  in- 
troduction.    But  he  wi^ed  to  say,  for 
his  own  part,  that,  taking  substantially 
the  same  view  of  the  matter  as  that  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Druromond  Wolff)— namely,  that  the 
before  them 
r.    Brad  laugh 
and  decisions 
idings    of  its 
on  of  dealing 
as  a  sew  one, 
^ht  they  ought 
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the  House  must  know  all  tbat  the  BiU 
contained ;  for  instance,  he  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  to  be  prospective  or  re- 
trospective, or  whether  it  was  to  give  to 
all  the  right  to  affirm  who  chose  to  do 
so;  and  it  would,  thorefore,  be  gratifying 
to  know  what  the  proposals  of  the  Qo- 
vernment  on  these  points  really  were. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  although  be  did 
not  himself  intend  to  offer  any  objection 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  he  re- 
newed the  statement  made  on  a  former 
occaeion,  that  he  should  support  bis 
ri>ht  hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for  8outh> 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  H.  Assheton  Cross) 
in  opposing  its  second  reading.  Before, 
however,  they  could  place  themselves  id 
a  satisfactory  position  to  sustain  a  debate, 
he  thought  it  desirable  to  bear  what 
were  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  it  being, 
of  course,  understood  that  the  fact  that 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  on  those  Benches 
offered  no  opposition  at  the  introductory 
stage  of  the  measure  did  not  in  any 
degree  imply  that  they  were  disposed  to 
support  it. 

Captaiit  AYLMER  said,  the  Bill  did 
not  come  within  the  category  of  Bills 
ordinarily  introduced  to  the  House,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  House  might  safely 
depart  from  its  usual  practice  in  regard 
to  it.  As  a  rule,  the  general  purport 
of  such  measures  only  was  known ;  but  in 
this  case  the  circumstances  wero  entirely 
different.  The  subject  was  brought  for- 
ward in  the  House  on  the  I5th  instant, 
the  day  on  which  Parliament  was  called 
together,  at  a  time  when  Mr.  Bradlangb 
was  telling  the  people  to  come  "  in  their 
thousands"  and  assist  him  in  breaking 
down  the  laws  of  Parliament.  On  that 
day  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Laboucliere)  rose  in  his  place,  and 
stated  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  not 
break  the  laws  of  Parliament  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  promise  to  bring  in 
a  Bill.  The  promise  was  made,  the  Bill 
was  brought  forward,  and,  under  those 
circumstances,  he  felt  they  were  fully 
justified  in  opposing  it  on  the  first  read- 
ing. Thoy  had  already  some  rery  sad 
experiences  of  tbe  concessions  made  by 
the  Governmeut  to  agitation  in  Ireland 
and  iu  the  Transvaal ;  and  be  had  no 
wish  to  see  Parliamest  making  a  oon* 
cession  to  mob  law  in  this  country,  bs  it 
would  be  if  it  passed  the  present  Bill. 
Knowing  the  purport  of  the  measure, 
and,  so  to  apeak,  hearing  the  noise  of 
the  mob -rabble  at  the  doors  of  the 
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Hoiue,  ho  said  that  it  would  be  dis-  necessary.  In  1866  the  matter  was 
gneeful  and  lowering  to  the  dignity  of  fully  ventilated  ;  and  Parliament  de- 
ihe  House  to  make  the  concession  de-  cided  that  this  great  Oonstitutionid  ob- 
m&ndedof  them.  ject  would  not  be  adequately  secured 

Ma.  GRANTHAM  said,  although  hon.  unless  Her  Majesty  and  each  Member 
Members  thought  it  right  to  enter  a  pro-  of  each  House  respectively  was  bound 
t«€t  against  the  conduct  of  the  Govern-  by  Oath,  or  by  the  equivalent  of  an 
ment  by  proposing  to  postpone  the  ques-  r  Oath,  a  solemn  Affirmation.  That  was 
tion  of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  when  \  the  question  now  raised ;  but  in  justice 
it  was  brought  forward  at  a  late  hour  on  ' 

Friday  night,  yet,  after  all  that  had  been 
said,  he  did  not  think  it  desirable  to 
oppose  the  Motion  then  before  the  Com- 
nsittee 

SmR.  A8SHET0N  CROSS:  All  I 
have  to  say  is  this.  The  noble  Marquess 
who  leads  the  House  at  present  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  correctly  inter- 
preted what  I  stated  the  other  day — 
namely,  that  I  intend  to  oppose  this 
Bill  on  the  second  reading.  I  believe, 
when  the  noble  Marquess  made  that 
statement,  some  hon.  Friends  of  mine, 
who  probably  did  not  hear  what  I  said, 
rather  disputed  that  statement;  and, 
therefore,  I  think  it  right  to  say  that 
what  I  did  state  was,  that  I  should  oppose 
this  Bill  with  all  the  strength  I  had  in 
my  power  on  the  second  reading.  I 
think  that  is  the  right  course  to  take ; 
and  nothing  will  induce  me  to  believe 
that  this  Bill  is  not  brought  in  for  the 
express  purpose  of  admitting  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  to  this  House,  in  concession  to 
agitation.  I  do  not  care  how  the  Bill 
is  worded.  I  am  afraid  that  is  the  real 
cause;  and  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
protest  made  after  I  left  the  House  the 
other  night  by  a  great  number  of  hon. 
Friends  of  mine,  whom  I  can  assure  I 
feel  as  strongly  as  they  can  on  this 
matter,  although  I  did  not  remain  to 
take  part  in  their  suction.  That  protest 
having  been  made,  I  hope  they  will 
consider  it  sufficient ;  and  I  think  we 
shall  be  more  consulting  the  dignity  of 
our  proceedings,  and  the  importance  of 
the  question,  if  we  reserve  all  we  have 
to  say — which  is  a  great  deal — on  a  Bill 
which  I  sincerely  hope  will  not  be  passed 
by  this  House. 

Ma.  NB WDEGATB  said,  no  man  felt 
more  strongly  on  this  subject  than  he 
did.    He  looked  upon  it  as  no  question 


to  a  large  number  of  his  hon.  Friends, 
who  entertained  as  grave  objection  to 
any  invalidation  or  weakening  of  the 
security  of  the  Constitution  as  he  did, 
he  intended  to  abstain  from  voting 
against  the  first  reading  of  the  Bill,  be- 
cause he  was  sure  that  by  doing  so  he 
should  appear  to  be  taking  an  unfair 
advantage  of  men  opposed  to  the  BUI, 
who  were  as  honest  and  far  more  intel- 
ligent than  he.  He  would  therefore 
leave  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  184; 
Noes  63:  Majority  131.— (Div.  list. 
No.  7.) 

Resolution  reported: — Bill  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Attobney  Oene- 
BAL,  The  Marquess  of  Habtingtok, 
Secretary  Sir  William  Habooxtbt,  and 
Mr.  SoLiGiTOB  Qenbbal. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  89.] 

EaYPT  (CHARGES  OF  EXPEDITION). 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  for  an  Address  for  a  Copy 
of  all  Correspondence  x^hich  has  taken 
place  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Viceroy  of  India  regarding 
the  payment  by  India  of  the  extraor- 
dinary charges  incurred  by  that  Govern- 
ment on  account  of  the  recent  operations 
in  Egypt,  the  Correspondence  to  date 
from  the  first  intimation  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  it  would  be  pro- 
bable troops  from  India  would  be  re- 
quired. The  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  would  know,  from 
discussions  which  had  taken  place  last 
Session,  that  many  of  the  f  apers  in 
question  were  of  great  importance. 
Would  the  noble  Marquess  give  them 


of  individual  belief;  it  was  a  question  j  to  him  as  he  had  put  them  down  in  his 
viiether  tho  security  of  the  three  Estates  Notice ;  or,  if  he  would  promise  to  con- 
of  the  Kealni  should  be  limited  to  its !  eider  the  matter,  and  make  a  proposal 
respective  functions,  and  perform  those '  at  some  future  time,  he  (Mr.  Onslow) 
fbnctiona  independently.  In  1858  Far-  would  be  glad  to  accept  such  proposal, 
lament  decided  that  an  Oath,  or  a  solemn  He  trusted  that  at  any  rate  the  noble 
Affirmation  equivalent  to  an  Oath,  was  Marquess  would  inform  the  House  what 
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information  be  could  give  them  before 
the  Indian  Budget  was  taken. 

Tm  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  could  not  at  the  present  mo- 
ment agree  to  the  production  of  Papers 
on  the  subject,  either  in  the  proposed, 
or  any  modified  shape.  As  soon  as  the 
debate  on  the  Address  terminated,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  make 
a  statement  respecting  the  Supplemen- 
tary Vote  of  Credit  for  the  expenses  of 
the  war  in  Egypt.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  would  be  able  to  state  what  were 
the  exact  proposals  of  the  Government, 
and  until  that  statement  was  made  it 
would  be  impossible  to  say  what  steps 
could .  be  taken  for  the  production  of 
Papers. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that  last  Session 
the  noble  Marquess  promised  to  produce 
some  of  these  Papers. 

MOTIONS. 

— -x^-O^  — 

OYSTEB    AND    MUSSBL    FISHEBIES   ORDERS 

CONFIRMATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Holms,  Bill  to  con- 
firm certain  Orders  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  "The  Sea  Fisheries  Act,  1868,"  relating 
to  Hamford  Water,  Hunstanton,  and  Shepherd's 
Port  (le  Strange),  and  Swansea,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Holms  and  Mr.  Cham- 

BBIILAIN. 

'^TiWpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  87.] 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS. 

Orderedy  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed, to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Petitions 
presented  to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of 
such  as  relate  to  Private  Bills ;  and  that  such 
Committee  do  classify  and  prepare  abstracts  of 
the  same,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  shall 
appear  to  them  best  suited  to  conyey  to  the 
House  all  requisite  information  respecting  their 
contents,  and  do  report  the  same  from  time  to 
time  to  the  House ;  and  that  the  reports  of  the 
Committee  do  set  forth  the  number  of  signa- 
tures to  each  Petition  only  in  respect  to  &08e 
signatures  to  which  addresses  are  affixed : — And 
that  such  Committee  have  power  to  direct  the 
printing  in  extefito  of  such  Petitions,  or  of  such 
parts  01  Petitions,  as  shall  appear  to  require  it : 
— And  that  such  Committee  have  power  to  re- 
port their  opinion  and  observations  thereux>on 
to  the  House:— And  that  the  Committee  do 
consist  of  Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr.  Kichart) 
Power,  Mr.  0' Conor,  Mr.  M'Laoan,  Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck,  Mr.  Reginald  Yorke, 
Mr.  Charles  Dalrtmple,  Viscount  Newport, 
Mr.  Mulholland,  Marquess  of  Tavistock, 
Mr.  Charles  Tennant,  Marquess  of  Stafpord, 
Mr.  Hanbury  -  Tract,  Mr.  Lowther,  and 
Colonel  DiOBY : — That  three  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered^  That  every  Member  presenting  a 
Petition  to  this  House  do  affix  his  name  at  the 
beginning  thereof. — (Sir  Charles  Forster.) 

Mr.  Oniloiv 


SETTLED    LAND    ACT    (1882)    JiVENDMEVT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Borlabe,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Settled  Land  Act,  1882,"  ord$red  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Borlase,  Mr.  William 
Fowler,  Mr.  James  Howard,  and  Mr.  Hop- 
wood. 

'BiMpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  88.] 

PRIVATE  LUNATIC  ASYLUMS   (iRELAin)) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Corbet,  Bill  to 
alter  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Private 
Litnatic  Asylums  in  Ireland,  and  to  make  other 
and  more  suitable  provision  for  paying  patients, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  William  Cos- 
bet,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr.  Dillwyk,  Mr.  Dawsox, 
and  Mr.  Richard  Power. 

Bill  pretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 

yAGTORY  AND  WORKSHOP  ACT  (1878) 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to 
amend  **  The  Factory  and  Workshop  Act, 
1878,*'  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Broad- 
hurst, Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler,  and  Mr.  Rowley  Hill. 

BiW  presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  91.] 

WASTE  LANDS   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Captain  Aylmer,  Bill  to  im- 
prove and  redeem  Waste  Lands  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Captain  Aylmzb, 
Mr.  Totteicham,  and  Mr.  Henry  Thomson. 

BiUpreeentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  92.] 

KITCHEN  AND   REFRESHMENT  ROOMS 

(HOUSE  OF  commons). 
Ordered,  That  a  Standing  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  control  the  arrangements  of  the 
Kitchen  and  Befreshment  Rooms,  in  the  depart- 
ment of  tho  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this 
House : — Mr.  Maurice  Brooks,  Sir  Williaic 
Hart  Dtke,  Mr.  Henry  Edwards,  Sir  Ed- 
MCND  Filmer,  Sir  Garriel  Goldnby,  Mr. 
Guest,  Mr.  Duff,  Lord  Kensington,  Mr. 
Monk,  Mr.  Muntz,  Captain  0*Shba,  Mr. 
Richard  Power,  Lord  Henry  Thynne,  and 
Sir  Henry  Wolff  :— Three  to  be  the  quorum. 
—  {Sir  William  Hart  Dyke.) 

MUNICIPAL  BOROUGHS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Fowler,  Bill  to 
amend  tho  Law  with  respect  to  the  division  of 
Municipal  Boroughs  into  Wards,  and  the  de- 
termination of  tho  number  of  Councillors  in  a 
Borough,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
William  Fowler,  l^Ir.  Rylands,  and  Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler. 

BxHl presented ^Kfi^  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  93.] 

REGISTRATION   OF  FIRMS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Barron,  Bill  for  the 
Registration  of  Firms  and  of  persons  carrying 
on  business  under  names  or  styles  other  than 
their  own,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Barran,  Mr.  Norwood,  and  Mr.  Monk. 

"BiMpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  94.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'cdock. 
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HOUSE     OF     LOKDS, 
Tusiday,  20th  February,  1883. 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS. 

Tm    LOED    GHANOELLOR     ac 

attainted  the  House  that  the  Olerk  of 
le  Parliaments  had  prepared  and  laid 
it  on  the  Table :  The  same  was  ordered 
to  hepHnUd,    (No.  2.) 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 
MOTION  POB  PAPEBS. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD  said,  that 
yesterday  he  moved  for  the  production 
of  a 

<«  Copy  of  Rule  72.  of  the  Rules  and  Regula- 
tiont  of  the  ComxniMionen  of  National  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland;  Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th 
NoTember  1882,  from  the  Earl  of  Longford 
to  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (on  appeal 
from  a  decision  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  respecting  the  appointment  of  a  sister 
of  mercy  as  teacher  in  a  national  school  open 
to  non-Catholio  children;  Copy  of  any  reply 
thereto." 

He  found  in  the  Minutes  of  yesterday's 
proceedings  that  he  had  withdrawn  his 
Motion,  and  some  newspapers  stated  it 
was  not  pressed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Motion  was  agreed  to,  with  certain  addi- 
tions. He  had  had  no  intention  what- 
STer  of  withdrawing  it,  and  he  had 
not  the  slightest  idea  of  receding  in  the 
smallest  point  from  the  position  he  had 
taken  upon  the  matter. 

Lord  CAELINaFORD  (Lord  Privy 
Seal)  said,  the  question  was  one  merely 
of  the  form  of  the  Motion.  It  was 
understood  to  be  withdrawn  for  the  day, 
in  Older  that  the  terms  might  be  en- 
larged. K  the  noble  Earl  would  pro- 
pose the  Motion  as  he  (Lord  Oarling- 
lord)  had  just  submittea  it  to  him  it 
would  be  agreed  to,  and  the  noble  Earl 
would  secure  all  the  information  he  de- 
sired. 

Thb  Baxl  of  LONQFOBD  said,  he 
would  moire  for  the  Papers  in  the  form 
suggested  by  the  Lord  r^rivy  Seal. 

Mo9$d  for — 

*^  Copy  of  Role  72.  of  the  Boles  and  Regula- 
tions of  the  Comnussioners  of  National  Eda- 
cation  in  Ireland : 

**  Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th  Novemher  1882, 
from  the  Earl  of  Longford  to  the  Lord  Presi- 


dent  of  the  Council  (on  appeal  from  a  decision 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland)  respecting 
the  appointment  of  a  sister  of  mercy  as  teacher 
in  a  national  school  open  to  non-Catholio 
children : 

**  Copy  of  Correspondence  hetween  the  Earl  of 
Longford,  the  Commissioners  of  National  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland,  and  the  Irish  Goyemment  on 
the  same  subject." — ( The  Earl  of  Longford,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INDIA— LOCAL  GOVERNMENT— CRIMI- 
NAL  PROCEDURE  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

QX7B8TI0KS. 

Viscouirr  CEANBEOOK :  My  Lords, 
seeing  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  in  his  place,  I  wish  to 
ask  him  whether  he  will  prodace  the 
Papers  and  Correspondence  relating  to 
the  scheme  for  the  extension  of  Local 
Government  in  India,  and  which  has 
been  proposed  by  the  Governor  General 
in  Council,  and  also  the  Papers  relating 
to  the  Criminal  Procedure  Bill,  which 
has  been  introduced  by  the  legal  member 
of  the  Council?  I  also  wish  to  ask 
whether  these  matters  were  submitted 
to  the  Council  for  India  in  England,  and 
sanctioned  before  they  were  proceeded 
with  in  India  ? 

The  Earl  of  EIMBEELEY:  My 
Lords,  there  will  be  no  objection  to  pro- 
duce the  Correspondence  and  Papers 
relating  to  the  two  subjects  referred  to 
by  the  noble  Viscount.  The  scheme 
relating  to  the  jurisdiction  of  Native 
magistrates  over  Europeans  was  for- 
maUy  sanctioned  by  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council.  With  regard  to 
the  other  matter,  the  noble  Viscount 
would  see  what  has  been  done  when  the 
Papers  are  produced. 

Viscount  CEANBEOOK :  How  soon 
will  the  Papers  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ? 

Thb  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  :  I  can- 
not give  an  answer  this  evening  upon 
that  subject,  as  I  have  not  had  time  to 
look  into  the  Papers;  but  there  shall 
be  no  unnecessary  delay  in  producing 
them. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEr:  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  these  measures  are 
going  forward  in  India  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY :  I  shall 
be  glad  if  the  noble  Marquess  will  eive 
me  Notice  of  the  Question,  as  I  replied 
to  the  Questions  of  the  noble  Viscount 
after  receiving  private  Notice  from 
him. 
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REGENCY  OF  TUNIS. 

MOTIOK   FOR  AK  ADDRESS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAER,  who  rose  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  rights  of  British 
subjects  in  the  Ee^ency  of  Tunis  under 
the  capitulations  will  be  affected  by  the 
proposed  Treaty  between  France  and 
the  Bey  of  Tunis;  and  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Ooyemment  can  state  what 
course  they  intend  to  pursue  ?  said,  that 
he  was  very  desirous  of  bringing  the 
subject  as  early  as  possible  before  their 
Lordships,  having  had  good  reason  to 
believe  that  statements  which  had  ap- 
peared in  the  public  Press  were  given 
upon  good  authority — to  the  effect  that 
in  June  and  July  of  last  year  communi- 
cations were  carried  on  between  France 
and  the  British  Government,  and  with 
other  countries  of  Europe,  with  reference 
to  the  position  of  France  in  the  Hegency 
of  Tunis,  and  that  M.  Cambon,  the 
French  resident  Minister  at  Tunis,  went 
to  Paris  to  negotiate  the  terms  of  a 
Treaty  between  France  and  the  Bey  of 
Tunis,  which  was  afterwards  signed. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  said,  in  Novem- 
ber, that  he  could  not  give  an  opportunity 
then  for  bringing  the  question  forward. 
It  almost  seemed  that  their  Lordships' 
House  was  threatened  with  the  cldture, 
which  could  hardly  be  said  to  be  neces- 
sary. Now,  after  the  signing  of  this 
Treaty  as  alleged,  in  September,  whenM. 
Duclerc  was  Prime  Minister  of  France, 
it  appeared  that  communications  were 
addressed'  by  the  French  Government 
to  the  Great  Powers,  informing  them 
that  it  was  in  contemplation  to  abolish 
the  Consular  Courts  existing  in  virtue 
of  the  Capitulations,  and  to  establish 
French  triounals  in  Tunis.  He  con- 
tended that  this  was  a  most  important 
matter  for  their  Lordships  and  the 
country  generally  to  consider,  and  it 
would  be  well  to  know  how  far  the 
negotiations  had  proceeded  and  what 
would  be  the  future  course  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  them.  As  their 
Lordships  were  aware,  the  rights  of 
British  subjects  under  the  Capitulations 
were  two-fold,  judicial  and  commercial. 
They  had  existed  for  200  years  or  more ; 
and  under  them  a  British  subject  was 
entitled  to  have  his  cause  determined  in 
the  Consular  Court,  which  existed  under 
a  aeries  of  special  Orders  in  Council,  the 


last  of  which  was  of  very  recent  date,  he 
believed  since  the  French  had  occupied 
Tunis.  Now,  it  was  not  difficult  to  un- 
derstand that  British  interests  would  be 
materially  affected  by  the  abolition  of 
the  Consular  Court ;  and  even  if  French 
Courts  were  established  in  their  place, 
there  would  bo  a  great  difference  to  a 
British  subject  if  he  were  to  be  tried  by 
French  law  in  a  French  Court  instead  of 
by  English  law  and  by  an  English  tri- 
bunal. Other  countries  would  also  be 
much  affected  by  the  proposed  change, 
especially  Italy,  which  had  a  large 
Colony  in  Tunis,  and  which  had  from  the 
first  protested  against  the  violation  of 
international  rights  by  the  French  an- 
nexation of  Tunis.  But  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  tacitly  consent,  as 
he  could  hardly  think  possible,  to  give 
up  these  judicial  rights  so  long  estab- 
lished, and  to  hand  over  10,000  British 
subjects  to  French  Coui*ts  of  Justice, 
there  was  a  further  question  which  was 
of  vast  importance  to  this  country  in  a 
commercial  point  of  view.  Under  the 
Capitulations  we  had  Treaties  with  the 
Bey  of  Tunis  of  the  utmost  importance. 
By  the  last  Treaty  no  article  of  British 
produce  or  manufacture  was  excluded 
from  the  Kegency  of  Tunis,  and  no  duty 
could  exceed  the  rate  of  8  per  cent 
ad  valorem.  To  mention  one  instance  of 
the  value  of  this  Treaty  to  British  in- 
terests, cotton  goods  of  British  manufac- 
ture came  annually  into  Tunis  amounting 
in  value  to  about  £1,000,000.  He  would 
ask  their  Lordships  to  consider  the  dif- 
ference that  would  follow  if  these  Treaties 
should  cease  to  exist,  and  a  French  Tariff 
were  imposed.  We  had  had  some  experi- 
ence of  French  Commercial  Treaties  and 
French  Tariffs,  and  he  believed  it  was  a 
fact  that  English  trade  with  Algeria  had 
almost  ceased  in  consequence  of  the  high 
duties  which  were  levied  upon  English 
goods,  the  specific  duties  now  levied  by 
France  amounting  to  from  50  to  80  per 
cent.  If  the  Capitulations  were  abo- 
lished English  trade  'might  effectually 
be  stopped  in  Tunis.  He  begged  to  ask 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
proposed  to  surrender  the  Capitulations 
as  reported,  and  how  far  the  interests  of 
British  subjects  would  be  affected  by  it? 
He  begged  also  to  move  for  Papers  and 
Correspondence  on  the  subject. 

Movedy  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  papers  and  correspondence 
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respectiag  the  rights  of  British  subjects  in  the 
Begency  of  Tunis  under  the  capitulations,  in 
connexion  with  the  proposed  Treaty  between 
France  and  the  Bey  of  Tunis.— (TA^  £arl  De 
La  Warr,) 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  we 
have  received  no  proposal,  nor  am  I 
aware  of  any,  with  respect  to  the  abolition 
of  the  Capitulations  in  Tunis.  In  answer  to 
an  inquiry,  we  have  informed  the  French 
GoTernment  that  we  are  ready  to  give  a 
farourable  consideration  to  any  altera- 
tion in  the  modes  of  Consular  jurisdiction 
that  would  be  satisfactory  to  all  nation- 
alities. I  believe  a  similar  answer  has 
been  g^ven  by  most  countries  to  whom 
the  application  was  made.  I  saw  the 
other  day  that  in  the  United  States  a 
Bill  had  passed  the  Legislature  of  that 
country  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  its 
Qovemment  to  do  so.  I  wish  to  add 
that  we  have  accompanied  our  communi- 
cation with  the  assurance  that  we  shall 
reserve  all  the  rights  and  privileges, 
commercial  and  other,  which  British 
subjects  enjoy  under  any  Treaty  that 
now  exists  with  the  Bey.  The  Papers 
Will  be  presented ;  but  at  this  early  stage 
of  the  negotiations  I  cannot  say  when 
that  will  be  done,  and  I  would  rather  a 
Motion  for  them  should  not  be  made  at 
present. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn, 

LAND  LAWS  (IREULND). 

OBSERYATIONS. 

The  Eari.  of  BELMOHE  said,  with 
respect  to  a  Notice  which  had  been  given 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Waveney), 
he  understood  that  his  noble  Friend's 
Motion  referred  to  certain  resolutions 
passed  at  a  tenant  right  conference 
at  Belfast.  His  noble  Friend  had, 
however,  indicated  those  Besolutions 
merefy  as  Nos.  1  and  2.  He  believed 
that  they  had  not  been  laid  before  the 
House,  although,  probably,  they  were  in 
the  hands  of  Uie  Government.  Five  or 
six  Besolutions  had  been  passed  at  the 
Conference,  and  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  ought  to  recite  those  he  intended 
to  call  attention  to  at  length.  He  did 
not  know  what  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment meant  to  do  with  respect  to  those 
Besolutions ;  but,  in  any  case,  he  should 
feel  bound  to  g^ve  them  a  decided  op- 
position. 


Lord  WAVENEY  said,  that  the  reso- 
lutions as  to  which  he  proposed  to  sug- 
gest legislation  were  only  two.  The  first 
was  to  the  effect  that  when  a  judicial 
rent  had  been  fixed  it  should  be  pay- 
able from  the  gale  day  after  the  appli- 
cation ;  and  the  next  was  that  the  rent 
payable  by  leaseholders  should  come 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'dook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday ,  20M  February,  1883. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills— (?r<f«-^<f— Com 
Sales*;  Sites  for  Places  of  Worship,  &c. 
(Ireland)*;  Marriage  (Hours  of  Solenmizao 
tion)  * ;  Infectious  Diseases  Notification  *. 

Second  Reading — ^Trade  Marks  [70]  [House 
coimted  out]. 

PRIVATE  BU8INJSS8. 


PARLIAMENT— STANDING  ORDEBS 
AND  SELECTION  COMMITTEES. 

Sir  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAY,  who  had 
upon  the  Paper  Notices  for  the  nomina- 
tion of  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  and  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
said,  he  had  put  the  Notices  on  the 
Paper  for  the  appointment  of  new  Com- 
mittees in  the  usual  course.  But  he  now 
found  that  seyeral  Notices  of  Amendment 
had  been  given  ;  and  as  it  was  desirable 
that  a  little  more  time  should  be  allowed, 
he  proposed  to  defer  the  nomination  of 
both  of  these  Committees  until  Thursday 
next. 

Nomination  deferred  accordingly. 
MOTION. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF     THE 
HOUSE— NOTICES  OP  MOTION.  &c. 

MOTION  FOR  POSTPOKEHSNT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  Notices  of  Motion  and  the   Ist 
Order  of   the  Day  be  postponed  until  after 
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Ihe  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuzning  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty." 
— {The  Jfarguet$  of  Hartington,) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  the 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill,  which  was 
not  jet  printed,  or  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members,  stood  in  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  for  Monday  next.  It  stood  last  in 
the  Orders ;  but  he  concluded  that  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
did  not  intend  to  relegate  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  to  so  late  an  hour 
that  it  could  not  be  reported  in  the  daily 
Press,  for  the  subject  was  one  upon 
which  the  country  ought  to  have  full  in- 
formation. He  hoped  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  not  preclude  those  who 
entertained  strong  feelings  on  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Bill  from  being  able, 
after  seeing  it,  to  prepare  Petitions  to 
the  House.  He  would  ask  the  noble 
Marquess  whether  it  was  his  intention 
to  press  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  on  Monday  next ;  and,  if  not,  to 
what  day  the  Order  would  be  postponed  ? 
He  begged  to  remind  the  noble  Mar- 
quesas^ that  on  Friday  last,  in  answer  to 
a  Question  from  himself  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate),  he  stated  that  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  take  the  second  reading  until 
the  Standing  Committees  had  been  ap- 
pointed. He  hoped  the  noble  Marquess 
would  forgave  his  reminding  him  of  that 
announcement,  and  he  would  conclude 
with  the  Question,  when  would  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Bill  be  proposed  for  the  consideration 
of  the  House  ? 

Thb  MiRQUBSS  OF  HARTINGTON: 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  quite 
accurately  represented  what  I  stated  the 
other  night.  I  did  not  say  this  Bill 
would  not  be  proceeded  with  until  the 
Standing  Oommittees  had  been  ap- 
pointed. What  I  did  say  was  that 
the  desire  of  the  Government  was  to 
make  the  greatest  progress  with  the 
next  stages  of  those  BiUs  which  would 
be  referred  to  the  Standing  Oommittees ; 
but  probably  we  should  not  ask  the 
House  to  read  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Bill  a  second  time  until  we  had  made 
some  progress  with  other  measures.  In 
reply  to  &e  hon.  Gentleman's  Question, 
I  would  just  state  that  the  Bill  has  only 
been  formally  set  down  for  Monday;  but 
we  have  no  intention  whatever  of  asking 
the  House  to  proceed  with  it  on  that  day. 
I  cannot  positively  say  when  the  second 


reading  will  be  taken,  but  ample  notice 
will  be  given. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  Will 
the  noble  Marquess  give  us  an  assurance 
that  the  Bill  will  be  taken  as  the  First 
Order  of  the  Day  ? — because  a  measure 
of  that  importance  ought  not  to  be  put 
off  till  a  late  hour. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  asked  whether  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Marquess  would 
apply  to  the  Bankruptcy  Bill?  He 
thought  ample  time  should  be  s^ven  to 
hon.  Members  to  study  the  Bill  before 
the  second  reading. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  hoped 
the  Bankruptcy  Bill  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  either  to-morrow  or 
on  Thursday.  Under  the  circumstances, 
and  if  there  should  be  an  opportunity, 
he  would  go  on  with  the  second  reading 
on  Monday.     P'Oh!"] 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  in  that  case 
he  should  move  that  the  second  reading 
be  not  taken  before  Monday  fortnight. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE: 
Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  will  answer  my 
appeal  that  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Bill  should  be  made  the  First  Order  of 
the  Day  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  me  to  be  substantially  a  rea- 
sonable one ;  but  it  will  be  inconvenient 
at  this  moment,  when  we  are  unable  to 
form  any  opinion  as  to  the  conduct  of 
Public  Business,  to  give  an  absolute 
promise.  I  will  consider  the  appeal  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  endea- 
vour to  make  the  best  arrangement  in 
my  power. 

Motion  agreed  io. 

QUESTIONS. 

NAVY— NAVAL  PROMOTION— SERVICE 
AT    ALEXANDRIA. 

Sir  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether, 
having  in  view  the  fact  that  either  the 
commander  or  senior  lieutenant,  and 
the  senior  sub-lieutenant  of  each  ship 
which  took  part  in  the  bombardment  of 
the  Alexandrian  forts,  have  received  a 
step  of  rank  for  services  rendered  on 
that  occasion,  the  senior  midshipmen  of 
each  ship  will  also  be  considered  for  ad- 
vancement when  they  shall  have  passed 
the  necessary  examination  ? 
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Mh.    CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 

Sir,  a  midshipman  cannot  be  promoted 
to  sub-lieutenant  until  he  has  passed  the 
necessary  examination  ;  he  is  then  pro- 
moted in  the  usual  course.  It  is  thus 
impossible  to  confer  special  promotion 
00  young  officers  of  that  rank ;  but  I 
need  not  assure  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  g^d  service  done  by  them  is 
recorded  in  their  favour,  and  one  or 
two  midshipmen  were  included  in  the 
list  of  those  who  received  honours  at 
the  end  of  the  Egyptian  campaign. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 

BOERS. 

Mb.  E.  N.  fowler  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies,  Whe- 
ther the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  been  called  to  the  report 
that  the  Cape  Ministry  have  lent  two 
cannon  to  the  Transvaal  Boers ;  and,  if 
80,  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
statement  ? 

Ma.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that,  on  inquiry,  they  found  it  was 
true  that  the  Oape  Ministry  had  lent 
two  gan8  to  the  T^nsvaal  GoTemment ; 
but  he  understood  it  was  to  carry  on 
war  within  their  own  territory  against 
Mapoch  and  the  rebel  Chiefs,  and  not,  as 
the  Question  implied,  to  the  Boers  cany- 
mg  on  an  irregular  war  in  the  South- 
west. 

Ma.  OOBST  asked  whether  the  war 
with  Mapoch  had  received  the  sanction 
of  the  British  Besident? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  under  the  terms  of  the 
Convention  there  was  to  be  a  previous 
mediation;  but  he  did  not  apprehend 
that  the  Resident  was  to  give  his  sanc- 
tion. 

ARMT— THE  ROTAL  BARRAOES, 
DUBLIN. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther any  representation  haa  been  made 
to  the  Military  authorities  respecting 
the  unsanitary  condition  of  the  Royeu 
Barracks  in  Dublin ;  whether  the  com* 
plaints  made  were  well  founded ;  and, 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  remedy 
the  defects  complained  of  ? 

Thx  Mabqubss  of  HARTINOTON  : 
Sir,  on  the  30th  of  November,  1882,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  drew  the  attention  of 
the  War  Office  to  rumours  that  cases  of 


typhoid  fever  among  tho  troops  in 
Dublin  were  attributable  to  the  unsani- 
tary condition  of  the  Royal  Barracks.  A 
full  inquiry  was  at  once  made,  and  it 
was  found  that  there  had  been  two  oases 
of  typhoid  fever  at  the  Royal  Barracks. 
The  principal  medical  officer  considered 
them  as  part  of  a  general  outbreak  of 
typhoid  fever  in  Dublin,  rather  than  the 
result  of  any  special  defect  in  the  Royal 
Barracks.  No  positive  sanitary  defects 
could  be  found  in  the  barrack  drains ; 
but  steps  were  taken  to  secure  more 
perfect  ventilation. 

DRAINAGE  (IRELAND)~THE  VALLEY 
OF  THE  BARROW. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Government  intend  to  take  any  and, 
if  so,  what  steps  with  a  view  to  dealing 
with  the  distress  and  the  destruction  of 
property  caused  in  the  Valley  of  the 
Barrow  by  preventable  floods  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  question 
of  the  drainage  of  the  Barrow  has  en- 
gaged the  attention  of  Oovemment.  The 
first  step  necessary  for  practical  pur- 
poses is  the  completion  of  surveys,  plans, 
and  estimates  for  a  drainage  system; 
this  has  been  undertaken  upon  payment 
of  half  of  the  cost  by  those  locally  inte- 
rested, Government  providing  the  rest. 
As  soon  as  this  survey  is  complete  we 
shall  be  in  a  position  to  consider  what 
further  steps  should  be  taken.  One  of 
the  difficulties  of  dealing  with  the  case 
is  a  legal  one ;  and  this  would  be  re- 
moved by  a  Bill  which  I  hope  to  bring 
in  this  Session.  This  Bill  is,  however, 
of  general  application,  and  its  introduc- 
tion does  not  imply  any  conclusion  in 
respect  of  the  Barrow. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVE- 
NUE— INCOME  TAX  ASSESSMENTS,  &c. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  Return  for  Ireland 
similar  to  that  for  England  and  Wales 
(No.  360  of  1881),  relating  to  the  Pro- 
perty and  Income  Tax  Assessments,  Poor 
Rate,  &c.  for  the  year  1873-4,  and  for 
succeeding  years,  as  far  as  can  be  given  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  will  move  for  the  Return  he  desires 
it  shall  be  given,  so  far  as  possible,  in  the 
samo  form  as  the  Return  for  England 
and  Wales  presented  in  1881. 
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EXCISE— DISTILLERS   AND  THEIR 
EMPLOYES. 

Mr.  MELDON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  under  the 
Excise  regulations  distillers  are  permit- 
ted to  supply  spirits  to  their  employes 
without  payment  of  any  Duty ;  and,  if 
Bo,  what  quantity  of  spirits  can  be  thus 
supplied  to  each  person ;  whether  there 
is  any  restriction  as  to  the  ages  of  per- 
sons to  whom  such  spirits  can  be  sup- 
plied, or  any  rule  which  prevents  new 
whiskey  being  supplied ;  whether  there 
is  any  objection  to  give  a  Beturn  of  the 
quantity  of  spirits  supplied  under  such  a 
regulation ;  and,  whether  a  similar  pri- 
vilege is  granted  to  other  manufactures 
of  intoxicating  liquors  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  any  distiller 
is  allowed  at  his  request  to  give  his 
workmen  a  dram  once  or  twice  a-day  in 
the  lock-up  spirit  store  without  restric- 
tion as  to  the  age  of  the  persons  so  sup- 
plied, or  as  to  the  quality  of  the  spirits. 
The  Excise  authorities  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  amount  so  consumed,  as  it 
is  included  in  the  waste,  for  which  a 
statutory  allowance  of  duty  is  made.  In 
the  case  of  beer  no  such  privilege  is 
granted,  because  it  is  not  necessary ;  beer 
not  being  locked  up  during  its  manu- 
facture. The  Board  of  Inland  Keve- 
nue  would  be  glad  to  withdraw  this  pri- 
vilege from  distillers,  were  it  not  for 
fear  that  a  worse  evil  might  arise  in  the 
form  of  thefts  of  spirits  while  in  course 
of  manufacture. 

Mb.  MELDON  gave  Notice  that  on 
going  into  Supply  he  would  call  atten- 
tion to  that  subject. 


IRISH  NATIONAL  MANUSCRIPTS. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  What  is  the 
reason  for  the  immense  increase  of  the 
cost  of  the  last  volume  of  the  Fac-similes 
of  Irish  National  Manuscripts,  which 
must  narrow  the  circle  of  readers,  and 
prevent  the  volume  having  any  real 
circulation  ;  and,  when  it  is  expected 
that  the  publication  will  be  completed  ? 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  price  of  the  last  volume  of 
the  Fao-similes  of  Irish  National  MS. 
amounts  to  five  guineas;  whether  the 
price  of  previous  volumes  was  only  two 
guineas;    whether  the  price  of  similar 


Scotch  volumes  was  only  one  guinea ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  care  that  the 
future  publications  of  the  series  are  not 
at  a  price  which  prohibits  circulation  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  besides  mak- 
ing  inquiries,  I  have  myself  looked  at 
the  volumes  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Members  for  Dublin  and  Cambridge 
Universities  refer.  There  has  been  a 
constant  tendency  to  produce  each  suc- 
cessive volume  of  these  publications  in 
increased  bulk,  and  in  a  more  elaborate 
style.  The  simpler  work  of  the  earlier 
Irish  and  of  the  English  and  Scotch 
volumes^  besides  being  in  itself  less 
costly,  could  be  done  at  the  Ordnance 
Survey  Office.  Thus  it  was  possible  to 
fix  their  prices  at  the  low  figures  named 
in  the  second  Question.  But  the  elabo- 
rate coloured  work  of  the  third  Irish 
volume  surpassed  the  resources  of  the 
Ordnance  Survey  Office,  and  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  had,  therefore,  to  under- 
take the  work,  which  it  executed  by 
ordinary  trade  contract.  The  price  of 
that  volume  remained,however,  at  £2  2s. ; 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  Exche- 
quer incurred  a  heavy  loss,  while  all  the 
available  copies  of  the  work  were  bought 
up,  and  are  now  being  offered  for  sale, 
I  am  told,  at  £8  to  £10  a  copy.  The 
price  of  the  fourth  volume  was  fixed  in 
the  regular  manner  so  as  to  cover  the 
oost  of  production,  without  any  charg^es 
for  authorship.  Viewed  in  this  way,  it 
is,  therefore,  not  excessive ;  and  the  fact 
that  120  out  of  550  copies  have  been 
sold  in  two  months. shows  that  the  price 
is  by  no  means  prohibitory  for  the  class 
who  purchase  such  works.  I  have  also 
to  inform  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr, 
Gibson)  that  the  second  section  of  part 
four  is  in  hand ;  but  I  cannot  say  when 
it  will  be  published.  I  think  it  is  cer- 
tainly open  to  question  whether  this 
series  should  be  produced  in  so  sump- 
tuous a  fashion ;  and  I  will  make  further 
inquiries  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  it  is  not  expedient  to  return  to 
the  simpler  style  of  the  earlier  volumes. 

Mb.  GIBSON  gave  Notice  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  answer  he  had  just 
received,  he  would  call  attention  to  that 
subject  on  going  into  Supply. 

REGISTRATION  OF  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 
—LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  MELDON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ir^* 
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land,  Whether  the  Government  propose 
to  introduce  a  Bill  during  the  present 
Session  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Registration  of  Voters  in  Ireland  on 
the  lines  of  the  measure  which  passed 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  first  Ses- 
sion of  this  Parliament,  and  which  was 
rejected  on  the  Second  Heading  by  the 
House  of  Peers  on  the  ground  of  the 
late  period  same  was  passed  by  this 
House;  and,  if  so,  when  such  intro- 
duction will  take  place  ? 

Mr.  TREVBLYAN:  The  Govern- 
ment propose  to  introduce  a  Bill  on  the 
same  lines  as  that  which  passed  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1880.  The  Bill 
will  be  introduced  whenever  there  is  a 
prospect  of  pressing  it  forward. 

SCOTLAND—THE  GLENDALE 
CROFTERS. 

Da.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, with,  reference  to  the  Glendale 
crofters  arrested  in  Glasgow  on  Friday, 
Whether  the  private  parties  at  whose  in- 
stance they  were  arrested  communicated 
with  the  Crown  authorities  before  taking 
them  into  custody ;  whether  the  prison 
authorities  at  Edinburgh,  to  which  city 
they  were  conveyed,  refused  to  accept 
their  custody ;  whether  they  were  there- 
upon lodged  in  the  Ship  Hotel,  Edin- 
burgh, and  confined  there  for  several 
days  in  charge  of  the  messenger  at  arms 
who  apprehended  them ;  and,  under 
what  Ijaw  it  is  competent  thus  privately 
to  confine  prisoners,  civil  or  criminal,  for 
days  together,  in  a  city  containing  a 
pablio  prison  ? 

Mb.  FRASER-MACEINTOSH  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  What  steps  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  in  consequence  of 
the  apprehension,  on  their  journey  to 
Edinburgh,  of  three  Glendale  crofters, 
in  their  beds  in  Glasgow,  at  six  o'clock 
in  the  morning  of  Friday  1 6th  February, 
in  face  of  the  promise  (accepted  by  the 
special  Government  Commissioner  to 
8kye)  of  these  crofters,  to  attend  before 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Scotland  ? 

Thb  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour):  In  answer  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  I  have  to  say  that  the  agents 
for  the  petitioners  in  the  petition  and 
complaint  for  breach  of  interdict,  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  Crown  Agent  on 
15th  February,  stated  that  they  observed 
from  the  newspapers  that  three  of  the 


crofters  against  whom  warrants  were 
issued  were  on  their  way  to  Edinburgh, 
and  requested  to  know  if  the  Crown 
authorities  would  have  them  in  charge 
and  bring  them  before  the  First  Divi- 
sion of  the  Court  on  Tuesday  next— 
that  is,  to-day — adding  that  they  would 
have  the  petition  and  complaint  in  the 
roll  on  that  morning.  To  this  letter  a 
reply  was  sent,  stating  that  they — the 
petitioners'  agents — held  the  warrant  of 
the  Court  of  Session,  which,  if  it  re- 
quired to  be  executed,  should  be  exe- 
cuted by  officers  at  their  instance,  and 
on  their  employment,  not  by  the  cri- 
minal authorities,  and  that  it  was  for 
them — the  petitioners'  agents — to  judge 
whether  there  was  any  necessity  to  exe- 
cute the  warrant,  as  tiie  men  had  inti- 
mated that  they  would  appear  volun- 
tarily at  the  bar.  I  understand  it  to  be 
the  fact  that  the  prison  authorities  in 
Edinburgh  refused  to  undertake  the  cus- 
tody of  the  men,  as  the  warrant  con- 
tained no  mention  of  incarceration,  and 
also  that  the  men  thereafter  were  in  the 
Ship  Hotel  iinder  the  charge  of  the 
messenger-at*arms,  who  apprehended 
them.  I  infer  that  the  men  were  thus 
detained  in  transit  to  the  Court,  because 
it  was  not  sitting  last  week.  As  the 
detention  was  not  at  the  instance  of  the 
Crown  authorities,  and  as  the  men  are 
in  the  hands  of  competent  advisers,  I  do 
not  feel  called  upon  to  ofifer  any  opinion 
as  to  its  legality.  With  reference  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Inverness  Burghs  (Mr.  Mackintosh),  the 
Government  do  not  intend  to  take  any 
steps  in  consequence  of  the  apprehension 
of  the  crofters,  which  was  at  the  in- 
stance of  private  parties,  under  a  war- 
rant granted  to  them  by  the  Supreme 
Court.  My  information  does  not  bear 
out,  but  on  the  contrary  negatives,  the 
suggestion  in  the  latter  part  of  this 
Question,  that  anything  passed  with  the 
gentleman  there  mentioned  expressing 
or  implying  that  upon  the  crofters 
coming  from  Skye,  as  they  did,  the 
warrant  referred  to  would  not  be  exe- 
cuted. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  ASSASSINA- 
TIONS-MAGISTERIAL INQUIRY  AT 
KILMAINHAM. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said,  he 
had  given  Notice  of  a  Question  similar 
to  one  which  was  put  yesterday  to  tho 
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Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Staflfbrd  Northcote).  He 
should  not  ask  this  Question  on  the 
present  occasion  were  it  not  that  he 
thought  it  must  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Oovernment  to  have  another  opportunity 
of  ofifering  an  explanation  as  to  the  em- 
ploymenty  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
of  such  dubious  instruments  as  Sheri- 
dan. His  Question  was,  Whether  one 
Sheridan,  described  by  James  Carey  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry  at  Kilmainham 
Court  House  on  Saturday  as  having 
acted  as  intermediary  between  the  Irish 
Invincibles  and  their  allies  in  London, 
is  one  of  the  men  mentioned  in  the  nego- 
tiations that  led  to  the  release  of  the  sus- 
pects from  E!ilmainham  Gaol  last  Spring, 
and  of  whom  the  honourable  Member 
for  the  city  of  Cork,  before  his  release, 
said — 

"  He  hoped  to  make  use  of  and  get  him  back 
from  abroad,  as  he  would  be  able  to  help  him 
to  put  down  conspiracy  or  agitation,  aa  he  knew 
all  its  details  in  the  West ;  " 

and,  with  regard  to  whom  the  Member 
for  Bradford  said  in  this  House,  on 
16th  May— 

"  It  gave  me  a  sort  of  insight  into  what  had 
been  happening,  which  I  had  not  before,  that 
a  man  (nhezidui^  whom  I  knew,  in  as  far  as  I 
had  any  possibility  of  knowing  was  engaged 
in  these  outrages,  was  lo  far  under  the  influence 
of  the  honourable  Member  for  the  city  of  Ck)rk, 
that  upon  his  release  he  would  get  the  assistance 
of  that  man  to  put  down  the  very  things  he  had 
been  provoking  F  " 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  When  I  am 
asked  a  Question  in  the  House  I  always 
answer  that  Question,  and  I  do  not  make 
it  an  opportunity  for  offering  explana- 
tions as  to  matters  which  are  not  before 
us.  I  answered  the  Question  yesterday 
to  all  intents  and  purposes.  As  res^ards 
the  Question  put  to-day,  I  consider  it 
is  both  reasonable  and  civil  that  the 
first  part  should  be  addressed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  the  last  part  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  M!ember  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster). 

Major  DICKSON  asked  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  had  any  prospect  of 
bringing  Mr.  Sheridan  and  Mr.  Brennan, 
the  late  Secretary  of  the  Land  League, 
to  justice ;  and  whether  the  Gbvemment 
had  any  further  information  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Land  League  and  the 
assassinations  in  Ireland  ? 

Sir  Berhert  Maxwell 


Mb.  GOSCHEN  was  about  to  inter- 
pose, when 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAHCOUET  (inter- 
rupting)  said:  Perhaps  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  allow  me  to  reply.  I  happen 
to  be  the  person  responsible  in  thia 
matter,  and  I  must  make  an  appeal  to 
the  House  to  support  me  in  declining 
to  answer  these  Questions.  If  any  hon. 
Gentlemen  think  that  the  Government 
are  not  anxiously  desirous  to  put  the 
law  in  force  in  every  possible  way 
against  these  culprits,  I  think  they 
ought  to  take  some  means  of  ezpreaaing 
their  opinion.  If  they  do  not,  I  must 
ask  the  House  not  to  practically  aid  in 
defeating  the  ends  of  justice  by  these 
Questions. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ZULULAND— 
CETYWAYO. 

Mr.  DAWNAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  corrobo- 
ration of  the  intelligence  telegraphed 
from  Durban  to  the  "  Times  "  last  week, 
to  the  effect  that  Cetywayo  has  "  eaten 
up  *'  all  the  crops  of  Umfanabendhlela, 
one  of  the  deposed  chieftains  who  was 
opposed  to  his  restoration ;  and,  whether 
he  has  heard  of  any  intention  being 
expressed  by  Cetywayo  of  sending  a 
deputation  to  England  to  claim  back 
Dunnsland  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  no  confirmation  of  the  report 
referred  to  had  been  received,  and  if  it 
were  true  he  thought  the  Government 
would  have  heard  of  it. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— SLAVERY  ON 

THE  NIGER. 

Mr.  DAWNAY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  taken,  or  intend  to  take,  any  steps 
to  prove  or  disprove  the  truth  of  the 
statement  made  by  an  arrested  slave 
dealer  to  a  superintendent  of  police  in 
the  Gold  Coast  Constabulary,  and  pub- 
lished in  the  ofiBicial  Correspondence, 
relating  to  a  horrible  murder  committed 
on  the  >Vest  Coast  of  Africa,  according 
to  which  statement  it  is  the  custom  of 
missionaries,  as  well  as  the  invariable 
custom  of  other  British  subjects  on  the 
Niger,  to  purchase  and  employ  slaves, 
and,  in  many  oases,  to  so  cruelly  illtreat 
them  as  to  call  forth  the  remonstrances 
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e^en  of  the  slave  dealers ;  and,  whether, 
b&Ting  regard  to  the  aforesaid  atrocious 
mprder,  and  to  the  Keport  of  the  Com- 
miaaioner  as  to  the  impunity  with  whieh 
such  outrages  are  at  present  committed, 
tlie  CbTernment  will  take  steps  for  the 
emancipation  of  slares  owned  by  British 
subjects,  and  for  the  better  protection  of 
the  natives,  as  well  as  for  the  more 
certain  detection  and  more  adequate 
puniahment  of  such  crimes  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  these  Questions  ought  to  be 
addreased  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  because  the 
districts  on  the  Niger,  where  the  events 
referred  to  took  place,  were  entirely  out- 
side of  British  j urisdiction.     No  doubt  it 
was  true  that  certain  British  subjects  in 
the  outlying  districts  of  the  Niger  had 
been   in  the  habit  of  purchasing   and 
smplojing    slaves;  but  whenever    evi- 
dence to  that  effect  had  been  produced, 
sad^  they     had    been    brought  within 
Britiah  jurisdiction,  they  had  been  pro- 
secuted and  punished.    As  for  taking 
•tepa  for  emancipating  slaves  held  by 
British     subjects,    of   course,    directly 
waves  came  withm  the  British  territory 
^hej  were  ipsofaeto  free ;  but  the  British 
w>veniment  had  no  authority  to  advance 
^pon  territory  where  they  had  no  juris- 
aictioii.    An  Order  in  Council  was  under 
conaideration  to  enable  the  British  Con- 
!m  ?**  J^®  West  Coast  of  Africa  more 
^«^ently  to  punish  persons  guilty  of 
f^—^  criuiea.    As  soon  as  the  Order  in 
tbe  TaW   ^  passed  it  would  be  laid 
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BOTPTIAN  WAK-DISTRIBUTION 
OF  EXPENSES,  &c. 
cretar^'^i  ?•  BOWLER  asked  the  Se- 
*^o  intent!  *^'  ^^'  Whether  it  is 

^nont  to  e>i^^  ^^  ^®'  Majesty's  Govern- 
^W^ar  oxnen  ^®  ^^^  P*'*^^  *^®  Egyptian 
and,  if  Z^  ^  00  the  Revenues  of  India ; 

Taa  U'  ^^at  part  ? 
I  may  ^^?^«8  OF  HARTINQTON  : 
the  hon.  \f  ^^  '©P^J  to  the  Question  of 
Committee  ^^^''  that  as  soon  as  the 
P^omentarv^  ®?PP^y  ^^  s®*  '^P*  ^^o  Sup- 
*<*  the  B^  ^timatea  -will  be  presented 

*^«  Caiancli?®  V  my  right  hon.  Friend 
^^  *ako  fr^^  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
'^^Aking'  a  ^±r^  earliest  opportunity  of 
^lliect  of  ^^"^ont  to  the  House  on  the 

'^^^tes  will   fully  explain  the 


intentions  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  Indian  expenditure,  I  think 
it  will  be  better  not  to  anticipate  that 
statement. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther a  large  amount  of  Military  and 
other  Stores,  amounting  to  nearly 
£2,000,000,  and  provided  by  the  late 
Government  out  of  the  Vote  of  Six 
Millions,  were  consumed  in  the  late 
Egyptian  Campaign,  and  not  included 
in  the  £4,500,000  estimated  cost  of  the 
Military  operations  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  Tliis  Question  was  re- 
ferred to  the  War  Office  this  morning, 
and  I  have  not  had  time  to  make  full 
inquiries.  But  I  may  say  that  the  mili- 
tary stores  required  to  replace  those  con- 
sumed in  the  Eg^tian  campaign  have 
been  prorided  for  out  of  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
whether  the  Government  would  declare 
the  total  amount  of  stores  consumed  in 
the  Egyptian  campaign  ? 

Mr.  brand  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  me  Notice  of  that  Ques- 
tion? 

LAND   LAW   (IRELAND)    ACT,   1881— 
ASSISTANT  LAND  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  M'OOAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  can  state  the  grounds  on 
which  the  twenty-seven  Assistant  Land 
Commissioners  recently  appointed  were 
selected,  by  whom  they  were  recom- 
mended, and  whether  the  choice  made 
was  to  any,  and  what,  extent  influenced 
by  the  Chief  Commissioner  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  Lord  . 
Lieutenant  endeavoured  to  select  from 
among  the  candidates  for  Assistant  Land 
Comminsionerships  those  whose  practical 
knowledge  and  experience  of  farming 
would  enable  them  to  act  skilfully  in  the 
difficult  cases  brought  before  them,  and 
whose  intefi^rity  of  purpose  and  impar- 
tiality would  make  their  decisions  re- 
spected by  all  parties  coming  before  them, 
p'  Oh  !  "]  Well,  that  is  what  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  endeavoured  to  do ;  hon. 
Members  may  not  think  he  has  succeeded. 
The  Land  Commissioners,  among  other 
persons,  were  consulted  as  to  the  quali- 
ncations  of  the  candidates ;  but  the  ap- 
pointments were  made  solely  by  the 
Viceroy. 
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FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS 
(IRELAND). 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked  the  SeoretaTj  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  insert  in  this 
year's  Estimates  a  sum  in  aid  of  the  for- 
mation of  fishery  piers  and  harbours  on 
the  Irish  Ooast  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY  :  Sir,  next  year's 
Estimates  for  New  Piers  and  Harbours 
in  Ireland  will  amount  to  £13,000,  and 
of  this,  £4,000  will  be  ayailable  for  those 
minor  works  in  which,*  I  belieye,  the 
hon.  Member  is  specially  interested. 

Mr.  LEAMY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  intends  introducing  a  mea- 
sure during  the  present  Session  to  add 
to  that  portion  of  the  Irish  Heproduo- 
tive  Loan  Fund  employed  for  advancing 
loans  to  sea  coast  fishermen  the  sum  in 
the  hands  of  the  '^  Trustees  to  aid  the 
Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  of  Ireland  ?  " 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  it  has  been 
agreed  between  the  Irish  Government 
and  the  Trustees  to  aid  Sea  and  Coast 
Fisheries  in  Ireland  that  the  fund  in 
the  hands  of  the  Trustees  should  be 
transferred  to  the  Government,  to  be 
applied  for  loans  for  fishery  purposes  in 
like  manner  as  the  Heproductive  Loan 
Fund  is  applied.  It  is  not,  however, 
proposed  to  merge  the  two  funds  into 
one ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  intended  to 
apply  the  Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  Fund 
for^heuse  of  the  maritime  counties  which 
are  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  the 
Heproductive  Loan  Fund.  A  draft  Bill 
is  at  present  under  consideration  at  the 
Treasury,  and  will  be  proceeded  with  in 
due  time. 

POST  OFFICE— DUBLIN  MAIL  PACKETS. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Acting  Post- 
master General,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  attracted  to  the  report  of  a  state- 
ment make  last  week  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  London  and  North  Western  Kail- 
way  Company,  to  the  efiPect  that  his 
Board  had  ordered  the  construction  of 
two  steamers  similar  to  those  at  present 
plying  between  the  North  Wall,  Dublin, 
and  Holyhead ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
conditions  of  the  new  postal  contract 
will  allow  the  London  and  North  West- 
ern Railway  Company  to  impose  on  pas- 
sengers the  discomfort  of  conveyance  in 
packets  of  a  type  inferior  to  those  now 


in  the  service  of  the  City  of   Dublin 
Company  ? 

Mu.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  Sir,  I  have 
reason  to  know  that  the  London  and 
North- Western  Railway,  on  the  an- 
nouncement that  their  tender  for  the 
conveyance  of  mails  between  Dublin  and 
Holyhead  had  been  accepted,  gave 
orders  for  the  construction  of  two  vessels 
of  greater  length  in  beam  and  speed 
than  the  two  best  of  their  North  Wall 
steamers,  and  all  four  of  their  vessels  on 
that  line  are  believed  to  be  equal  to  the 
conditions  of  the  proposed  postal  con- 
tract. There  is  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  conditions  under  which  the 
Company  will  conduct  their  passenger 
service  will  be  inferior  to  the  present 
service. 

THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PROCEDURE— 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Mb.  RAIKE8  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  can  state 
what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  recommend  this  House  to  take  in 
order  to  give  efiPect  to  the  Standing 
Order  of  last  Session  relating  to  the 
institution  of  Grand  Committees  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  :  I 
am  glad  to  say  that  the  Standing  Orders 
of  last  Session  did  not  throw  upon  the 
Government  the  duty  and  responsibility 
of  giving  effect  to  the  provisions  re- 
lating to  the  institution  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees. All  that  the  Government  can 
do  in  the  matter  appears  to  be  to  en- 
deavour to  obtain  the  sanction  of  the 
House,  as  early  as  possible,  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bills  of  the  class  which 
the  Standing  Orders  of  last  Session  pro- 
vide shall  be  referred  to  the  Grand 
Committees.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  (Sir  John  R.  Mowbray)  has 
given  Notice  to-day  that  on  Thursday 
he  will  move  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection.  I  need  not 
remind  the  House  that  that  is  a  duty 
which  has  always  been  discharged  by 
an  independent  Member,  and  has  never 
been  undertaken  or  interfered  with  in 
any  way  by  the  Government.  I  think, 
under  present  circumstances,  it  is  still 
desirable  that  it  should  remain  alto- 
gether outside  the  influence  of  the  Go- 
vernment. I  may,  perhaps,  add  to  this 
statement,  that  I  was  quite  ready  to 
answer  the  Question  of  the  right  non. 
Gentleman  yesterda}'.  but  for  a  misap- 
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prebension  as  to  the  form  of  the  inquiry. 
I  was  aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Uniyersitj  of 
Oxford  had  giTon  Notice  that  to-day  he 
would  move  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  but  not  observ- 
ing it  on  the  Notice  Paper,  and  seeing 
that  it  had  apparently  disappeared  from 
among  the  Notices,  I  thought  that  some 
change  had  taken  place  in  his  intention 
with  regard  to  the  matter.  But  I 
subsequently  found  that  it  is  not  usual 
for  Motions  relating  to  Private  Business 
to  appear  daily  in  the  Votes,  and  I 
thought  it  would  be  more  convenient 
that  the  House  should  have  full  Notice 
of  the  time  at  which  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  intended  to  make  the  Motion.  I 
now  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  make  it  at  the 
time  of  Private  Business  on  Thursday 
next. 

Mb.  BAIKES  :  Are  the  Government 
really  not  prepared  to  frame  any  Hegu- 
lations  for  the  procedure  of  these  Stand- 
ing or  Grand  Oommittees,  and  to  lay 
Buch  Begnlations  before  the'House  ? 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  Are  the 
Government  prepared  to  accede  to  the 
suggestion  that  liiere  should  be  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  Members  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  :  I 
am  not  under  the  impression  that  the 
Government  ever  undertook  the  respon- 
sihility  of  framing  Rules  of  Procedure 
for  the  Standing  Committees.  I  believe 
it  has  been  always  understood  that  that 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees themselves.  With  regara  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.*  Arthur  O'Connor),  I  think 
it  woidd  be  premature  to  anticipate  the 
judgment  of  the  House,  because,  as  I 
have  already  stated,  it  is  the  desire  of 
the  Government  to  leave  the  matter  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  the  House,  and  to 
interfere  as  little  as  possible  in  it. 

Ma.  RAIKES  :  I  beg  leave  to  put  a 
Question  to  the  Speaker  on  the  subject. 
I  wish  to  know  whether,  Sir,  you  can 
advise  the  House  whether  it  would  be 
competent  for  the  Standing  Committees 
to  frame  Regulations  for  their  own  pro- 
cedure, seeing  that  they  might  in  some 
respects  oonmot  with  each  other,  and 
might  also  be  contrary  to  the  general 
practice  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  If  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman   will  refer  to  the  Standing 


.  Order  No.  223,  he  will  see  it  is  there 
'  stated  that — 

«  The  procedure  in  Bach  Committees  " — that 
ii,  Standmg  Committees — '*  shall  be  the  same  as 
in  Select  Committees,  unless  the  House  shall 
otherwise  order." 

Mr.  RAIKES:  That  being  so,  I 
again  venture  to  appeal  to  the  noble 
Lord,  and  to  ask  him  if  he  thinks  it  is 
desirable  to  leave  it  to  a  private  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  to  ohtain  from  the 
House  sanction  for  any  Regulations  for 
the  procedure  of  these  Grand  Com- 
mittees, or  whether  the  Government 
ought  not  to  take  the  responsihility  of 
recommending  such  Regulations  to  the 
House  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
The  fact  is  that  I  did  not  apprehend 
precisely  the  point  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desired  to  address  to  me, 
and  I  think  he  had  better  give  me 
Notice  of  any  further  Question. 

OEDER   OF  TEE  DAT. 


ADDRESS    IN   ANSWER   TO    HER  MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.      [FOURTH  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [15th  Feb- 
ruary]— [See  page  98.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  (K)EST,  in  rising  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment: — In  paragraph  10, 
line  4,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''  up- 
held "  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph,  in 
order  to  insert  the  words — 

**  And  we  venture  to  express  our  earnest  hope 
that  the  change  of  policy  which  has  produced 
these  results  will  be  maintained,  and  that  no 
further  attempts  will  he  made  to  purchase  the 
support  of  persons  disaffected  to  Her  Majesty's 
Rule,  by  concessions  to  lawless  agitation ;  and 
that  the  existence  of  dangerous  secret  societies 
in  Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  Country  will 
continue  to  be  met  by  unremitting  energy  and 
vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  Executive,*' 

said,  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Oovom- 
ment  would  receive  this  Amendment  in 
the  same  friendly  spirit  in  which  it  had 
been  conceived.  Captious  critics  might 
say  that  the  expression  as  to  a  change  of 
policy  implied  some  censure  on  the  past 
conduct  of  the  Government ;  but  they 
had  passed  the  severest  censure  on  their 
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Own  polioj  by  the  sudden  and  abrupt 
change  which  that  policy  underwent 
immediately  after  the  murders  in  the 
Phodnix  Park;  and  the  expressions  in 
his  Amendment  were  less  strong  than 
the  language  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
with  regard  to  his  former  Colleagues. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  confidence  ex- 
pressed in  his  Amendment  was  tempered 
by  a  certain  amount  of  anxiety  as  to  the 
future  conduct  of  the  Ooyemment ;  but 
when  they  looked  at  the  revelations 
which  had  recently  taken  place  in  the 
Kilmainham  Court  House,  and  saw  the 
kind  of  associates  the  GoTernment  were 
at  one  time  prepared  to  take  into  their 
confidence,  in  order  to  procure  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland,  the  House  would 
admit  that  a  little  anxiety  on  the  subject 
was  not  altogether  misplaced.  About 
Easter  of  last  year  the  state  of  Ireland 
was  in  a  position  in  which  it  was  impos- 
.sible  to  be  left  any  longer.  Agrarian 
outrages  were  proved  to  have  increased 
not  only  in  number,  but  also  in  atrocity ; 
there  were  hardly  any  of  the  perpetra- 
tors whom  the  representatives  of  the  law 
succeeded  in  bringing  before  a  Court  of 
Justice,  and  of  those  who  had  been 
brought  before  a  Court  of  Justice  there 
was  scarcely  one  against  whom  a  convic- 
tion had  been  obtained.  The  general 
terms  in  which  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
addressed  his  constituents  in  Scotland 
shortly  before  the  re- assembling  of  Par- 
liament had  been  referred  to  the  other 
day  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  ChurchiU), 
who  asked  for  an  explanation,  which  had 
not  yet  been  given,  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  account  of  the  disorganized 
state  in  which  he  and  Lord  Spencer 
found  Ireland  when  they  went  there  last 
year.     They  were  as  follows : — 

"  When  wo  went  to  Ireland  in  last  May  wo 
found  society  profoundly  disorganized;  we 
found  the  best  elements  in  it  depressed  and  the 
worst  triumphant ;  and  how  should  it  be  other- 
wise when,  instead  of  the  law  being  a  terror  to 
evil-doers,  evil-doers  were  a  terror  to  all  weU- 
condncted  persons  P  " 

He  would  quote  the  specific  words  in  his 
speech — 

"  There  is  no  country  in  the  world  which 
would  not  go  from  bad  to  worse  so  long  as 
crime  remained  unpunished  in  proportion  as  it 
was  disgraoef  nl ;  and  that  was  the  case  in  Ire- 
land. There  were  1 7  agrarian  murders  in  1 88 1 , 
and  no  convictions;  and  during  the  first  six 
months  of  1882  there  wore  18,  besides  the  mas- 
sacre of  the  Joyce  family,  and  there  was  no  one 
punished ;  and  no  one  would  be  punished  under 
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the  old  system  if  his  guilt  wcro  as  clear  as  the 
day." 

He  thought  no  language  that  had  ever 
been    used    in    that    House,    on    that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  nor 
the  language  used  in  the  Amendment 
now  before  them,   was   anything   like 
the  condemnation  of  the  Government's 
policy    before    the    change    in    ques- 
tion that  was  conveyed  in  the  words 
used  by  the  present  Chief  Secretary  in 
that  address  to  his  constituents.     When 
the  Government  came  to  see  at  Blaster 
last  that  things  could  not  go  on  as  they 
were  then  doing  in  Ireland,  that  some 
new  departure  would  have  to  be  made 
in  Irish  policy,  there  were  two  distinct 
alternative  policies  before  them — first, 
the^  policy  of  attempting  by  additional 
legislation  to  strengthen  the  law  so  as  to 
procure  convictions.    That  was  the  policy 
which  they  had  reason  to  believe  was 
enforced  upon  his  Colleagues  by  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.   W.   E.   Forster). 
There  was,  however,  a  second  alterna- 
tive policy,  which,  unfortunately,  for  a 
time  found  favour  with  a  majority  of  the 
Cabinet — the  policy  of  employing  those 
people  who  had  been  instrumental  in 
the  getting  up  of  outrages  in  the  task  of 
puttmg  them  down.    That  was  the  policy 
which  it  was  generally  believed  had  been 
enforced  upon  the  Cabinet  by  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain).     A 
difference  of  opinion  soon  made  itself 
apparent  in  the  conduct  of  public  affairs. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
began  his  negotiations  with  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  the  8th  of  April ;  and  by  the 
28th  of  April,  a  short  while  after  the  re- 
assembling after  the  Easter  Recess,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen) 
put  a  Question  to  the  Government  as  to 
whether  they  were  prepared  to  release 
the  "  suspects."     The  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary stated  that,  if  allowed  to  answer 
the  Question,   his  answer  would  have 
been  that  there  were  three  conditions 
upon  the  occurrence  of  any  one  of  which 
he  would  be  prepared  to  release  the 
''suspects"— first,  that  Ireland  should 
be  quiet ;  second,  that  there  should  be 
a  Bill  carried  strengthening  the  power 
of  the  law ;  and,  third,  that  there  snould 
be  an  assurance  given  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  by  the  "suspects"  in  ISll- 
mainham  Gaol  that  they  would  not>^eak 
the  law.    The  Chief  Secretary  ^ad  the 
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imprudence  to  communicate  the  sub- 
stance of  that  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Clare,  and  it  found  its  way  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  disapproved  it. 
The  2nd  of  May  came,  and,  instead  of 
the  answer  being  given  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  it  was  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister  himself,  for  the  reason  that 
his  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secretary 
had  resigned.  The  Prime  Minister  then 
stated  to  the  House  the  second  of  the 
two  policies  which  the  Government  might 
have  pursued.  He  told  the  House  that 
the  *'  suspects  "  were  released ;  that  the 
Government  did  not  intend  to  renew  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act;  and  that  all 
they  intended  was  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
strengthen  the  ordinary  law  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  which  measure 
was  to  be  postponed  until  the  Eules  of 
Procedure  were  passed.  He  was  happy 
to  say  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford gave  the  hon.  Member  for  Clare 
the  answer  which  he  thought  should  be 
given  to  the  Question  whether  the  Go- 
vernment would  release  the  '*  suspects  " 
or  not.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  on  May  15  in  the  last  Session, 
gave  the  following  account  of  the  trans- 
action : — 

'*  I  told  htm  I  thought  we  could  release  the 
*  BQtpects  *  whenever  Iroland  became  quiet ;  or 
when  the  Gt)vemment  p^t  a  fresh  Bill  pamed ; 
or  obtained  from  them  without  any  conditions 
whatever  an  assurance  that  they  would  not 
break  tho  law.  ...  I  did  not  ask  them  to  as- 
sist in  keeping:  the  law,  but  simply  not  to  break 
it.  Ify  right  hon .  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  did 
not  approve  of  my  giving  that  answer,  and  the 
conseqaence  was  that  the  Question  was  not  an- 
swered by  me,  bat  by  him." — {ZHatuardf  [269] 
789.) 

On  the  4th  of  May  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  able  to  state  to  the  House  the 
reasons  that  had  induced  him  to  resign, 
and  those  reasons  were  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  the  policy  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  tke  Board  of  Trade — the  policy 
of  releasing  the  '* suspects"  and  post- 
poning further  legislation  for  strength- 
ening the  law  in  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  his  reasons  on  that 
occasion  in  the  reverse  order  to  that  in 
which  he  had  previously  given  them. 
He  said  there  had  been  a  hope  held  out 
in  that  House  that  if  the  Government 
settled  the  question  of  the  arrears  upon 
a  certain  basis,  then  the  Party  below  the 
Gangway  would  cease  to  obstruct  the 
law.  He  thought  that  the  House  was 
now  in  possession  of  a  well-defined  con- 
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trast  between  the  two  policies  which  had 
been  conflicting  in  the  Cabinet  for  some 
little  time,  and  in  which  that  of  releas- 
ing the  "  suspects "  and  delaying  an 
alteration  in  the  law  had,  unfortunately, 
gained  the  upper  hand.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  implied  that  the  support 
of  the  Home  Eule  Party  had  been  pur- 
chased, because  he  said — 

'*  The  price  paid  will  be  a  weakening  of  the 
powers  of  Government,  not  of  this  Government 
merely,  but  of  any  Government,  to  perform  its 
first  duty  of  giving  protection  to  life,  liberty, 
and  property,  and  doing  it  without  any  ar- 
rangements with  those  who  threaten  to  defy 
the  Uw."— (i6«rf.  116.) 

The  attitude  taken  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter upon  this  matter  he  had  never  been 
able  to  understand.  He  knew  that, 
somehow  or  other,  the  support  of  the 
''  suspects  *'  in  using  their  influence  for 
the  re-establishment  of  law  and  order 
was  acquired ;  he  knew  from  the  lan- 
guage of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  that  it  was  acquired  by  pur- 
chase, and  that  a  price  was  paid  for  it, 
and  he  had  always  supposed  that  the 

Erice  was  the  Arrears  ^ill.  But  he 
new,  also,  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
never  liked  to  have  the  matter  discussed 
in  that  way.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  had,  there- 
fore, avoided,  in  speaking  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  presence,  the  use  of  the 
word  '*  Treaty,"  and  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  absence  now  he  would  not 
use  that  word.  His  belief  was  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  on  the  occasion  when 
these  arrangements  were  made  and  this 
price  was  paid,  was  in'  reality  a  dupe ; 
and  that  there  existed  at  that  time  a 
sort  of  '4nner  circle"  within  the  Cabi- 
net, very  much  in  the  same  way  that  the 
'^  inner  circle"  of  the  "  Invincibles " 
existed  in  the  Land  League.  And  he 
believed,  too,  that  the  ''  inner  circle  " 
of  the  Cabinet  had  also  its  '*  Number 
I."  He  was  willing  to  believe,  until 
the  contrary  was  proved,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  who  was  the  head  of  the  Land 
League,  was  ignorant  of  the  designs  and 
machinations  of  the  ''inner  circle"  of 
the  '' Invincibles; "  and  until  the  con- 
trary was  proved  he  was  willing  also  to 
believe  that  the  Prime  Minister  was 
equally  ignorant  and  equally  innocent  of 
the  machinations  of  the  "inner  circle" 
of  his  Cabinet.  It  was  a  remarkable 
coincidence  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tho  ^Member  for  Bradford  was  the 
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jirimary  object  of  both  these  orp^aniza- 
tioDs.  One  organization  aimed  at  his 
physical  assassin  at  i  on ,  and  by  the  provi- 
dence of  God  he  escaped  their  wiles ; 
the  other  organization  aimed  at  his 
political  assassination ;  and  both  of 
them  were  so  far  successful  as  to  drive 
him  by  their  action  out  of  the  Cabinet 
He  hoped,  however,  that  his  political 
reputation  had  not  suffered.  If  there 
could  be  a  doubt  or  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  sup- 
Eort  upon  which  the  Oovemment  relied 
ad  been  obtained,  there  could  be  no 
difference  of  opinion,  and  there  could  be 
no  doubt,  as  to  the  character  of  that  sup- 
port itself.  The  late  Chief  Secretary 
placed  before  his  Colleagues  a  Memo- 
randum on  the  30th  of  April,  two  days 
before  his  resignation,  in  which  he  said 
that  the  substance  of  what  was  promised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  was  that  the  conspiracy  which  had 
been  used  to  get  up  ** Boycotting"  and 
outrages  would  be  now  used  to  put  them 
down.  He  also  gave  his  Colleagues  the 
most  distinct  advice  as  to  the  character 
of  Mr.  Sheridan.  Mr.  ^^heridan  was 
brought  forward  as  an  illustration  of 
the  kind  of  assistance  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  (^ork  would  be 
able  to  give  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. What  the  hon.  Member  was  to 
do  was  to  secure  the  assistance  of  Mr. 
Sheridan.  The  Cabinet  were  warned 
what  the  character  of  Mr.  Sheridan  was. 
This  was  the  language  of  the  Memo- 
randum— 

"This  man  Sheridan  is  a  released  suspect, 
against  whom  we  have  for  some  time  had  a 
fresh  warrant,  and  who  imder  disguises  has 
hitherto  eluded  the  police,  coming  backwards 
and  forwards  from  Egan  to  the  outnige-mongers 
in  the  West.  I  did  not  feel  mvself  suflSciently 
master  of  the  situation  to  tell  him  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
what  I  thought  of  this  confidence ;  but  I  could 
not  do  more  than  tell  others  what  he  had  told 
me.»* 

Those  were  the  people  who  perpetrated 
the  Lough  Mask  murders  and  extermi- 
nated the  Joyce  family  at  Maamtrasna. 
The  Chief  Secretary  on  the  loth  of  May 
said — 

"  It  gave  me  a  sort  of  insight  into  what  had 
been  happening  which  I  did  not  possess  before 
—that  a  man,  whom  I  knew,  so  fur  as  I  had 
any  possibility  of  knowing,  was  engaged  in  these 
outrages,  was  so  far  under  the  influence  of  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  that,  upon  his  re- 
lease, he  would  get  the  assistance  of  that  man 
to  put  down  the  very  state  of  things  which  he 
had  been  promoting."— (ii/VA  791.) 

Mr.  Gortt 


Such  was  the  effect  produced  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary  by  the  mention  of  this 
man  Sheridan  as  a  person  who  was  to 
give  his  support  to  the  Government  and 
that  they  were  going  to  receive  his  as- 
sistance that  he  said — 

"  I  was  Tcry  sorry  I  had  had  anythinir  to 
do  with  the  matter,  and  X  determined  that 
from  that  moment  I  would  hare  nothing  more 
to  do  with  it.*' 

Again,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  was  willing  to  be" 
lieve  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  was  the  dupe  of  Mr.  Sheridan. 
The  country  and  the  House  of  Commons 
were  listening  with  some  anxiety  for 
the  explanation  which  the  hon.  Member 
might  think  fit  to  give.  Until  he  heard 
that  explanation,  or  until  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refused  or  neglected  to  make  any 
disclaimer,  he  was  ready  and  willing  to 
believe  that  he  was  the  dupe  of  this  man 
Sheridan  and  did  know  his  true  cha- 
racter. But  the  House  and  the  countiy 
had  a  right  to  a  disclaimer  and  an  ex- 
planation from  another  person  besides 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork- 
he  meant  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  who  had 
accepted  the  assistance  of  this  man  bheri- 
dan,  the  assassin  of  his  Colleague.  In 
his  usual  exaggerated  and  random  way 
the  Home  Secretary  said  that  he  ac- 
cepted assistance  from  everybody  in  the 
cause  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
"What  even  of  Mr.  Sheridan?"  said 
someone,  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  replied  at  once — ''Yes;  I 
know  nothing  of  Mr.  Sheridan."  There 
he  had  exposed  to  the  House  his  inac- 
curacy, because  a  fortnight  before  he 
had  had  the  Memorandum  from  his 
Colleague  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
telling  him  all  about  Mr.  Sheridan.  ''I 
know  nothing  about  Mr.  Sheridan,"  he 
said,  **  I  have  not  heard  of  him  in  my  life." 
There  he  wrote  himself  down  *'  incom- 
petent Home  Secretar}',"  for  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan had  been  going  about  in  disguises 
between  England  and  Ireland,  and  a 
warrant  was  out  against  him  in  the 
hands  of  the  police,  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ought  to  have 
known  as  much  about  such  a  matter  in 
England  as  the  Chief  Secretary  did  in 
Ireland.  And  then  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  further  said — 

"  If  he  is  likely,  whoever  he  may  be,  to  he 
found  ranging  himself  on  the  side  of  peace  in 
Ireland,  1  am  very  glad  to  hear  of  him — I  am 
ver}-  glad  to  hear  of  any  man  who  has  taken 
any  part — whatever  part  it  may  have  been  *' 
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—even  in  the  attempt  to  assassinate  his 
Colleague — 

"  In  causing  disturbance  and  disorder  in  Ire- 
land, that  he  is  ready  to  take  part  on  the  side  of 
peace  and  order." — [Ibid,  S65.) 

He  was  quite  willing  to  extend  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
same  charity  that  he  had  shown  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  and 
to  believe  that  he  did  not  then  know 
what  he  knew  now.  Now,  the  Home 
Secretary  knew  that  Sheridan  visited 
the  ''  Invincibles,  "  in  Dublin  disguised 
as  a  priest,  and  calling  himself  **  Father 
Murphy ;  "  and  he  knew  now  that  he 
had  been  out  in  the  Phcaniz  Park  look- 
ing for  Mr.  Forster  in  order  to  make  his 
acquaintance. 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, but  perhaps  it  will  come  from  me 
rather  better  than  from  anyone  else. 
When  he  states  that  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  knows  these  things,  al- 
though they  have  been  stated  in  Court, 
there  is  no  proof  of  them,  and  we  only 
have  our  own  idea  as  to  their  truth. 

Mr.  GORST  observed,  that  when  a 
witness  was  called  for  the  Crown  in  a 
Court  of  Justice  the  Advisers  of  the 
Crown  must  believe  the  evidence  he  was 
going  to  give.  It  was  open  to  the  Home 
Secretary  to  make  inquiries  and  to  in- 
form himself  whether  Mr.  Sheridan  was 
present  with  the  **Invincibles"  in  Dub- 
lin disguised  as  a  priest,  and  to  inform 
himself  whether  he  was  out  in  the 
Phoenix  Park  looking  for  Mr.  Forster 
in  order  to  make  his  acquaintance,  and 
whether  he  said  that  he  would  see  about 
sending  arms  to  the  <'Invincibles"  when 
he  got  back  to  England,  and  whether  he 
made  preparations  in  the  country  for 
the  "removal'*  of  Mr.  CliflFord  Lloyd 
and  others.  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  found  that  that  was 
the  part  taken  by  Mr.  Sheridan  in  the 
affairs  of  Ireland,  let  him  say  that  if  he 
had  known  it  on  the  1 5th  or  16th  of 
May,  when  he  made  his  speech  in  the 
House  and  insisted  on  welcoming  Mr. 
Sheridan,  he  would  have  repudiated 
Lim  with  indignation.  The  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  had  been  rejected  by  the 
Cabinet,  and  the  policy  of  releasing  the 
"suspects,"  who  had  got  up  outrage 
and  disorder,  deliberately  accepted.  He 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this — that  in  the  dreadful 


crime  which  was  committed  in*  the 
Phoenix  Park  there  was  nothing  new. 
It  was  true  that  the  victims  were  more 
illustrious  than  any  who  had  previously 
fallen  in  Ireland ;  both  were  known  and 
respected  by  large  numbers  in  this 
House,  and  one  of  them — Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish — was,  he  might  say.  be- 
loved by  everyone  in  the  House.  That 
was  why  they  were  so  much  more  horri- 
fied by  the  murders  in  the  Park  than  by 
any  which  had  previously  occurred  in 
the  recent  history  of  Ireland ;  but  there 
were  humbler  men  who  had  lost  their 
lives  in  precisely  the  same  way,  and 
from  precisely  the  same  causes ;  and  the 
death  of  those  humbler  men  ought  to 
have  produced  as  great  an  impression 
on  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
government  of  Ireland  as  that  of  the 
victims  of  the  Phoenix  Park  murders. 
He  would  remind  the  House  of  the 
murder  of  the  Huddys.  and  of  Martin 
Rogers  on  the  3rd  of  December,  1881 
— a  poor  feeble  lad  with  only  one  arm, 
whose  helplessness,  as  the  Judge  said, 
ought  to  have  been  his  protection. 
He  had  come  down  from  Dublin  to 
serve  writs,  and  he  was  battered  to 
death  with  stones  by  live  men  in  the 
presence  of  a  large  number  of  people, 
not  one  of  whom  interfered  to  save  the 
poor  lad,  and  only  one  of  whom  ven- 
tured to  give  information  to  the  police. 
This  humble  lad  lost  his  life  in  the  same 
way,  and  from  precisely  the  same  causes, 
as  Mr.  Burke  and  Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish ;  and  in  the  sight  of  Gt>d  his  life 
was  as  precious  as  theirs,  and  his  blood 
should  cry  to  the  Government  with  as 
much  force  as  theirs.  However,  the 
effect  of  the  tragedy  that  took  place  on 
the  6th  of  May  was  that  on  the  8th 
of  May  the  Government  abruptly,  sud- 
denly, and  completely  changed  their 
Irish  policy.  They  abandoned  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  they  had 
previously  adopted,  and  they  took  up 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  which  they  had 
previously  denounced.  Instead  of  post- 
pining  any  measures  for  strengthening 
the  law  in  Ireland,  as  they  had  deter- 
mined to  do,  until  after  the  Procedure 
Resolutions  had  been  adopted,  they  im- 
mediately brought  in  a  Bill  unexampled 
in  its  severity  in  the  whole  hiftt<iry  of 
the  country— a  Bill  far  more  severe  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
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ford — and  they  passed  it  into  law.  It 
was  that  determination  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  enforce  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  and  to  pnnish  offenders 
which  had  led  to  the  improvement  in 
the  social  condition  of  Ireland  that  was 
referred  to  in  Her  Majesty's  ^acioas 
Speech ;  that  was  the  reason  why  agra- 
rian crime  had  sensibly  diminished,  and 
why  the  law  everywhere  had  been  up- 
held. It  was  for  the  continuance  of  that 
firm  determination  to  maintain  the  law, 
and  to  trust  to  its  maintenance  for  the 
pacification  of  the  country,  instead  of  to 
the  assistance  of  agitators  and  the  dis- 
affected, that  he  proposed  his  Amend- 
ment. Now,  he  observed  that  whenever 
Liberal  Ministers  addressed  themselves 
to  the  discussion  of  the  state  of  Ireland 
they  seemed  to  regard  agrarian  outrages 
as  a  kind  of  disease  or  plague  which  en- 
sued from  no  causes  whatever,  and  for 
which  there  was  no  remedy,  the  fact 
being  that  an  increase  of  agrarian  out- 
rage in  Ireland  invariably  accompanied 
the  advent  of  a  Liberal  Ministry  to 
power.  The  same  phenomenon  had 
been  repeated  over  and  over  again. 
There  were  inflammatory  speeches,  there 
were  concessions  to  lawless  agitation. 
There  were  measures  passed  which  the 
Government  called  remedial  measures, 
and  all  the  time  the  number  of  agrarian 
outrages  had  increased  week  by  week, 
month  by  month.  Then  came  the  reac- 
tion, and  next  followed  coercive  Acts  for 
the  repression  of  outrage,  more  severe 
than  had  ever  been  adopted  before.  The 
late  Mr.  Butt,  as  long  ago  as  1871, 
exactly  described  the  Liberal  theory  of 
Irish  government  by  the  Liberal  Minis- 
try. Addressing  a  meeting  at  Glasgow 
on  the  14th  of  November,  1871,  he 
said — 

"II  we  have  any  grievance  to  bring  before 
the  English  Ministry/'  he  ought  to  have  said 
Liberal  Ministry,  "and  Parliament,  we  are  ac- 
tually to  get  up  another  insurrection  in  order 
to  get  justice.  This  is  the  lesson  we  are  taught. 
A  few  years  more  and  some  other  grievance 
will  arise.  Are  we  again  to  awaken  the  slum- 
bering friendship  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  or  some 
future  Gladstone,  by  a  second  insurrection  ?  " 

In  the  years  1866,  1867,  and  18(38,  which 
were  years  of  a  Conservative  Adminis- 
tration, the  number  of  agrarian  crimes 
in  Ireland  was  87,  V2'6f  and  160  respec- 
tively. In  1869,  the  first  year  of  the 
Liberal  Administration,  the  numbers 
sprung  up  to  767  ;  and  in  January  and 
February   of   1870  the   numbers  were 
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267,  and  271,  each  month  being  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  either  of  the  years 
of  the  Conservative  Administration.  In 
1H70  the  Peace  Preservation  Act  was 
brought  in,  and  it  was  succeeded  by 
the  Protection  of  Life  and  Property 
Act  in  1871,  and  those  Acts  remained 
in  force  until  the  end  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Government.  In  1880  precisely  the 
same  phenomenon  was  repeated  from 
precisely  the  same  causes.  In  January, 
1881,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  came  to  the  House 
and  gave  a  most  extraordinary  account 
of  the  increase  in  agrarian  crime.  He 
said  that,  exclusive  of  threatening  let- 
ters, 7 19  crimes,  out  of  a  total  of  1,^53 
for  the  entire  year,  occurred  in  the  three 
months  of  October,  November,  and 
December,  1880 — that  was  to  say,  that 
two- thirds  of  the  total  agrarian  outrages 
occurred  in  the  last  quarter  of  the  year, 
and  58  per  cent  of  those  were  exclusive 
of  threatening  letters.  And  he  observed 
that  the  outrages  in  December  had  been 
as  numerous  as  those  in  the  months 
of  October  and  November  preceding. 
There,  again,  they  had  a  Lioeral  Gho- 
vemment  pursuing  its  old  policy.  Then 
came  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Bill,  the  Land  Bill,  and  the  Arrears  Bill 
until  the  same  result  followed.  The 
state  of  Ireland  became  intolerable,  and 
then  the  Government  came  down  to  the 
House  and  again  brought  forward  coer- 
cive measures,  those  of  1881  and  1882, 
the  strongest  yet  applied  to  the  country. 
Why,  the  Government  talked  of  agrarian 
outrages  in  Ireland  as  if  they  were  en- 
tirely unconnected  with  their  policy. 
There  had  been  two  occasions  in  the 
memory  of  everyone  then  present  in 
which  the  advent  of  a  Liberal  Adminis- 
tration to  power  had  been  followed 
immediately  by  increase  of  outrage, 
consequent  on  the  measures  that  had 
been  passed  and  the  remedial  legislation 
that  had  been  promised.  He  did  not 
believe  that  any  persons  in  any  position, 
except  noblemen  and  gentlemen  of  high 
connection  and  official  position,  could 
have  possibly  survived  two  disastrous 
failures.  He  believed  that  any  profes- 
sional man  who  had  given  such  signal 
proofs  of  his  incompetency  would  he 
ruined  for  life;  that  if  a  village  cow 
doctor  had  made  errors  in  the  treatment 
of  a  virulent  disease  calling  for  such 
painful  and  drastic  measures  he  would 
be  hunted  out  of  the  place  by  an  indig- 
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nant  populace.  He  belieyed  it  was  only 
those  who  possessed  the  commanding 
positions  of  the  Heads  of  the  great 
Liberal  Party,  who  could  twice  excite 
the  worst  passions  of  the  Irish  people  by 
profligate  promises  and  unequal  legisla- 
tion, and  could  then  repress  the  people 
whom  they  had  themselyes  stimulated 
into  pacification  by  coercive  measures, 
which  were  a  disgrace  to  our  reputation 
as  a  free  people.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Inpazagraph  10,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  upheld,'*  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  and  we  venture  to 
exprea  our  earnest  hope  that  the  change  of 
policy  which  has  produced  these  results  will  be 
maintained,  and  that  no  further  attempts  will  be 
made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons  disaf- 
fected to  Her  Majesty's  Bule,  by  concessions  to 
lawless  agitation;  and  that  the  existence  of 
dangerous  secret  societies  in  Dublin  and  other 
parts  of  the  Country  will  continue  to  be  met  by 
unremitting  energy  and  vigilance  on  the  part 
of  the  Executive,"— (ifr.  Oorttf) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Uuestiozi." 

8iB  WILLIAM  HABOOURT:  Al- 
thous^h  it  is  my  duty  to  follow  the  hon. 
and  Teamed  Gentleman,  I  can  assure 
the  House — and,  as  we  are  speaking 
here  to  a  larger  audience  even  than  this 
House,  I  can  assure  the  country — that 
in  deiding  with  these  grave  matters  I 
will  not  endeavour  to  imitate  the  spirit 
or  the  tone  of  the  speech  which  we  have 
just  heard.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  a 
judge  of  matters  of  taste  ;  but  there  are 
some  things  which  are  even  higher  than 
matters  of  taste.  I  should  have  thought 
that  a  man  who  claims  to  be  a  member 
of  the  English  Bar  would  have  known 
that  he  had  no  right  in  a  speech  to 
found  himself  upon  the  evidence  in  a 
trial  which  is  not  concluded.  That  is  a 
thing  which,  not  only  by  the  Office  I 
hold,  but  by  the  Profession  to  which  I 
am  proud  to  belong,  I  feel  myself  abso- 
lutely precluded  from  entering  upon. 
ILuu^fhter.']  Yes ;  that  is  a  lesson  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Oeutleman  should 
also  learn.  As  to  matters  of  taste,  it 
is  proverbial  that  these  are  not  to  be 
disputed  upon.  And  whether  it  is  be- 
coming the  dignity  of  this  Ajssembly 
that  one  of  its  Members  should  compare 
the  Qovernment  of  the  Queen — charged, 


as  they  are,  at  this  time  with  responsi- 
bilities, the  burden  of  which  many  can 
understand — that  he  should  compare 
them  to  a  band  of  assassins,  that  I  must 
leave  to  the  taste  and  judgment,  not 
only  of  the  House  of  Commons,  but  of 
any  society  of  English  gentlemen.  As 
for  what  the  hon.  and  Teamed  Gentle- 
man has  been  pleased  to  say  of  myself 
personally,  I  can  assure  him  it  is  one  of 
the  smallest  of  the  burdens  I  have  to  bear, 
though  those  burdens  are  not  light.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thought  fit 
to  charge  me  with  having  deliberately, 
and  with  knowledge,  accepted  as  an 
associate  a  man  wno  I  knew  was  en- 
gaged in  attempts  to  assassinate  one  of 
my  Colleagues.  [Mr.  Gokst  :  No.]  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, with  an  indignation  which  is 
natural  to  his  warm  and  generous  heart, 
gave  himself  the  unnecessary  trouble  to 
get  up  and  repudiate  such  an  aspersion 
as  that.  I  do  not  care  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  House  by  defending  myself  against 
charges  of  that  description.  [Mr.  Gorst: 
I  never  made  them.]  It  does  so  happen 
that  both  last  year  and  the  year  before, 
from  accidental  circumstances,  the  charge 
of  two  Irish  Bills  fell  into  my  hands ;  and 
the  House  is  as  well  able  to  j  udge  as  I  am 
whether  the  course  that  I  have  pursued 
in  these  matters  deserves  the  imputa- 
tions that  have  been  cast  upon  it  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  been  pleased 
to  say  that  I  am  an  incompetent  Home 
Secretary.  Well,  I  am  afraid  that  is 
the  nearest  approach  to  accuracy  and 
truth  made  by  him  in  his  whole  speech. 
It  is  a  very  grave  misfortune  to  the 
country  at  this  moment  to  have  an  in- 
competent Home  fc$ecretary.  But  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
have  drawn  the  proper  conclusion  from 
his  statement,  and  have  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  for  the  removal  from  the 
Councils  of  the  Queen  of  a  Home  Se- 
cretary whom  he  declares  to  be  in- 
competent. I  pass  now  from  the  taunts 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
which  are  not,  I  think,  worthy  of  my 
attention,  or  the  attention  of  the  House, 
to  something  more  deserving  to  occupy 
our  time.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, with  that  accuracy  which  cha- 
racterizes him,  says  that  this  Motion  is 
a  Motion  intended  to  be  friendly  to  the 
Government.  I  think  that  struck  the 
note  of  the  character  of  his  speech.   He 

[Fourth  ^'iffhi.^] 


427 


Address  in 


(OOMliONSi 


Answer  to  Her 


42S 


approves  tlie  recent  policy  of  the  Go- 
veroment,  since  May  8,  but  condemns 
all  their  policy  before  that  date,  and 
then  stands  forth  as  the  champion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  That  is  the  most  remarkable 
inconsistency  I  ever  knew.  He  stated 
at  the  end  of  his  Rpeech  that  any  pro- 
fessional man  would  deserve  to  be  dis- 
missed for  incompetence  under  whose 
hands  the  condition  of  Ireland  became 
what  it  was  before  last  Easter.  Now, 
to  whom  does  he  address  this  remark  ? 
[An  hon.  Member  :  To  the  Government.] 
Yes,  certainly.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  all  the  faults  we  com- 
mitted resulted  from  our  not  following 
the  advice  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford;  although  up  to 
last  April  his  was  the  advice  that  we 
followed.  [**  No,  no !  "]  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  say  **No,  no!'*  but  they 
know  better.  That  is  because,  I  sup- 
pose, they  accept  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  account  of  those  Cabinet 
secrets  with  which  he  is  so  well  ac- 
quainted. There  have  been  times,  it 
appears,  when  we  were  very  much  ex- 
ercised upon  the  subject.  Cabinet  secrets 
have  got  out,  and  really  the  acquaint- 
ance which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man professes  as  to  what  goes  on  in  the 
Cabinet  leads  me  to  think,  somehow  or 
other,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber must  possess  a  Cabinet  key.  He 
has  given  us  an  account  of  what  goes 
on  in  the  interior  of  the  Cabinet.  |_Lord 
Bandolfh  Ohurchill:  In  the  inner 
circle.]  Yes ;  in  the  inner  circle.  lam 
glad  to  see  the  good  taste  of  the  noble 
Lord,  whom,  I  am  bound  to  say,  so  far 
from  receiving  any  assistance  in  those 
measures  for  restoring  peace  to  Ireland, 
we  always  found  our  strongest  and  most 
constant  opponent.  In  1881,  when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford brought  in  his  Bill  for  protecting 
life  and  property  in  Ireland  —  [Lord 
Bandolph  Chubcuill:  I  offered  my 
support  to  the  Government.]  Very 
much  like  the  support  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite,  and  in  the 
same  spirit.  In  lb81  the  noble  Lord 
said  —  ''Do  not  let  us  have  any  of 
this  severe  legislation ; "  and  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  he  said 
—  **  Do  not  let  it  be  retrospective, 
and  let  it  expire  in  April,  1882,"  by 
which  means  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  Friends  would  have  been  re- 
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leased  earlier  than  was  actually  the  case. 
It  fell  to  my  lot  afterwards  to  introduce 
the  Peace  Preservation  Bill  in  Ireland, 
and  my  most  constant,  vehement,  and 
effective  opponent  was  the  noble  Lord. 
And  when  that  Bill,  which  was  intended 
to  restore  peace  and  tranquillity,  was 
proposed  for  a  third  reading,  the  noble 
Lord  said  that  he  was  there  ''  to  give  it 
a  parting  kick."  That  was  the  sort  of 
assistance  we  received  in  our  endeavour 
to  restore  peace  and  tranquillity  in  Ire- 
land. And  it  is  from  those  Gentlemen 
these  taunts  come  and  by  whom  these 
attacks  are  made.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  there  was  a  change 
of  policy.  He  approves  the  present  con- 
duct of  the  (jfovernment  and  disapproves 
of  what  it  was  under  the  administration 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  We,  of  course,  are  responsible 
for  both  policies.  One  is  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford,  who  was 
responsible  for  the  policy  up  to  last  April, 
and  is  not  responsible  for  it  since,  and 
the  other  is  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
present  Chief  Secretary,  who  is  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  policy  before  last  April, 
and  is  responsible  for  the  present  policy. 
But  as  regards  the  rest  of  the  Q<>vem- 
ment  we  are  responsible  for  both  policies, 
and  we  have  no  desire  to  dissociate  our- 
selves from  that  responsibility.  I  wish  that 
to  be  clearly  understood.  There  was  one 
other  thing  that  was  true  in  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  besides  his 
remark  as  to  my  incompetence,  and  that 
was  his  observation  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  in  last  April  was  such  that  it 
could  not  be  allowed  to  continue.  That 
I  believe  to  be  true ;  and  it  was  in  that 
belief  that  we  found  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  proceed  on  lines  dififerent  from 
those  which  we  had  followed  up  to  that 
time.  The  measures  taken  before  April 
to  stop  crime  in  Ireland  had,  I  admit, 
failed.  That  I  frankly  and  entirely  ad- 
mit. It  is  too  notorious  to  admit  of  a 
moment's  doubt  on  the  subject.  What- 
ever was  the  cause  of  the  failure  of  the 
law,  I  accept  the  responsibility  of  the 
Government  for  it  altogether.  There 
were  two  causes  of  failure  under  the 
system  that  had  been  pursued  up  to  last 
April.  The  first  was  an  administrative 
failure,  the  other  was  a  legislative  failure. 
The  administrative  cause  of  failure  was 
the  deficient  organization  of  the  Irish 
police ;  and  all  the  circumstances  which 
have  since  come  to  our  knowledge  con- 
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Tince  U8  that  that  was  one  of  the  main 
reaaons  why  we  could  not  effectually 
stop  crime.  The  responsibility  for  that 
deficiency,  if -accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, must  equally  be  shared  by  the 
preceding  Government.  When  we  re- 
member the  accounts  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther),  and  by 
Lord  Beaconsfield,  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland  when  they  left  Office,  we  may 
think  it  a  very  serious  administrative  mis- 
fortune that  the  organization  of  the  Irish 
police  should  have  been  as  defective  as 
it  was.  Both  Governments  may,  I  think, 
Ri^cept  the  responsibility  for  not  putting 
that  Force  earlier  on  a  proper  footing. 
If  you  call  that  a  change  of  policy,  1 
give  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  the 
benefit  of  it.  What  Lord  Spencer  has 
been  able  to  do,  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  has  been  able  to 
do,  in  the  suppression  of  crime  in  Ire- 
land, has  been  aided  by  the  services  of 
a  man  who  deserves  the  recognition  of 
this  House  and  the  gratitude  of  the 
country — Mr.  Jenkinson,  the  head  of  the 
Criminal  Department  in  Ireland.  It 
horrifies  one  to  think  what  the  condition 
of  the  police  in  Ireland  must  have  been 
when  armed  gangs  of  15  or  20  men 
could  go  about  with  impunity  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  police.  That  was  the  reason 
why  up  to  April  the  repression  of  crime 
was  not  so  efficient  as  it  ought  to  have 
been.  I  will  now  pass  to  the  second 
reason,  which  was  that,  when  it  was  ob- 
rious  that  measures  must  be  taken  to 
repress  crime,  the  most  appropriate 
method  of  legislation  was  not  adopted. 
If  you  like  to  blame  us  for  that,  we 
must  be  blamed;  but  the  blame  must 
be  shared  by  the  whole  House,  for  no- 
body proposed  any  other  remedy.  It 
was  assumed,  in  fact,  that  the  Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  Bill  was  an  ap- 
propriate remedy,  and  that  if  we  only 
had  the  summary  power  of  arrest  it 
would  be  sufficient  to  put  down  crime. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  who  had  charge 
of  that  measure  said — ''  We  can  discover 
the  persons  who  commit  these  crimes — 
these  village  ruffians ;  we  know  them ; 
we  can  put  them  in  prison  ;  we  can  put 
down  crime."  That  turned  out  not  to 
be  so.  The  men  were  shut  up;  more 
men  were  shut  up  time  after  time ;  yet 
crime  went  on  increasing.  It  was  never 
suggested — nor  did  it  occur  to  anybody 
— that  that  measure  would  hftve  failed 


so  completely  as  it  did  in  suppressing 
crime.     The  consequence  was  that  the 
shutting  up  of  these  people  did  not  sen- 
sibly diminish  crime.     On  the  contrary, 
the  more  people  were  shut  up,  the  more 
crime  increased.  But  from  what  quarter 
did    the  first  proposal  to  release   the 
** suspects"  comer    If  I  am  not  mis- 
taken, the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Wigtown  (Sir 
John  Hay)  was  the  first  to  put  down  on 
the  Paper  a  Motion  f(ir  the  release  of  the 
** suspects."     [Sir  John  Hay:  And  to 
suspend  Jury  trial.]     That  was  his  pro- 
posal.    It  shows  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
method  adopted  was  one  not  calculated 
to   succeed.     Well,  Sir,  was  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
of    a   difi'erent   opinion?      Not  at  all. 
He   thought   that    a   difi'erent    legisla- 
tive method  must  be  adopted.     It  was 
one    of   his  own    conditions.     We   all 
thought  so.    We  all  thought  there  was 
no  chance  of  suppressing  this  crime,  or 
dealing  with  it  successfully  by  the  Act 
as  it  then  existed.    We  were  all  agreed 
about  it.     Talk  of  Parties  in  the  Cabi- 
net !     The  Bill  was  all  prepared.     I  do 
not  say  it  was  exactly.     \_Ironical  cheers J\ 
I   hope   I   have  done  nothing  in  this 
House   to  disentitle   me  to   its  credit. 
The  Bill  was  substantially  the  one  which 
I  had  the  duty  of  conducting  through 
this  House,  though  it  was  different  in 
some    material    particulars.      \_Jronical 
cheers."]    If  hon.  Gentlemen  will  have 
the  patience  to  wait  till  I  have  done, 
I  will  tell  them  to  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection what  they  were.    I  think  the 
Alien  Glauses  and  the  Search  Clauses 
were  increased  in  severity ;  but,  gene- 
rally speaking,  it  would  be  an  accurate 
statement  to  say  that  before  the  resig- 
nation of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
before  the  murders  in  the  Phoenix  Park, 
the  Government  had  resolved  that  they 
must  try  a  ditferent  method  of  proce- 
dure.    There  was  nothing  to  condemn, 
I  think,  in  that.     We  had  tried  one  ex- 
periment, with  the  general  concurrence 
of  the  House.     It  did  not  succeed,  and 
the  Government  thought  proper  to  try 
another  experiment,  which  has  very  well 
answered  the  expectations  of  those  who 
are  responsible  for  it.     Then,  as  I  ex- 
pected, we  have  had  the  old  story  of  the 
**Kilmainham  compact;"  and  though 
the  Kesolution    does  not  say  a  word 
about  it,  I  knew  as  soon  as  I  saw  it  on 
the  Paper  that  its  only  object  was  to 
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bring  out  the  "  Kilmainham  compact.'' 
I  have  nothing  new  to  say  on  this  sub- 
ject. There  is  nothinc;  new  to  say  about 
it.  What  we  always  nave  stated  is  this 
— that,  in  our  opinion,  we  have  no  right 
to  keep  a  "  suspect "  in  prison  if  we  have 
reason  to  be  satisfied  that  when  let  out 
of  prison  he  would  not  be  dangerous, 
but  safe.  That  principle  was  acted  iipon 
not  only  in  reference  to  Members  of 
Parliament,  but  to  other  persons —those 
very  men  who,  like  Sheridan,  had  been 
in  custody.  My  right  hon.  Friend  let 
Sheridan  out.  Why  did  he  do  so  ?  Be- 
cause he  had  reason  to  believe  that  he 
was  safe.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Fokstkr  dis- 
sented.] Anerwards  there  was  a  war- 
rant out  against  him.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  found  fault  with 
me  for  not  taking  measures  for  his 
arrest.  Why  am  I  supposed  to  know 
anything  about  it?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  says,  because  there 
was  a  warrant  out  against  Sheridan. 
But  the  warrant  did  not  run  in  England. 
It  was  a  warrant  under  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act,  and  could  only  be  exe- 
cuted in  Ireland.  And  this  is  the  law- 
yer who  comes  forward  to  give  me 
elementary  lessons  in  my  duties.  I 
should  have  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  have  been 
ashamed  to  make  such  an  elemen- 
tary blunder.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  no 
doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  arrested 
Sheridan  because  he  thought  he  was 
dangerous,  and  he  let  him  out  because 
he  thought  he  was  safe.  Afterwards, 
when  something  else  made  him  think 
he  was  dangerous,  he  issued  a  warrant 
to  arrest  him  again.  All  that  I  knew 
about  him  was  that  he  had  been  men- 
tioned upon  this  occasion  with  reference 
to  the  release  of  the  "  suspects."  All 
I  can  say  is  that  Mr.  Sheridan's  name 
played  a  very  small  part  in  the  trans- 
action referred  to.  I  had  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  concurrence  in  the  en- 
tire accuracy  of  the  statement  I  made 
at  the  time.  We  had  no  right  to 
keep  men  in  prison  if  we  had  assur- 
ances of  their  good  conduct  if  we  let 
them  out.  My  right  hon.  Friend  was 
of  that  opinion  fdso.  I  believe  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  said  it  was  scandal- 
ous and  disgraceful  that  we  should  hold 
any  communication  with  those  men  in 
prison.  Certainly  they  will  not  have 
any  support  for  that  statement  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
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ford .  Talk  of  there  being  two  parties  in 
the  Cabinet !  The  moment  that  it  was 
communicated  to  the  Government  that 
these  men  were  willing  to  give  assur- 
ances that  the  law  should  not  be  broken 
in  future,  we  were  all  entirely  agreed. 
If  they  would  give  right,  proper,  and 
sufficient  assurances  we  were  agreed 
that  they  should  be  let  out  of  prison. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  North  Lin- 
colnshire said  we  made  secret  communi- 
cations behind  the  back  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford  at  Kil- 
mainham, and  I  am  sorry  to  say  he  has 
never  had  the  grace  io  apologize  for  that 
statement,  in  spite  of  the  denial  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  who  said  it  was  un- 
true. [Mr.  J.  LowTHER :  How  does  he 
know?]  How  do  you  know?  The 
statement  is  absolutely  untrue.  And  I 
say  that  upon  the  honour  of  a  gentleman 
who  is  as  honourable  as  himself.  It  is 
a  remark  for  which  he  ought  to  apolo- 
gize. He  should  take  the  course  be 
ought  to  take.  Sir,  there  was  no  com- 
munication made  to  the  prisoners  in 
Kilmainham  except  with  the  full  know- 
ledge, aye,  and  under  the  actual  direc- 
tion, of  my  riffht  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bradford.  [Mr.  O'Shba:  Hear, 
hear  !J  Who  was  it  that  gave  leave  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Clare 
(Mr.  O'Shea)  to  go  there  and  communi- 
cate with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  ?  Why,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
of  course.  Why  did  my  right  hon. 
Friend  give  that  leave  ?  For  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  whether  the  assur- 
ances were  satisfactory  or  not.  We  are 
charged  with  having  conspired  with 
bands  of  assassins  to  destroy  the  politi- 
cal reputation  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
There  is  one  man  in  this  House  who,  I 
know,  will  repudiate  such  a  charge  as 
that  with  greater  indignation  than  any 
other  man,  and  that  is  my  right  hon. 
Friend  himself.  He  knows  that  we 
acted  together  as  loyal  friends  and  Col- 
leagues, and  he  will  tell  you  that  every 
man  amongst  us  believed  so.  In  the 
House,  when  another  Member  of  the 
Fourth  Party  g^t  up  and  charged  us 
with  infamy  and  with  misconduct  on  the 
16th  May,  my  right  hon.  Friend  said — 

'*  It  was,  no  doubt,  an  honest  difference  of  opi- 
nion between  me  and  my  late  Colleagues ;  and 
I  do  not  think  that  such  a  difference  of  opinion 
is,  in  the  slightest  degree,  open  to  the  strong 
charges  made,  and  which  I  must  be  allowed  to 
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■ay  aro  not  so  much  calculated  to  do  good  in 
Ireland  as  they  are  to  be  of  some  advantage  to 
Party  contests  here."— (3  San$ard,  [269]  867.) 

That  is  the  language  of  an  English  Gen- 
tleman and  of  an  English  statesman; 
Terj  different  from  the  language  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham. 
I  ask,  what  was  the  difference — the  un- 
fortunate difference — which  took  place 
between  ourselves  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  ?  There  is  no  question  about  it. 
I  haye  stated  it  in  this  House  before, 
and  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  accepted 
the  accuracy  of  my  statement.  On  the 
4th  of  May  he  gave  his  reasons  for  his 
resignation.  He  gave  them — as  he  was 
sare  to  do — with  the  most  scrupulous 
accTiracy  and  entire  respect  for  himself 
and  his  Colleagues.  He  stated  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  ''  suspects  "  might  have 
been  safely  released  on  one  or  other  of 
three  conditions.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  adopted  the  later  statement, 
made  on  the  15th  of  May;  but  I  am 
taking  the  earlier  one.  The  first  condi- 
tion was  a  public  promise  on  the  part  of 
the  "siuspects";  the  second  was  quiet  in 
Ireland ;  the  third,  fresh  powers  to  the 
Qoyernment.  Quiet  in  Ireland  was,  un- 
fortunately, a  condition  which  it  was  vain 
to  hope  for.  The  other  conditions  were 
a  public  promise  and  fresh  powers  to  the 
Ooyemment.  As  to  the  third  condition 
there  never  was  any  question.  The  pub- 
lic promise  he  defined  in  this  way — 

'*  I  mean  a  public  undertaking,  or  promise,  to 
make  no  further  attempt  to  set  up  their  will,  or 
rather  their  law,  against  the  law  of  the  land  ; 
and,  under  no  circumstances,  to  aid  or  abet,  or 
instigate  to  intimidation,  to  prevent  men  from 
doing  what  they  had  a  right  to  do." — {Ibid. 
110.) 

If  my  right  hon.  Friend  obtained  that 
promise  from  the  suspects,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  they  ought  to  be  released, 
because  he  said  that  these  conditions 
were  not  sufBicient.  If  the  assurances 
that  these  gentlemen  gave  were  not,  in 
his  opinion,  sufficient,  it  was  apparent 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  agreed 
that  they  ought  to  be  released  on  some 
conditions.  It  is,  therefore,  all  rubbish 
to  talk  of  our  having  gone  against  the 
opinion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  com- 
municating with  these  gentlemen  re- 
specting their  release.  Mj  right  hon. 
Friend  was  the  principal  party  to  those 
communications.  It  is  all  nonsense  to 
say  that  we  ought  not  to  have  accepted 


the  assurances  of  the  suspects.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  as  willing  as  we  were 
to  accept  the  assurances.  There  was  one 
difference,  and  one  difference  only,  be- 
tween ue,  and  that  was  whether  the  as- 
surances that  were  actually  given  were 
sufficient  or  not.  We  thought  they  were ; 
he  thought  they  were  not ;  you  may 
argue  the  matter  as  much  as  you  like,  and 
you  will  never  make  more  of  it  than 
that.  That  was  the  exact  difference  that 
existed  between  us — neither  more  or 
less.  It  was  for  that  reason,  in  order  to 
obtain  those  assurances,  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  sent  or  authorized  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clare  to  go  to  Kilmain- 
ham.  What  he  said  on  the  15th  of  May 
was — 

"  Whenever  I  had  reason  to  hope,  or  believe, 
or  had  any  sort  of  expectation,  that  the  result 
of  the  visits  would  be  such  a  promise  of  good 
behaviour  as  would  enable  me  with  safety  to 
recommend  the  release  of  persons  detained,  I 
was  very  glad  to  promote  such  visits." — {Ibid, 
789.) 

The  hon.  Member  for  Glare  was  in  the 
hope  and  expectation  that  he  would  re- 
ceive assurances  which  he  would  regard 
as  sufficient;  but  my  right  hon.  Friend 
thought  differently,  and  therefore  he  has 
always  used  the  term  with  regard  to  it 
which  we  have  not  accepted.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  regards  it  as  a  Treaty,  and 
he  did  not  object  to  the  Treaty.  But  as 
regards  the  making  of  the  Treaty  there 
was  no  objection,  only  that  the  Treaty 
would  not  accomplish  the  object  he  de- 
sired in  fulfilling  the  conditions,  which, 
he  thought,  ought  to  be  fufilled.  I  really 
do  not  know  what  else  there  is  of  sub- 
stance in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  which  I  have  to  re- 
ply. He  spoke  about  our  having  as- 
sociated ourselves  with  Sheridan.  We 
never  did  associate  ourselves  with  Sheri- 
dan. I  am  not  very  conversant  with  his 
movements ;  but  I  believe  I  am  correct 
in  saying  Sheridan  has  never  been  in 
Ireland  from  that  day  to  this;  I  dare 
say  he  thought  it  was  not  a  safe  place 
for  him.  On  the  night  of  the  16th  May, 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  on 
this  subject,  he  said — **  1  was  of  opinion, 
and  am  still,  that  the  Irish  people  will 
consider  the  course  you  have  taken  a 
very  great  weakening  of  the  hands 
of  the  Government  in  Ireland."  Has 
it  weakened  the  Qovemment  in  Ire- 
land ?  Have  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  been  weaker  or  stronger 
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since  the  release  of  the  suspects  ?  That 
is  a  practical  question.  Were  the  hands 
of  the  Oovernment  strong  hefore  that 
event  ?  Nobody  says  more  strongly 
than  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  that  they  were  as  weak  as 
they  could  be,  and  that  we  ought  to 
have  been  dismissed  as  incompetent 
professional  men,  in  consequence  of 
the  condition  of  things  which  existed  ; 
but  he  is  good  enou^rh  to  say  that 
now  it  is  only  the  Hume  Secretary 
that  is  incompetent ;  and  he  passes  eulo- 

fiums  upon  the  existing  Government  of 
reland.  Then,  have  we  by  our  policy 
weakened  the  hands  of  the  Oovernment 
in  Ireland  ?  We  have  done  nothing  of 
the  kind.  We  abandoned,  as  we  were 
obliged  to  abandon,  a  system  of  proce- 
dure that  had  failed  —  [Mr.  Cowen  : 
Hear,  hear  !] — and  we  have  substituted 
a  system  that  has  proved  thoroughly 
efficient,  which  has  been,  in  my  opi- 
nion, well  considered  in  its  legisla- 
tion, and  firmly  carried  out  by  the 
Executive.  If  this  is  so,  what  is  the 
meaning  of  this  Amendment  ?  What  is 
the  object  of  this  Amendment  ?  Do  you 
or  do  you  not  intend  by  it  to  pass  a  Vote 
of  Censure  on  the  Gt)vernment  ?  If  you 
do,  why  have  you  not  the  courage  to  say 
BO  ?  This  is  a  new  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  Opposition  on  the  Address.  We 
have  seen  two  great  questions  chal- 
lenged. We  have  seen  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Government  in  respect  to 
Egypt  challenged  by  an  Amendment 
from  the  Party  below  the  Gangway  and 
supported  by  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
who  have  not  the  courage  to  bring  for- 
ward a  Motion  upon  the  gravest  matter 
that  can  be.  Is  the  same  policy  to  be 
pursued  upon  the  Irish  policy  ?  Are  we 
going  to  see  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
which  considers  itself  entitled  to  pass  a 
Vote  of  Censure  upon  the  Administra- 
tion, skulk  behind  this  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham? If  we  are  to  be  condemned  by 
you,  why  have  you  not  produced  this 
Motion  yourselves  ?  Is  it  possible  that 
what  you  desire  is  not  to  take  upon  your- 
selves the  responsibility,  but  at  the  same 
time  to  assist  proceedings  which  might 
have  the  result  of  paralyzing  and  dis- 
crediting the  Executive  Government  in 
Ireland  ?  Is  it  possible  that  at  such  a 
moment  you  have  any  other  object  than 
to  fling  dirt  upon  the  Government  in 
circumstances  of  gravity  which  you  well 
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know,  and  the  responsibilities  of  which. 
you  well  understand  ;  and  that  you  are 
tfying  to  snatch  a  miserable  Party  ad- 
vantage in  condemning  a  Government, 
whose  action,  as  you  say,  you  approve, 
by  going  back  on  bygone  transactions 
which  you  never  challenged  at  the  time 
by  a  direct  vote  ?     You  have  had  the 
opportunity,  and  you  have  never  taken, 
advantage  of  it.     Are  you  going  to  take 
advantage  on  an  occasion  like  this,  1 0 
months    afterwards,    to    endeavour    to 
damage  the   influence  and  destroy  the 
authority  of  the  Government  in  Ireland  ? 
It  is  a  matter  the  House  should  gravely 
consider.     The  right  and  the  duty  of  an 
Opposition  are  to  criticize  as  severely, 
and  condemn  as  strongly  as  they  please, 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  of  which 
they  disapprove ;  but  in  moments  such 
as  this  it  is  your  duty  either  to  condemn 
or  to  support  us.     If  you  chose  to  con- 
demn us,  and  if  the  House  supports  your 
opinion,  I  should  say  for  myself — and  I 
think  I  could  say  for  my  Colleagues — 
we  shall  accept  with  satisfaction  release 
from    the    burdens    of   responsibilitity 
which  it  is  hard  to  bear.     \^A  laugh  from 
the  Opposition.']     You  may  laugh ;  but 
I  am   speaking  what  I  know.     I  am 
speaking  of  the   responsibility.     I  say 
nothing  of  the  perils  which  weigh  upon 
us  day  and  night.     If  you  think  you  can 
discharge  the  task  better  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  country  than  we  are  doing**, 
it  is  your  duty  to  say  so,  and  it  is  your 
duty  to  accept  that  responsibility.     We 
do  not  challenge  you  to  it ;  but  I  invite 
you  to  take  that  course.     If  you  do  not 
take  that  course,  I  say  you  are  doing  the 
most  injurious  thing  you  can  possibly  do 
in  keeping  in   Office  a  Government — 
especially  the   Government  in   Ireland 
— which,   at   the   same  time,   you   are 
labouring  in  every  way  to  weaken  and 
discredit. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Sir,  the  closing  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  were  couched  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent tone  and  animated  by  an  entirely 
different  spirit  from  those  with  which 
he  opened  his  speech.  He  endeavoured 
to  present  to  the  Party  of  which  he  ia 
so  eminent  a  Leader  the  aspect  of  a 
great  Party  debate;  and,  having  first 
rebuked  those  who  are  opposed  to  him 
for  not  having  proposed  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence  in   the   Government,  he 
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tlien  accuees  110  of  being  parties  to  an 
endeavoor  to  snatch  a  miserable  Party 
advantage  by  paralyzing  the  Executive 
Government.   That  was  not  even  a  para- 
phrase—it was  not  even  a  caricature — 
of  the  terms  of  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  to  which  I 
would  ask  —  what  it  claims  —  the  fair 
and  candid  attention  of  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber, before  they  say  that  it   does  not 
contain  a  true  statement  of  plain  facts 
as  to  the  history  of  Executive  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  during  the  past  year, 
and  whether  it  does  not  also  contain  an 
exhortation   to  avoid  a  path  which  is 
now  uniyersally  condemned,  and  to  fol- 
low one  which  the  Government  them- 
selves proclaim  a  wise  and  fitting  one 
to  pursue.       It  is  absolutely  essential 
that   in    the    progpress  of   this  discus- 
sion there  should  be  references  to  the 
state  of  Ireland ;    and  in  considering 
the  state  of  Ireland  from  the  point  of 
view  which  is  brought  into  prominence 
at  this  moment  by  the  terms  of -the 
Amendment,  it  is  necessary  to  consider 
the  position  of  the  Government  and  the 
position  of  the  governed ;  and  in  doing 
that,  having  regard  to  the  disclosures 
of  the  last   few  days,   it   was  impos- 
sible to   leave   out  of  view  all   refer- 
ence— I  admit  it  should  be  a  cautious 
reference — to  the  startling  and  appalling 
revelations  which  have  been  made  in 
Dublin  daring  the  past  week.     It  is  im- 
possible, and  it  would  be  absurd  to  expect 
that  we  should  be  able  to  refrain  from 
referring  to,  or  excluding  from  Parlia- 
ment all  that  with  reference  to  which  the 
Press  is  filled,  and  of  which  every  man 
is  speaking  in  the  street  and  in  society. 
I  repeat,  I   admit  that  the  references 
ou^ht  to  be  cautious  and  circumspect. 
I  listened  carefully  to  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  ;  and,  having  myself  some 
professional  training  and  knowledge  in 
these  matters,  I  did  not  notice  that  he 
said  anything  calculated  to  prejudice 
the  accused   persons,  or  prevent  them 
getting  a  fair  trial.     Certainly,  that  was 
not  the  object  he  had  in  view.     How- 
ever that  might  be,  having  regard  to 
the  terms   of  his  Amendment,  it  was 
certainly    also    essential    and,    in    the 
highest  degree,  legitimate  that  he  should 
substantially  refer,  in  connection  with 
the  state   of  the  country,   to  what  is 
known  as  the  ''Ealmainham  compact." 


I  will  not,  however,  use  a  word  which  is 
calculated  to  give  offence,  and  I  will  call 
it  the  ''  Kiimainham  transaction."  As 
to  the  particular  evidence  which  has 
been  given  at  Kiimainham,  I  decline  to 
go  into  it.  It  is  not  necessary,  for  the 
purpose  of  the  observations  I  desire  to 
address  to  the  House,  that  I  should  do 
so ;  but  I  may  say,  in  passing,  that  the 
evidence  given  by  Carey,  although  not 
to  be  observed  upon  in  its  bearing  on 
the  prisoners  and  others,  must,  I  sup- 
pose, be  assumed  to  be  adopted  by 
the  Government  as  substantially  accu- 
rate. That  evidence,  which  has  been 
impressed  upon  all  our  minds,  neces- 
sarily throws  back  a  lurid  light  on  the 
Kiimainham  transaction,  and  it  is  im- 
possible for  anyone  in  this  House  to 
avoid  calmly'  asking  themselves  what 
everybody  in  the  country  is  asking — 
**  Was  it  wise  or  prudent,  even  for  an 
hour,  to  have  been  involved  in  that  un- 
fortunate transaction  ?  "  You  may  call 
that  moralizing,  if  you  like  ;  but  we  are 
entitled,  with  the  light  of  our  present 
knowledge  and  experience  of  what  then 
took  place,  and  what  has  taken  place 
since,  to  point  out  that  that  is  an  occur- 
rence which  never  again  in  the  Execu- 
tive history  of  this  country  should  have  a 
parallel.  I  myself  do  not  now  go  in  detail 
mto  that  transaction.  It  is  familiar — 
painfully  and  disagreeably  familiar — to 
every  hon.  Member  of  this  House.  We 
are  acquainted  with  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  but  I  do  not  go  into  that.  We 
are  all  familiar  also  with  the  way  in  which 
that  letter  was  read  and  the  omission  of 
a  most  important  portion  of  it.  The 
matter  has  been  observed  upon  some- 
what lightly  and  with  great  mildness 
considering  its  gravity.  I  am  aware 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  said,  in  a  previous  debate, 
that  the  matter  had  passed  from  his 
mind — that  there  was  another  passage 
besides  those  that  were  first  read — and 
had  made  little  impression  upon  him. 
That  was  not,  however,  the  position  of 
the  mind  of  the  Prime  Minister,  for,  to 
use  his  own  words,  within  half-an-hour 
of  receiving  the  letter  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  he  made  a 
memorandum  that  he  thought  that  pas- 
sage so  liable  to  public  comment,  and  so 
open  to  obvious  construction  or  miscon- 
struction, that  he  thought  it  necessary 
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to  guard  himself,  in  a  letter,  from  having 
it  assumed  for  a  minute  that  he  was  a 
party  to  it,  or  that  it  was  intended  in  any 
way  for  Party  purposes.  I  can  well  recol- 
lect the  observations  made  last  May  by 
many  hon.  Members  on  his  own  side  of 
the  House  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  when  he  insisted  upon  having 
the  letter  read  in  its  absolute  integrity. 
Although  every  Cabinet  Minister  must 
have  had  an  opportunity  equal  to  that  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  familiar 
with  its  phraseology,  of  course  they  may 
say,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  said, 
that  they  forgot  that  passage.  I  thought 
it  very  remarkable  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  forgotten  the 
omitted  portion  ;  but  he,  however,  did 
not  think  it  of  sufficient  or  any  import- 
ance. I  accept  the  explanation  ;  but 
what  strikes  me  as  more  strange  is  that 
the  Prime  Minister,  upon  whose  mind 
the  passage  had  made  such  a  tremen- 
dous impression  that  within  half-an- 
hour  he  recognized  its  importance  by 
making  a  memorandum  upon  it,  was 
not  struck  by  the  fact  of  the  passage 
being  omitted  when  the  letter  was  read. 
In  making  a  short  retrospect  of  this 
transaction,  it  is  important  to  bear  in 
mind  what  has  been  referred  to  as  the 
Memorandum  circulated  in  the  Cabinet 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  as  to  his  understand- 
ing of  the  conversation  which  passed 
between  him  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea). 
That  is  a  matter  the  gravity  and  sig- 
nificance of  which  cannot,  I  think,  be 
overstated.  It  was  circulated  as  the 
belief  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  —  I  care 
not  whether  it  was  accurate  or  not — 
and  was  submitted  to  tbe  Cabinet  as 
the  belief  of  their  Adviser  on  Irish 
affairs,  that  the  offer  made  was  that  the 
person  or  persons  who  had  been  en- 
gaged in  the  organization  or  conspiracy 
which  had  been  used  to  get  up  outrages 
should  be  used  to  get  rid  of  them.  That 
was  the  offer  made  to  the  Cabinet.  |_Mr. 
O'Shea  dissented.]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  shakes  his  head.  Well,  he  may 
shake  it  off  if  he  likes,  because,  so  far,  for 
the  purposes  of  my  present  argument,  I 
am  a  hundred  miles  away  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clare.  I  am  not  saying 
that  was  the  arrangement;  but  I  am 
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saying  that  this  was  the  version  given 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford.  I  am  now  dealine- 
with  the  knowledge  the  Cabinet  had 
derived  from  a  Memorandum  submitted 
to  them  by  their  own  Adviser  on  Irish, 
affairs,  and  that  Memorandum,  accu- 
rately or  not,  stated,  in  terms,  that  the 
offer  made  to  them  was  this — that  the 
organization  formed  for  the  purposes  of 
getting  up  outrages  would  be  used,  if 
that  offer  were  accepted,  to  get  rid  of 
outrages.  That  offer — which,  to  my 
mind,  was  a  most  damning  offer — was 
allowed  to  be  discussed  as  a  proposition 
proper  to  be  entertained  by  a  British 
Cabinet.  But  to  prevent  the  possibility 
of  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  who  had  ample 
and  complete  knowledge  of  the  ques- 
tion, exceeding,  it  may  be,  the  know- 
ledge of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  stated  to  the  House,  as  an 
illustration  of  the  character  of  the  or- 
ganization, that  Sheridan,  whose  ser- 
vices had  been  specifically  offered  to 
the  Government,  a  released  "  suspect," 
against  whom  a  fresh  warrant  had  been 
issued,  and  who  was  one  of  the  outrage- 
mongers  of  the  West,  was  connected 
with  it,  and  was  in  the  habit  of  goin^ 
about  disguised,  directing  its  operations 
as  regarded  the  promotion  of  outrages. 
That  is  a  specimen  of  the  kind  of  or- 
ganization offering  to  treat  with  the  Go- 
vernment. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  has  dealt  with 
this  case  with  his  usual  force  and  ability, 
but  he  has  failed  to  satisfy  any  fair 
mind.  He  has  given  no  explanation  of 
why  the  Cabinet  did  not  indignantly — 
as  the  Prime  Minister  felt  called  upon 
to  do  in  reference  to  the  promised  sup- 
port of  Liberal  measures — repudiate  the 
aid  and  co-partnership  of  the  outrage- 
mongers  in  doing  the  work  of  the  Go- 
vernment, which  was  to  put  down  out- 
rage. I  make  no  comment  on  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  statement 
about  his  being  an  incapable  Home  Se- 
cretary for  not  knowing  of  Sheridan's 
position.  He  had,  at  all  events,  the 
means  of  knowing  it.  He  was  warned 
in  the  Cabinet  by  the  Memorandum  of 
his  Colleague.  But,  again,  this  made 
so  little  impression  on  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  he  thought 
nothing  at  all  of  Sheridan.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  the  right  hon,  and  learned 
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Gentleman  did  think  was  of  importance  in 
that  document.  He  thought  the  promise 
of  Liberal  support  so  worthless  that  he 
did  not  notice  it.  [Mr.  Chamberlain  : 
I  did  not  say  that.]  Whatever  may 
have  been  the  state  of  mind  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  a  speech  of  unexampled  brevity  for 
him,  admitted  his  knowledge  of  Sheri- 
dan. My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Memberfor Maidstone  (Captain Aylmer), 
on  the  1 6th  of  May  last  year,  put  this 
pointed  Question  to  him — 

"  When  he  and  the  CSabiDet  came  to  the  deci- 
lioii  that  the  three  Members  could  no  longer 
be  kept  in  prison  on  account  of  reasonable 
suspicion,  were  they  then  in  possession  of  the 
conTerBation  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clare  and  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
in  which  it  was  stated  that  he  had  such  control 
orer  Mr.  Sheridan,  who  had  instigated  riot  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  that,  if  released,  he  could 
induce  him  to  put  down  the  outrages."  — 
(3  Htiuard,  [369]  832.) 

The  Prime  Minister's  answer  of  unex- 
ampled brevity  to  that  Question  was 
"  Yes,  Sir."  With  the  Cabinet  informed 
of  these  facts,  with  the  Prime  Minister 
compelled  to  admit  the  fact,  in  the 
briefest  form  of  affirmation,  that  he  knew 
the  offer  was  made  that  the  outrages 
should  be  put  down  by  Sheridan,  it  was 
impossible  to  avoid  the  grave  conclusion 
that,  in  this  matter,  the  Cabinet,  with 
recUesa  readiness,  and  with  almost 
criminal  negligence  as  to  the  machinery 
they  were  adopting,  did  consent  to  avail 
themselves  of  a  criminal  organization, 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  their 
policy — did  consent  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  aid  of  a  certain  criminal  who  was 
pointed  out  to  them,  and  who,  having 
been  an  outrage-monger  in  the  past,  was 
the  man  to  put  them  down  in  the  future. 
I  am  well  aware  that  the  excuse  may  be 
made,  and  it  has  been  made  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, that  if  the  Government  had  known 
in  April  all  that  they  know  now,  they 
would  not  have  been  a  party  to  the  em- 
ployment of  Sheridan — they  would  have 
taken  care  to  repudiate  him.  ^Yell, 
what  did  they  know?  [Sir  William 
IlABOoiniT :  We  were  not  a  party  to  it.] 
That  ia  what  we  have  to  decide.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
appealed  to  his  own  professional  con- 
nection with  the  law.  I  should  like  to 
know  how  a  client  would  fare,  even  with 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 


powerful  advocacy,  if  it  were  admitted 
that  a  memorandum  was  given  to  him 
desiring  him  to  act  in  a  particular  way, 
and  that  he  did  so  act,  but  that  he  was 
not  a  party  to  the  statement  in  the 
memorandum  ?  What  did  they  know  in 
April  that  is  different,  except  in  degree, 
from  what  they  knew  now  ?  Did  they 
not  know  in  April  that,  in  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford,  Sheridan  was  going  about 
in  disguise  organizing  outrage  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  What 
I  said  was,  that  we  did  not  accept 
Sheridan.  We  did  nothing  with  re- 
gard to  Sheridan.  The  suspects  were 
released.  As  to  Sheridan,  nothing  was 
done. 

Mn.  GIBSON :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  forgets  the  debate 
that  occurred  here  at  that  time.  It  was 
not  suggested  that  the  Gt)vemment 
themselves  were  to  come  into  direct  con- 
tact with  Sheridan ;  but,  as  was  pointed 
out  by  the  then  Chief  Secretary,  the  offer 
was  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  who  knew  Sheridan,  would  employ 
him  upon  that  mission,  and  the  Govern- 
ment allowed  it.  I  pass  from  this  topic, 
asking  this  question — Did  the  Govern- 
ment ever  through  any  agency,  in  any 
speech,  or  in  any  letter,  indicate  to  any 

Serson  on  the  face  of  the  earth  that  they 
id  not  desire  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Citv  of  Cork  should,  when  he  was 
released,  make  use  of  the  services  of 
Sheridan  for  the  restoration  of  order  in 
Ireland  as  was  suggested  ?  I  do  not  de- 
sire to  go  into  the  knowledge  which  the 
Government  had  as  to  the  antecedents  of 
the  three  Members  of  Parliament  whom 
they  had  imprisoned  and  released,  and  as 
to  their  connection  with  different  organi- 
zations ;  but  the  conduct  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  is,  at  all  events,  open  to  this  obser- 
vation— that  when  persons,  no  matter 
what  their  position  might  be,  whether 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  or  not,  have 
been  imprisoned  for  even  one  day,  and 
have  been  detained  under  warrant,  some 
charged  with  intimidation  and  others 
with  treasonable  practices,  it  is  an  error 
to  look  to  them  to  support  the  law  for 
the  alleged  breach  of  which  they  have 
been  kept  in  confinement.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  endea- 
voured to  excuse  and  to  explain  away 
the  change  to  which  I  am  now  pointing, 
the  truth  of  which  he  has  not  denied ; 
but  I  would  indicate  my  views  of  the 
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change,  and  how  it  occurred.  As  we 
all  well  remember,  many  indiyiduals,  not 
only  in  this  House,  but  throughout  all 
the  country,  viewed  the  Kilmainham 
transaction  with  shame,  with  surprise, 
and  with  a  storm  of  indignation.  It  was 
the  general  opinion  of  the  Press  of  this 
country  immediately  after  that  transac- 
tion occurred  that  theQovernment  was  on 
its  last  legs,  and  the  Ministry  was  spoken 
of  with  indignation  and  contempt.  What 
was  it,  then,  that  brought  about  a  great 
change  in  public  feeling?  It  was  the 
murders  in  the  Phoonix  Park  and  the 
introduction  of  the  Crimes  Act  which 
rapidly  followed  upon  them.  It  was  those 
murders  which  enabled  the  Government 
to  change  their  front  and  to  bring  in  the 
Crimes  Act,  thereby  receding  from  a 
policy  always  wrong,  essentially  false 
and  foolish,  and  which  they  found,  would 
be  certain  to  cast  them  out  of  Office  if  per- 
sisted in.  No  doubt  a  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  Government  occurred  after 
those  murders;  and,  indeed,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  not 
attempted  to  deny  the  fact — on  the  con- 
trary, he  had  admitted  that  two  changes 
then  occurred — the  one  legislative,  and 
the  other  administrative.  One  change, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
says,  affected  the  police,  and  he  is  pleased 
to  say  that  I  shall  support  his  assertion 
with  regard  to  that  body.  I,  for  one,  do 
not  support  it.  From  the  time  that  I 
was  first  connected  with  the  Executive 
Government  of  Ireland,  and  as  long  as 
1  have  taken  part  in  public  affairs,  I 
have  always  regarded  the  Irish  police  as 
a  splendid  body  of  men,  loyal  in  them- 
selves, and  admirably  organized  and  ad- 
ministered, and  certainly  not  subject  to 
the  comments  which  have  been  made 
upon  them  so  freely  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  This 
is  a  very  important  point,  and  I  certainly 
do  not  wish  to  be  misapprehended  with 
regard  to  it.  I  never  said  a  word  against 
the  men  who  form  the  Irish  police.  I 
believe  them  to  be  the  finest  body  of 
men  in  the  world.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  if  he  remembers 
my  words  correctly,  will  see  that  I  was 
referring  simply  to  their  organization 
and  to  their  staff.  I  cast  no  aspersion 
on  them,  for  that  would  be  most  un- 
founded. 

Mk.  GIBSON :  I  never  thought  that 
was  the  case,  and  I  am  glad  to  have  given 
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the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
an  opportunity  of  stating  clearly  that  he 
had  no  desire  to  cast  any  reflection  upon 
the  personnel  of  the  Irish  police,  whom  I 
regard  as  being  loyal,  firm,  and  good 
men,  entitled  to  public  support  and  ap- 
proval. I  may,  however,  remark  that 
during  our  term  of  Office  I  never  heard 
it  stated  that  we  had  any  difficulty  in 
carrying  on  the  affairs  of  Ireland  owing 
to  the  defective  organization  of  the  police 
in  that  country ;  neither  am  I  aware,  at 
this  moment,  that  any  vital  change  has 
been  made  in  it.  What  is  this  brand 
new  organization  of  the  Irish  police  on 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  G-en- 
tleman  prides  himself?  I  know  nothing 
of  it.  It  has  never  been  submitted  to 
this  House,  and  it  has  not  been  effected 
by  any  Act  of  Parliament,  nor  does  it 
appear  in  any  administrative  Minute. 
Then  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man proceeds  to  praise  certain  public 
servants,  and  among  them  Mr.  Jenkin- 
son,  who  is  certainly  a  most  high  minded 
and  most  capable  public  servant,  for  his 
activity  and  zeal.  But  we  must  not 
forget  that  Mr.  Jenkinson  is  working 
with  weapons  which  were  not  at  the  dis- 
posal of  his  predecessors.  He  is  admi- 
nistering the  Crimes  Act,  while  his  pre- 
decessors had  to  administer  an  Act  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
himself  admits  was  not  very  effectual  in 
its  operation,  seeing  that  it  acted  very 
inadequately  and  unfairly.  I  do  not  go 
into  the  history  of  the  previous  Act.  I 
may  say  that  I  was  of  opinion,  and  am 
of  that  opinion  still,  that  there  was  a 
time,  shortly  after  the  passing  of  that 
Act,  when,  if  it  had  been  administered 
with  firmness,  courage,  and  resolution, 
it  would  have  worked  well.  I  will  not, 
however,  go  back  over  that  matter.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asserts 
that  these  changes  which  I  have  referred 
to  do  not  practically  indicate  any  change 
whatever  in  the  policy  of  the  Qt)vern- 
ment.  I  must,  however,  maintain  that  the 
time  of  the  introduction  of  the  Crimes 
Act  indicated  a  vital  change  in  their 
policy.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  was  perfectly  right 
when  he  declared  that  the  Government 
had  originally  intended  to  bring  in  the 
Crimes  Bill  after  the  Procedure  Hules 
had  been  passed,  and  that  the  change  in 
the  determination  of  the  Government,  as 
to  the  date  of  the  introduction  of  that 
measure,  was  brought  about  wholly  by 
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the  PhoBTiix  Park  mnrders.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked,  in  a  tri- 
umphant tone,  whether  the  release  of  the 
8UApect3  had  weakened  the  Irish  Ad- 
ministration. I  ask,  on  the  other  hand, 
whether  any  sane  man  would  helieve 
that,  if  the  suspects  had  been  released 
and  the  Crimes  Act  had  not  been  passed, 
the  state  of  Ireland  would  have  been 
what  it  is  at  the  present  moment  ?  The 
truth  is  that  the  radical  change  was  in 
the  time  of  the  introduction  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  and  in  the  character  of  that 
Act.  It  was  introduced  immediately, 
and  it  is  that  Act  alone,  and  not  the 
release  of  the  suspects  which  has  made 
Ireland  liveable  in  now,  and  which  has 
enabled  the  Government  to  undo  the 
demoralisation  which  was  caused  by  the 
Kilmainham  compact.  But  I  must  turn 
to  another  point.  I  paused  for  a  moment 
before  I  rose,  in  order  to  give  others  an 
opportunity  of  addressing  the  House 
upon  this  subject.  I  thought  it  probable 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  might  desire  to  speak 
upon  the  subject,  although  I  can  well 
understand  why  he  might  wish  to  defer 
his  observations  for  a  time.  I  looked, 
however,  specially  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  to  rise  and 
offer  a  statement  with  regard  to  this 
question.  Indeed,  I  am  satisfied  that 
this  debate  cannot  be  closed  in  any- 
thing like  a  satisfactory  manner  unless 
we  have  some  clear  statement  and  some 
explanation,  or,  at  all  events,  some 
speech,  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork.  I  have  myself  avoided 
up  to  this,  and  I  shall  continue  to  the 
end  to  avoid,  making  any  reference  to  a 
single  one  of  the  disclosures  which  have 
been  made  in  Dublin  within  the  last 
few  days.  We  do  not  want  these  dis- 
closures to  tell  us  many  of  the  charges 
which  have  been  made  in  the  Press,  on 
the  platform,  and  in  this  House  against 
the  Land  League  and  its  leaders ;  but  I 
think  that,  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  it  is  incumbent  upon  them,  if  they 
think  it  has  a  character  to  defend,  to 
come  forward  and  to  state  what  their 
views  are  with  reference  to  the  present 
state  of  things  in  Ireland.  I  have 
always  stated,  both  in  and  out  of  this 
House,  that  the  operations  and  the  ma- 
chinations of  the  Land  League  were  re- 
morseless, cruel,  and  cowardly.  They 
were  directed,  not  only  against  the 
landlords,  whom  they  have  defamed  and 


robbed,  but  against  their  poorer  and 
humbler  fellow-countrymen,  whom  they 
tried  to  dragoon  into  their  ranks.  It 
has  been  well  pointed  out  in  the  Press, 
within  the  last  few  days,  that  out  of 
57  agrarian  murders  which  were  per- 
petrated in  the  year  1881  and  the 
first  eight  months  of  l«82,  only  five  were 
committed  upon  landlords ;  while,  out 
of  145  attempts  to  murder,  only  10 
were  directed  against  landlords,  leaving 
the  horrible  majority  of  135,  which 
were  directed  against  the  humbler 
people,  for  whose  sake  it  was  said  they 
were  fighting.  lu  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Arnold  Forster,  which  has  recently  ap- 
peared in  Th0  7\m09,  it  is  pertinently 
stated  that  it  was  upon  the  poorer,  the 
most  defenceless,  and  the  most  tho- 
roughly Irish  section  of  the  population 
that  the  Land  League  waged  an  unre- 
lenting war,  and  whom  it  mutilated, 
murdered,  robbed,  and  terrorized  in  the 
interest  of  their  miserable  unwritten  law. 
Something  like  that  statement  has  been 
made  in  this  House,  and  I  should  be  glad 
to  think  that  there  was  some  explanation 
to  be  given  that  will  tone  it  down.  Per- 
haps the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  will  give  it  to  the  House.  At  all 
events,  we  might  be  given  some  ex- 
planation upon  the  sordid  topic  of  money. 
We  know  that  the  Land  League  are 
charged  with  having  sustained  "sus- 
pects," even  those  suspected  of  murder ; 
we  know  that  they  have  paid  the  expenses 
of  some  elections ;  we  know  that  they 
could  afford  to  start  a  newspaper ;  and 
it  has  been  openly  asserted  that  they 
have  subsidized  crime.  Is  it  not  time 
for  very  shame  there  should  be  some- 
thing in  the  shape  of  a  balance-sheet 
published  of  this  secret  service  money/ 
I  read  some  six  or  seven  weeks  ago  that 
a  sham  offer  was  made  of  a  sham  audit, 
saying  that  certain  persons,  who  were 
intimate  friends  of  the  treasurer  and  the 
organizers,  would  be  appointed  to  audit 
it.  We  have  not  been  favoured  even 
with  that  bogus  audit  of  a  balance- 
sheet.  From  time  to  time  publicity  has 
been  demanded,  and  the  parties  who 
could  give  information  have  been  chal- 
lenged and  taunted.  I  ask  in  .the  face 
of  recent  disclosures,  intensifying  ten- 
fold the  previous  demands  for  the  pub- 
lication of  that  balance-sheet,  is  there 
no  one  who,  for  his  own  credit,  will  de- 
mand that  some  statement  as  to  the  dis- 
posal of  this  secret  service  money  shall 
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be  submitted  to  the  honest  consciences 
of  his  country  ?  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  from  someone  where  the  money 
has  come  from  —  it  must  have  come 
from  some  place  —  which  has  sub- 
sidized these  horrible  butcheries  which 
have  disgraced  Ireland.  We  know,  from 
a  speech  recently  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr.  Trevelyan), 
what  part  some  articles  and  speeches 
may  have  had  in  fomenting  outrage. 
One  portion  of  that  speech  coDtained  his 
views  in  a  pithy  and  brief  way.  He 
said — 

**  Articles  and  speeches  are  just  as  much  part 
of  the  machinery  of  murder  as  sword-canes  and 
pistols'." 

Are  we  not,  therefore,  entitled  to  have 
from  every  part  of  the  House  repudia- 
tion of  language  that  may  lead  again  to 
outrage,  as  it  has  done  in  the  past? 
The  morning  after  the  frightful  catas- 
trophe of  the  Phoenix  Park,  a  Manifesto 
was  issued,  signed  by  three  well-known 
Gentlemen — the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  Mr.  Davitt; 
and  that  document  closed  with  the  state- 
ment that — 

'*  Until  the  murderers  of  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  and  Mr.  Burke  are  brought  to  jus- 
tice, that  stain  will  sully  our  country's  name." 

What  efforts  have  the  Land  League  and 
its  friends  made  to  remove  that  foul  and 
appalling  stain  on  the  honour  of  their 
country?  It  has  been  stated  in  the 
Press  that  it  had  been  proposed  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Land  League  to  offer 
£1,000  reward  for  the  discovery  of  the 
murderers.  The  Treasurer  did  not  com- 
ply with  that  request.  The  recent  dis- 
closures have,  more  than  ever,  called 
for  some  statement  as  far  as  may  be  of 
indignant  disclaimer,  at  all  events,  from 
those  who  only  can  give  that  contri- 
bution to  the  public  conscience  in  this 
grave  crisis.  If  this  agitation  had  been 
Constitutional,  it  would  have  been  in- 
nocuous. In  the  Provinces,  its  methods 
were  *'  Boycotting,"  outrage,  and  some- 
times murder ;  in  Dublin,  the  knife  and 
the  bullet.  Its  objects  do  not  appear  to 
have  been  very  high — to  secure  or  pre- 
vent the  payment  of  money  —  some- 
times black-mail,  and  sometimes  plun- 
der, aided  all  through  by  a  vast 
secret  service  fund.  The  veil  has  now 
been  rudely  torn  away,  and  every  man 
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in  this  country  who  reads  the  papers  can 
read,  with  painful  clearness,  the  horrible 
machinations  which  kept  the  people  of 
all  Ireland  in  a  fever,  and  which  ex- 
posed its  public  servants   to  jeopardy 
and  sometimes  to  death.     Opposed  to 
law  and  to  loyalty  and  to  liberty i^  that 
agitation  must    expect  to   be    harshly 
judged,  and  every  man  whose  name  at 
any  time  has    been   mixed  up   in   its 
organization  must  expect   to   come    in 
for  severe  criticism,  unless  he  repudiates 
its  baser  transactions.     It  is  one  of  the 
most  painful  and  degrading  things  pos- 
sible for  an  Irishman  to  read  the  words 
in  which  the  acts  of  these  bodies  are 
wrapped  up — ''patriots  making  history" 
—butchery  covered  with  the  euphemism 
of  "removal."     It  is  a  blasphemy  on 
the  name  to  caU  movements  like  this 
*'  national."   We  are  told  by  some,  even 
now,  that  if  the  cause  were  taken  away 
there  would  be  a  cure  for  these  appal- 
ling murders.    The  cause  that  should 
be  taken  away  would  be  the  immunity 
that  so  long  existed  to  render   these 
things  possible ;   and   anyone   who,   in 
the   face  of  the  present   crisis,   looks 
for  any  other  cause  for  these  murders, 
exposes  himself  to  the  charge  of  pal- 
liating  the   crime  and  apologizing  for 
the    criminals.      What  is  the   present 
state  of  Ireland?    Outrages  are  unques- 
tionably fewer;    but  it    is   due  to  the 
Prevention  of  Crimes  Act.    It  is  idle  to 
be  looking  about  and  imagining  other 
causes,  which  can  hardly  deceive  those 
who  imagine  them-      I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  intends  to  move  the  Amendment, 
of  which  he  has  given  Notice,  on  the 
Address  ;    but  it  is,    unquestionably  a 
tribute  to  that  Act,  and  if  he  does,  he 
may  depend  upon  it  he  must  listen  to  its 
terms  being  criticized  with  no  ordinary 
severity ;  because  he  has  put  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Notice  Paper  of  the  House 
of  Commons  that  I  am   not  sure   he 
would    like    to    commit    to    speech  or 
writing  outside  the  House.     The  facts 
in  the  past  two  years  speak  for  them- 
selves ;  but  the  law  is  now  a  terror  to 
evil-doers,  and  I  would  ask  those  who 
assail  its  administration  how  they  would 
have  administered  it ;  how  they  would 
have  coped  with  crime  stalking  through 
the  country ;  and  how  they  would  have 
answered  that  cry  to  heaven  for  justioe 
on  the  shedders  of  innocent  blood  ?     A 
hellish  organization  has  to  be  coped  with, 


449  Majesty' i  Most 


{February  20,  1883]  Graeiom  Speech,        450 


not  against  landlords,  as  we  are  told, 
but    against    the  people ;    not  against 
landlords  alien    in  creed,   but  against 
Catholic  families  of  the  oldest  Irish  blood. 
Thej  it  is  who  have  suffered  the  most. 
The  first  execution  that  took  place  in 
Dublin  after  the  passing  of  the  Crimes 
Act  caused  great  attention.     It  looked 
as  if  a  desperate  attempt  was  made  on 
that,  the  first  occasion  when  justice  had 
overtaken  one  charged  with  a  terrible 
crime,  to  discredit  the  Judge  and  the 
jury.     [Mr.  Parnell  :    The  Judge  dis- 
credited himself.]    I  paused  after  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  spoken,  in  order  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  rising.  .  I  would 
have  much  preferred  speaking  after  him ; 
but  when  I  sit  down,   or  later  iu  the 
debate,  he  can  take  part  in  it,  not  by 
interjection,  but  by  the  fullest  explana- 
tion.      What  is  the  .present  state  of 
feeling  in  the  country  ?  This  is  as  grave, 
important,  and  serious  a  question  almost 
as  that  of  outrage.     The  Prime  Minister 
came  back  to  Office,  honestly  and  sin- 
cerely believing  that  he  came  back  as 
the  Heaven-born  Minister  to  regenerate 
Ireland,  and  that  he  understood  and  had 
sympathy  with  the  country  ;  but,  looking 
back  upon  the  record  of  the  last  three 
years,  he  must  feel  that  many  of  his 
best  hopes  have  been  baffled,  and  that 
many    of    his    kindest    and  strongest 
ambitions    have    been    bitterly    disap- 
pointed.    A  fortnight  ago  I  was  speak- 
ing elsewhere.     I   then   read   extracts 
from    an    Irish    newspaper.    The  Irith 
Naiiim — a  paper  that  is  well  known  and 
is  written  with  considerable  ability.     I 
have  not  the  extracts  with  me  now,  so  I 
can    only  speak  from  recollection.      It 
stated  that  at  no  time  was  there  a  bitterer 
feeling  in  Ireland  toward  England  than 
at  present.     I  think  the  next  sentence 
went  on  to  give  the  dates  of  1862,  1867, 
and  1874,  and  then  went  on  to  state 
that  even  in  those  years  those  feelings 
were  not  stronger.    But  if  you  want  an 
index  to  quote  as  to  the  state  and  charac- 
ter of  the  public  spirit  among  many  of  the 
numerically  strong  classes  of  the  country, 
you  may  find  it  in  the  fact  that  the  man 
Carey,  who  was  examined  at  Kilmain- 
ham  Police  Court  on  Friday  and  Satur- 
day, was  elected  a  member  of  the  Dublin 
Corporation  —  [Mr.   T.   D.    Sullivan: 
For  Trinity  Ward] — mainly  because  he  1 
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had  been  a  "suspect."     ["Oh,  oh!"] 
Well,  that  is  the  ground  1  have  heara 
given  for  Carey's  election,  and  I  have 
also  heard  that  at  a  private  meeting  of 
the  Liberal  members  of  the  Corporation, 
to  elect  a  Lord  Mayor,  that  man  was 
within  three    votes  of   being   chosen. 
["  Oh,  oh  !  "]     I  do  not  know  whether 
that  is  true  or  not,  but  I  have  heard 
it    repeatedly    in    conversation   within 
the  last  few  days ;  but  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  belong  to  the 
Dublin  Corporation  can  clear  up   that 
matter  for  us.     Then,  again,  at  present 
there  is  a  vacancy  for  the  county  of 
Westmeath,  and  one  of  the  candidates 
for  it  is  Mr.  Harrington.     What  is  the 
claim  that  he  puts  forward  in  his  pithy 
address  ?    He  says  that  his  only  claim 
to  represent  the  county  of  Westmeath  is 
the  fact  that  he  is  a  defendant  in  a  Go- 
vernment prosecution.     That  is  at  pre- 
sent the  phase  of  public  feeling  and  of 
public  life  in  Ireland,  which  you  must 
realize  and  understand  before  you  pro- 
ceed to  theorize  and  dogmatize  on  the 
matter.     Within  the  last  few  years  you 
have  largely  penalized  the  position  of  the 
loyal,  and  largely  encouraged  the  dis- 
loyal ;  you  have,  in  turns,  prosecuted  and 
confederated  with  those  who  are  guilty 
of  sedition;  and,  at  last,  in  a  supreme 
moment,  you  are  driven  to  pass  a  Preven- 
tion of  Crimes  Act  to  restore  things  very 
much  to  the  state  in  which  you  found 
them  when  you  came  into  Office.     Now, 
in  preventing  national  shipwreck,  you 
will  be  supported  in  Ireland  loyally  by 
the  Party  of  law  and  order.    You  are 
entitled  to  their  support — ^you  are  not 
entitled  to,  and  you  cannot  expect,  their 
gratitude.     The  man  who   has  fanned 
the  flame  cannot  expect  to  be  held  as 
a  guardian  angel  when   he  comes  to 
extinguish  the  conflagration  which  he 
has  largely  helped.     The  present  con- 
dition of  affairs  iv  Ireland  cannot  be 
cured    either    easily    or    shortly.     Dis- 
loyalty, treason,  hatred  of  England,  are 
not  the  birth  of  yesterday,  although  their 
present  boldness,  or  rather  audacity  and 
intensity,  have  been  immensely  stimu- 
lated by  the  events  of  the  last  two  years. 
The  real  object  of  this  disloyal  move- 
ment is  separation  from  England.     The 
Prime  Minister    himself   realized  that 
fact  in  a  great  speech  which  he  ma^e 
about  a  year  and  a-half  ago.  nut  in  this 
House,   but  I  think   in  Liancashire  — 
when  he  said  that — 
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**  The  leaders  of  this  movement  were  march- 
ing through  rapine  to  the  disintegration  and 
dismemberment  of  the  Empire." 

From  time  to  time,  yielding  to  sadden 
impulsoB  and  sudden  promptings,  he  has 
forgotten  and  cast  aside  that  declara- 
tion ;  but  he  deliberately  put  it  forward 
a  year  and  a-half  ago,  and  it  contained 
a  great  and  pregnant  statement  of  the 
truth.  If  you  question  the  authority  of 
the  Prime  Minister  on  that  point,  you 
can  hardly  question  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  when  he 
used  in  Cincinnati,  on  February  23, 
1880,  the  words  which  I  have  quoted 
before  in  this  House,  and  which  cannot 
be  too  much  impressed  on  the  mind  of 
the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  said—* 

"  None  of  ns,  whether  we  be  in  America  or  in 
Ireland,  or  wherever  we  may  be,  will  be  satis- 
fied until  we  have  destroyed  the  last  link  which 
keeps  Ireland  bound  to  England." 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  state  out  of  what 
report  he  is  reading  the  passage  in  ques- 
tion ?  I  certainly  have  no  recollection 
of  it. 

Ma.  GIBSON  :  I  have  read  it  from  a 
report  of  my  own  speech  made  in  the 
last  debate  on  the  Address.  I  am  re- 
reported  fully  in  Hansard,  and  no  doubt 
it  is  familiar  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork. 

[Mr.  Pabnzll  interposed.      Crits  of 
Order!"] 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  I  am  in  possession  of 
the  House.  I  put  this  proposition  to 
the  hon.  Member — if  he  asks  me  what 
report  I  read,  I  will  read  the  words 
again— 

**  None  of  us,  whether  we  be  in  America  or  in 
Ireland,  or  wherever  we  may  be,  will  be  satis- 
fied until  we  have  destroyed  the  last  link  which 
keeps  Ireland  bound  to  England." 

If  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
tells  me  that  he  did  not  use  those  words 
in  America,  and  does  not  endorse  their 
meaning,  I  withdraw  the  statement. 

Mr.  PAENELL :  I  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  state 
from  what  report  he  is  quoting.  I  think 
that  is  a  fair  question  to  put,  because  he 
called  upon  me  to  deny  the  accuracy  of 
the  passage. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  I  must  leave  the 
House  to  judge.  Now,  to  prevent  all 
possibility  of  misunderstanding,  I  repeat 
that  that  is  a  portion  of  rather  a  longer 
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quotation  from  the  same  speech,  which 
I  made  deliberately  in  my  place  in  Par- 
liament a  year  ago,  and  which  is  to  be 
read  in  Hansard ;  and  the  only  answer 
the  hon.  Member  gave  is  this— that  bis 
curiosity  is  sufficiently  on  the  alert,  that 
he  would  like  to  know  where  it  is  re- 
ported. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  made  a  quotation  in 
my  absence,  while  I  was' in  prison,  and 
when  I  was  not  in  a  position  to  answer 
it.     I  am  not  responsible. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  will   endeavour  to 
find  out  one  of  the  numerous  papers  that 
reported  the  speech,  so  that  I  may  be 
enabled  to  send  it  to  him,  and  so  satisfy 
the  hon.  Member.     Now,  some  Badical 
supporters  of  the  Government — a  class 
for  whom  I  have  a  great  respect — some- 
times talk  of  being  true  to  their  prin- 
ciples, and  say  they  must  go  on  making 
legislative   changes  to  the  bitter  end. 
There  is  surely  a  time  for  everything ; 
there  is  a  time  for  being  consistent  to 
principle,  and  a  time  to  be  consistent  with 
prudence.  I  read  a  speech  lately  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone).   I  hardly  know  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  now  in  his  place.   Oh, 
yes!  he  is  there.     I  read  that  speech 
with  surprise  and  regret.     I  say  delibe- 
rately that,  in  my  opinion,  it  was  a  gra- 
tuitously mischievous  speech ;  and,  with 
a  considerable  knowledge  of  Executive 
Administration  in  Ireland,  I  further  say 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  was  not  relying 
on  his  name,  and  on  the  impunity  and 
importance  it  would  give  him,  he  dare 
not,  as  a  subordinate   Member  of  the 
Government,   have  made    that  speech. 
Again,  I  say,  that  as  far  as  his  name 
goes — for  as  regards  its  influence  it  is 
his  name  and  not  his  position  that  is  to 
be  considered — a  speech  more  calculated 
to  be  mischievous,  and  to  interpose  ob- 
stacles to  the  administration  of  affairs 
in  Ireland,  could  not  be  uttered.    For 
the  most  junior  and  most  subordinate 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  presume  to  come 
forward  and  criticize  the  Administration 
of  Ireland,  one  of  the  most  complicated 
Departments  of  the  Government,  with- 
out the  sanction,  and,  I  dare  to  say  it, 
without  the  approval  of  those  who  are 
answerable  for  it,  was  a  piece  of  poli- 
tical license  utterly  unknown  before  in 
our  public  affairs.  Will  the  hon.  Member 
venture  in  this  House  to  make  the  same 
speech  ?    I  will  venture  to  ask  him  these 
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questions.  Did  he  speak  that  language 
with  the  sanction,  or  against  the  sanc- 
tion, of  the  Irish  Qovemment  ?  Did  he 
helieye  or  know  that  he  was  strengthen- 
ing or  weakening  the  hands  of  Lord 
Spencer  or  the  Chief  Secretary?  Was 
there  reason  to  think  that  they  would 
desire  that  speech  to  be  made,  or  the 
reverse  ?  And  if  he  cannot  answer  those 
questions,  I  would  further  ask  whether 
it  can  be  denied  that  in  making  that 
speech  he  was  interposing  obstacles  to 
the  good  administration  of  Ireland  in  a 
time  of  extreme  difficulty,  and  that  ho 
was  doing  that  which,  in  the  case  of 
anybody  else,  would  have  brought  about 
very  summary  treatment  ?  If  Bad  real 
Gentlemen  who  make  such  speeches, 
and  talk  of  being  true  to  their  principles, 
would  merely  take  the  trouble  to  live 
in  Ireland  for  six  months,  they  might 
learn  to  be  a  little  prudent ;  if  they 
would  condescend  to  read  for  a  month 
some  of  the  national  literature  which 
stimulates  agitation,  they  might  acquire 
a  little  caution.  I  read  the  recent  speech 
of  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land— a  Xiiberal  of  the  Liberals,  without 
a  stain  on  his  escutcheon  —  a  speech 
which,  I  must  say,  although  differing 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  many 
things,  showed  a  statesmanlike  grasp  of 
some,  at  least,  of  the  difficulties  of  the 

Eroblem  now  before  him  ;  and  can  any- 
ody  living  in  England,  and  outside  of 
the  difficulties  of  that  problem,  take 
upon  himself  the  fearful  responsibility  of 
saying,  after  reading  that  speech,  that  he 
knows  the  case  better  than  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  does  ?  If  in  the  face, 
then,  of  the  impossibility  of  reconciling 
the  irreconcilable — in  face  of  the  present 
state  of  feeling  that  exists  in  the  country, 
you  have  further  serious  and  disturbing 
legislation  to  propose,  you  must  tend  to 
keep  up  the  ferment,  you  must  tend  to 
prevent  the  settling  down  of  the  country, 
and  to  prevent  its  attaining  the  security 
and  the  repose  which  may  prevent  it 
from  rapidly  drifting  to  a  worse  point. 
You  havo  strong  forces  upon  which  to 
rely  in  Ireland,  if  you  know  how  to  do 
it.  There  are  many  classes  who  are 
loyal,  regardless  of  all  Party,  who  were 
loyal  in  the  past,  and  are  loyal  to  Ire- 
land and  tho  Empire.  There  are  many 
classes,  not  to  be  found  in  one  political 
Party  alone,  who  are  true  to  tne  cause 
of  law  and  order.  There  are  many  who, 
aniniated    "by  tlie   highest    instinct   of 


patriotism,  believe  that  the  greatest 
boon  for  Ireland  now  is  to  assist  the 
advent  of  capital,  and  to  give  that  re- 
pose and  security  which  alone  will  cause 
capital  to  come  to  the  shores  of  Ireland. 
If  these  great  facts  are  recognized;  if 
agitation  is  kept  within  fair,  Constitu- 
tional limits ;  if  legislation  of  an  experi- 
mental and  trying  character  is  post- 
poned, at  all  events,  for  the  present ;  if 
justice  is  fearlessly  and  impartially  ad- 
ministered ;  if  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land is  administered  with  energy,  with 
courage,  with  justice,  with  sympathy — 
then  I  myself  would  hope  that  m  a  few 
years  this  country  would  find  that  Ire- 
land would  again  become  prosperous^ 
peaceable*  and,  I  trust,  loyal: 

Ma.  WARTON  said,  he  thought  the 
eloquent  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  required  an  explanation  from  at 
least  two  hon.  Members  in  the  House,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
(Mr.  H.  Gladstone).  It  also  contained  les- 
sons which  might  be  studied  with  advan« 
tage  by  all.  He  had  always  felt  that  one 
g^eat  fault  committed  in  that  House  was 
that  the  Government  were  not  called  to 
task  in  1880  for  their  refusal  to  re-enact 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  When  out- 
rages were  increasing,  not  by  dozens 
only,  but  by  hundreds,  when  they  ought 
to  have  summoned  Parliament  together 
and  at  once  passed  some  measure  to  re- 
establish the  pre-eminence  of  the  law, 
and  to  protect  the  sufferers,  they  did 
nothing.  Last  year,  upon  a  trumpery 
question  of  Procedure,  they  were  called 
together  for  an  Autumn  Sitting ;  while 
in  1880,  or  again  in  1881,  when  such 
terrible  deeds  were  heing  enacted  in 
Ireland,  no  remedial  measures  were  sug- 
gested. And  what  meanwhile  was  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  towards  the 
Land  League  movement  ?  One  Member 
declared  that  there  must  be  a  Land 
League,  while  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  foroe  was  no  remedy.  The  present 
state  of  Ireland  was  entirely  due  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  the  Home 
Secretary  was  unfair  in  endeavouring  to 
fasten  on  the  Conservative  Party  any 
share  in  the  failure  of  the  Protection 
Act.  It  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Oppo- 
sition to  suggest  a  policy,  but  to  support 
the  Government  in  the  crisis  in  which 
they  found  themselves.    This  was  done, 
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UBcl  it  could  not  be  made  a  charge 
against  them  now  that  they  had  not 
suggested  some  other  course.  He  was 
perfectly  ready  to  admit  the  good  con- 
duct of  the  Goyernment  whenever  they 
showed  any  vigour.  For  instance,  he 
fully  recognized  the  ability  and  perse- 
verance with  which  the  Home  Secretary 
carried  his  Bill  through  Parliament  in 
the  last  Session  ;  but  the  e£forts  of  the 
Government  were  made  too  late.  Had  the 
Prime  Minister  turned  his  attention  to 
the  Irish  difficulty  instead  of  to  Pro- 
cedure, which  he  seemed  to  have  on  the 
brain,  many  of  the  evils  which  befell 
Ireland  would  have  been  averted.  The 
right  of  search  under  that  Act  was 
made  stringent  by  the  operation  of  the 
majority  of  that  House  which  defeated 
the  Government.  It  was  absurd  to  look 
for  burglars  in  the  daytime.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  Ireland  could  never  be 
happy  and  prosperous  so  long  as  agita- 
tion was  fostered  by  remedial  legislation. 
And  he  would  like  to  ask,  had  the  Go- 
vernment made  up  their  minds  or  not  ? 
Had  they  finally  made  up  their  minds 
to  have  no  more  Irish  legislation  than 
they  had  already?  Had  thpy  any  more 
Arrears  Bills  in  view  ?  Had  they  any 
more  Land  Bills  ?  Was  this  continual 
agitation  to  be  stimulated  from  time  to 
time  by  fresh  conciliatory  measures  held 
out  to  the  agitators?  He  asked  the 
question  in  the  interest  of  Ireland.  He 
earnestly  hoped  that  they  would  have 
some  pledge  before  the  debate  closed 
that  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
bring  forward  any  more  measures  of  the 
description  of  the  Land  Act.  He  had 
listened  with  pleasure  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  in  which  he  had  said 
that,  notwithstanding  its  present  state, 
he  did  not  despair  of  the  future  of 
the  country.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  was 
sorry  to  say  he  could  not  share  in  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
hopes,  if  legislation  of  the  kind  they 
had  had  was  to  continue.  If  there 
was  to  be  any  hope  for  Ireland  the 
policy  of  confiscation  must  be  abandoned. 
Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  was  very 
glad  to  have  the  opportunity  of  follow- 
ing the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  "Warton),  because  he  had 
imparted  more  calmness  into  the  debate 
than  some  of  his  Predecessors  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House.     The  Amend- 


ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst),  which  had  been  moved  in  a  bril- 
liant and  sarcastic  speech,  of  course  waa 
not  meant  to  be  seriously  taken  by  the 
House.  The  very  words  of  that  Amend- 
ment were  more  or  less  sarcastic,  and 
such  as  it  was  impossible  to  adopt.  But 
there  were  other  reasons  why  they 
should  not  agree  to  such  an  Amendment. 
In  fact,  it  stigmatized  the  whole  action 
of  this  House  during  the  last  few  years, 
and  if  they  adopted  it,  it  would  be  equi- 
valent to  declaring  that  measures  had 
been  passed  in  this  House  by  lawless 
majorities  in  order  to  purchase  support. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  think  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  himself  fancied 
that  the  Amendment  would  be  adopted. 
Then,  what  possible  meaning  could  there 
be  for  his  appearance  at  this  moment  ? 
They  knew  that  the  country  generally 
was  greatly  excited  by  the  trials  going* 
on  in  Ireland,  and  no  doubt  the  Amend- 
ment had  been  put  forward  with  the 
object  of  raising  an  an ti -Irish  feeling^. 
[Mr.  ToMLUfsoN:  No,  no!]  But  the 
whole  Conservative  Party  were  not  cen- 
tred in  the  hon.  Member,  although  he 
said  **No,  no!"  on  their  behalf.  He 
maintained  that  the  Amendment  was  in- 
troduced to  make  as  much  political  capi- 
tal for  the  hon.  Member's  Party  as  pos- 
sible out  of  the  present  excitement, 
caused  by  the  trials  in  Dublin  which  re- 
called the  memories  of  the  dreadful  mur- 
ders in  Phoenix  Park,  and  if  it  was  sup- 
ported even  by  a  considerable  minority, 
such  an  exhibition  of  feeling  would  be 
in  the  highest  degree  injurious  to  the 
true  interests  of  Ireland  and  the  Empire 
generally.  Ireland  wns  very  much  in 
want  of  legislation,  and  any  such  Amend- 
ment as  this  introduced  into  the  Address 
to  Her  Majesty  would  make  the  people  of 
Ireland  believe  that  nothing  was  to  be 
done  for  them  this  Session.  It  was 
rather  curious  that  none  of  those  who 
had  spoken  had  dwelt  upon  the  present 
economic  condition  of  Ireland.  This 
was  a  very  important  point,  and  if  the 
Amendment  was  adopted,  it  would  be  a 
formal  repudiation  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  doing  anything  to  mitigate  the 
distress  which  existed,  and  which  should 
be  met  by  the  Government.  He  waa 
afraid  that  the  amount  of  the  distress 
was  very  much  undervalued  in  the 
House,  and  had  been  so  in  the  Address, 
and  on  the  part  of  the  public ;  and  for 
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this  reaaon — that  it  was  of  a  different 
tjpe  from  any  which   had  yet  taken 
place.     This  distress  arose  from  a  short 
potato  crop  and  the  want  of  employment 
for  labourers  in  Ireland.     The  Board  of 
Guardians  with  which  he  was  connected 
believed  with  him  that  there  would  be 
Teiy  great  distress  in  May  and  June.  It 
probably  would  not  be  for  a  long  period, 
or  amongst  the  larger  holders  of  land, 
bat  amongst  the  smaller  holders,  and 
those  occupying  no  land  at  all.     Unless 
the  GoTemment  took  early  steps  to  meet 
it,  it  would   very  seriously  affect  the 
country,  and  cause  very  g^at  eyils.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Qorst) 
and  others  who  thought  with  him  were 
very    desirous    that    the    Government 
should  not  grant  any  concessions  to  law- 
less agitation.     Ireland  was,  undoubt- 
edly, grateful  for  the  legislation  which 
had  been  given ;  but  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  while  the  agitation  was 
of  a  quiet  and  lawful  character  very  little 
indeed  was  conceded.    Mr.  Butt  always 
proceeded  on  Constitutional  principles, 
and  conducted  no  agitation ;  but  all  this 
resulted  in  no  concessions.    The  present 
Government  always  intended  to  do  some- 
thing for  Ireland,  and  when  they  took 
Office  were  steeped  to  the  lips  in  pro- 
mises; but  what  was  obtained  was  in 
consequence  of  the  agitation  conducted 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell).     However,  as  he  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Amendment  would  be  re- 
jected by  a  very  large  majority,  for  if  it 
was  not,  they  could  scarcely  look   for 
legislation  upon  such  questions  as  County 
Boards,  and  other  useful  measures.  They 
could  not  hope  for  any  very  large  Irish 
measure  this  oession ;  but  there  was  much 
useful  legislation  that  might  be  carried. 
The  Amendment,  he  believed,  was  sim- 
ply an  attempt  to  take  advantage  of  the 
passions  which  had  been  stirred  up  in 
the  English  mind,  and  naturally  so ;  but 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  take  a 
calm  and  steadfast  view  of  the  situation, 
and    reject    the    Amendment,   thereby 
showing  that,  even  in  the  midst  of  pas- 
sions, they  would  not  shut  their  eyes  to 
useful  legislation  for  Ireland. 

Ma.  T.  D.  SUliLIVAN  said,  he  had 
not  the  advantage  of  listening  to  the 
speech  of  the  Home  Secretary,  nor  did 
he  hear  the  whole  of  the  violent  and  in- 
flammatory speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin.  Someportion  of  the 


latter  speech  he  did  hear,  and  he  could 
not  remain  silent  during  the  debate.  Not 
only  did  he  consider  it  to  be  whiat  he  had 
described  it,  but  he  thought  the  time  of 
its  delivery  badly  chosen.     The  present 
was  a  time  of  great  excitement  and  of 
strong  feeling,  and  all  wise  men  in  that 
House  or  elsewhere  should  endeavour  to 
allay  those  passions.  It  was  the  duty  espe- 
cially of  a  legislator  to  conduct  himself 
in  a  manner  befitting  a  legislator,  and  not 
in  the  style  of  a  mob  orator.    What  was 
the  meaning  and  intent  of  all  the  noise 
and  passion  which  had  characterized  that 
speech  ?    Was  it  not  to  try  and  intimi- 
date that  House  from  doing  anything 
whatever  in  the  direction  of  concession 
and  conciliation  for  Ireland  ?    It  was 
an  effort  to  induce    the  House  to  do 
nothing  but  let  coercion  take  its  course 
— to  do  nothing  but  to  allow  free  play 
to    the    prison    and    the    halter.      It, 
therefore,  ill  became  a  Gentleman  oc- 
cupying the  responsible  position  of  the 
right  hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  to 
address  himself  to  the  Business  of  the 
House  in  such  a  temper  and  in  such  a 
spirit.     The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to  the  Assassination 
Committee  and  to  the  evidence  of  a  man 
named  James  Carey,  who  he  had  led  the 
House  to  believe  was  returned  to  the 
Dublin  Corporation  as  a  patriot  and  a 
politician.     Nothing  was  further  from 
the  fact,     This  man  was  not  known  in 
Dublin  beyond  some  limited  circle,  and 
he  did  not  become  a  candidate  upon  any 
political  g^unds,  but  merelv  as  a  work- 
ing man  who  practically  understood  such 
matters  as  paving  and  draining,  as  he 
proved  by  discovering  bad  workmanship 
in  the  case  of  a  Scotch  firm  who  had  ob- 
tained a  contract  in  Dublin.    But  this 
James  Carey  represented  Trinity  Ward 
—the  ward  which  contained  within  its 
very  centre  Trinity  College — and  so  he 
could  share  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  the  privilege 
of  being  called  the  Member  for  Trinity. 
James  Carey's  name  had  been  very  un- 
fairly introduced,  and  he  hoped  it  was 
without  due  deliberation  ;  but  the  object 
was  to  defame  the  Dublin  Corporation, 
and  to  throw  scandal  upon  a  body  of 
Members   in    that  House.      That    the 
intent  of  the  right  hon.   and   learned 
Gentleman  was  to  prevent  any  remedial 
measures  for  Ireland  was  shown  by  the 
ferocity  with  which  he  precipitated  him- 
self upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 

[Fourth  JTiyA/.] 


459 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Ber 


460 


(Mr.  H.  Gladstone),  who  recently  had 
had  the  courage  to  speak  words  which, 
^  young  as  he  was,  were  words  of  wisdom, 
and  who  had  the  insight  to  see  further 
than  older  men  into  the  heart  of  the  Irish 
Question.  The  eyes  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  were  not  darkened,  nor  was 
his  heart  corrupted  by  the  meanness  and 
trickery  of  Party  warfare  in  that  House ; 
he  had  uttered  words  which  had  pro- 
duced an  excellent  effect  in  Ireland,  and 
it  was  to  be  hoped  that  he  would  not 
be  intimidated  from  speaking  his  mind 
upon  the  Irish  Question  by  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  From  him  he  turned  to 
hon.  Members  behind  the  Government, 
and  asked  them  to  oppose  amelioration 
or  concession.  This  was  the  policy 
which  had  produced  all  the  evils  in  Ire- 
land. Was  there  no  need  of  reform  in 
Ireland?  Was  the  present  policy  at- 
tended with  such  happy  results  that 
there  was  no  need  of  inquiry  ?  Were 
the  people  so  content  with  the  existing 
state  of  things?  They  were  told  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  towards 
Ireland  was  that  of  a  man  who  had  set 
fire  to  his  house  and  then  took  credit  for 
putting  it  out.  There  was  a  great  deal 
of  truth  in  that  remark ;  but  it  applied 
to  both  Parties,  who  got  up  disaffection 
and  rebellion  in  Ireland  and  then  put 
them  down  in  blood.  He  asked  the 
House  and  the  people  of  this  country  to 
ffive  ear  to  the  weighty  words  spoken 
by  James  Oarey  in  Kilmainham  Court- 
house, when  he  said  that  he  joined  the 
Assassination  Committee  when  the  coun- 
try was  in  a  bad  state,  when  coercion  was 
in  full  force,  when  the  popular  leaders 
were  in  prison,  and  anyone  might  be 
put  into  prison — at  a  moment  when  he 
despaired  of  obtaining  redress  by  Consti- 
tutional means ;  and  he  added  that  but 
for  that  the  Committee  would  not  have 
had  so  many  recruits.  These  words  bore 
the  stamp  of  truth;  they  echoed  the 
feeling  of  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
Irishmen,  and  proved  that  it  was  mis- 
rule which  had  driven  men  into  these 
confederacies.  What  brought  the  As- 
sassination Committee  into  existence, 
which  was  alleged  to  have  instigated 
these  fearful  crimes,  which  every  Irish- 
man as  every  other  man  of  whatever 
country  regarded  with  feelings  of  horror? 
The  Coercion  Act  was  its  mother,  and  the 
light  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  might  claim  its  paternity. 

Mr.  Z  D.  Sullivan 


The  lesson  which  the  terrible  deeds  of 
the  Assassination  Committee  conveyed 
was  that  instead  of  coercion  it  was  a 
different  treatment  which  Ireland  re- 
quired. The  late  Coercion  Act  had 
done  harm.  The  present  Coercion  Act 
would  do  more.  As  long  as  human 
nature  was  what  it  was  so  long  would 
coercion  and  oppression  lead  to  reprisals 
which  all  right-minded  men  would  de- 
plore. It  was  the  old  story.  He  would 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  who  wished  to  form 
a  correct  idea  of  the  past  and  present  of 
Ireland  not  to  be  led  away  by  passion, 
but  to  read  the  history  of  Ireland  by 
Mr.  Spencer  Walpole,  published  within 
the  last  month  or  two.  The  book  was 
not  written  for  Party  purposes.  The 
author  stated  only  plain  facts,  leaving 
the  reader  to  draw  his  own  conclusions. 
Speaking  of  the  state  of  things  between 
1760  and  17(58,  Mr.  Walpole  said— 

''The  grieFances  of  the  peasantry  and 
fanners  were  refused  a  hearing,  and  the  policy 
of  coercion  was  carried  out,  with  the  natural 
result  that  the  mischief  of  discontent  was 
driven  in  upon  the  system  to  grow  into  dis- 
affection and  rebellion." 

The  world  knew  now  that  coercion  was 
not  favourable  to  the  interests  of  peace 
in  Ireland,  and  that  it  only  prepared 
the  ground,  and  sowed  the  seed  of 
greater  evils.  Some  time  it  would  be 
their  duty  to  read  to  the  House  extracts 
from  the  speeches  for  which  men  had 
been  sent  to  prison.  There  was  no 
safety  in  Ireland  for  men  who  criticized 
the  acts  of  the  Administration  or  the 
policy  of  the  Qovernment.  The  only 
safety  they  could  have  was  if  they 
choose  to  turn  Tory  and  mount  a  Con- 
servative platform.  Then  they  might 
abuse  the  Government  to  their  hearts' 
content ;  they  might  criticize  their 
policy,  describe  the  Land  Act  as  confis- 
cation and  plunder,  and  charge  them 
with  setting  the  house  on  fire  in  order 
to  put  it  out  again.  Let,  however,  a 
man  not  speak  from  any  standpoint  of 
Party,  attempting  to  get  from  the  cold 
shades  of  Opposition  to  the  sweets  of 
Office,  but  speak  as  an  Irishman  who 
wished  to  do  his  share  towards  alleviating 
the  griefs  and  misfortunes  of  his  people 
— the  Executive  would  take  his  words 
up,  put  the  gloss  of  a  Castle  lawyer 
upon  them,  and  send  him  to  prison  for 
so  speaking.  They  had  been  told  that 
evening  that  a  gentleman  would  be  upon 
those  Benches  in  a  short  time,  sent  ther^ 
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by  tbe  fanners  of  Westmeath  to  repre- 
sent them.     He  was  now  lying  on  a 
plank  bed  undergoing  sentence  for  an 
alleged  attempt  to  intimidate  those  same 
farmers.     A  falser  charge  could  not  be 
imagined ;  but  to  be  charged  with  any- 
thing by  a  lawyer  who  had  been  sent 
from  tbe  Castle  was  to  be  sent  to  prison. 
He  had  been  by  the  side  of  Mr.  Har- 
rington when  he  made  the  speech  for 
which  he  was  now  suffering.      The  ten- 
dency of  the  speech  had  been  kindly 
and  sympathetic  with  the  farmers  and 
people  of  the  county.     He  knew  Mr. 
Harrington  had  no  desire  or  intention  to 
intimidate  any  man.    No  one  had  seen 
any  intimidation  in  his  language  except 
three  or  four  policemen.    Why  had  they 
not  brought   up  some  of  tbe  farmers 
alleged  to  have  been  intimidated  ?  [Mr. 
BiQOAR :    Hear,  hear !]    No  one  save 
two  or  three  brilliant  and  highly  intelli- 
gent policemen  had  been  brought  up  to 
testify  that  his  words  had  been  woras  of 
intimidation.  Absolutely  there  had  been 
only  one  word  on  which  the  Government 
founded   its  case;   that  was  the  word 
*'  agitation."     The    Government    had 
chosen  to  put  a  man  on  his  trial  for  using 
that  word,  and  the  result  was  that  he  was 
undergoing  two  months'  imprisonment 
in  Mullingar  Gaol.     He  would  ask  the 
House  of  Gk>mmons  to  keep  its  temper 
and  its  judgment  clear  in  the  matter, 
and  to  go  along  the  true  path  for  ending 
the  troubles  in  Ireland.    That  path  was 
i;ot  the  path  of  coercion  or  the  suppres- 
sion of   public    liberty,   but    was    the 
path  of  justice  to  the  people.     They 
had  been  told  not  to  give  any  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  until  they  were  assured  that  they 
would  not  make  a  bad  use  of  it.     That 
was  a  sort  of  excuse  which  might  go 
on  for  ever.     They  might  as  well  pre- 
vent Irish  boys  from  learning  to  read 
and  write,    because   they  might    turn 
their  knowledge  against  the    Govern- 
ment. There  was  no  doubt  that  amongst 
the  many  foes  that  British  power  had  in 
Ireland  the  moat  potent  were  the   26 
letters  of  the  alphabet.      They  asked 
only  for  what  was  just  and  fair  in  Ire- 
land.   They  pleaded  for  no  immunity 
for  criminals.     They  asked  if  crime  was 
to  be  punished  as  it  ought  to  be  that  the 
injustice  and  oppression  which  bred  that 
cnme  should   be  dealt  with  also.     He 
hoped  that,  notwithstanding  the  inflam- 
matory appeals  of  Gentlemen  like  the 


right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for^the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  the 
House'  of  Commons  would  be  wise  and 
just  enough  to  read  the  lesson  aright  and 
do  justice. 

Mr.  TOMUNSON  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  T. 
D.  SuUivan)  might  have  been  addressed 
to  the  House  on  the  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  rather 
than  on  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
House.  It  did  not  seem  to  him  (Mr. 
Tomlinson)  to  be  exactly  germane*  to 
the  matters  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  had 
brought  before  them,  and  which  had 
been  so  admirably  dealt  with  by  the 
right  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).  He 
wished  to  say  that,  because  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan)  had  alluded  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  speech,  of 
which  he  admitted  he  bad  only  heard 
a  portion.  Under  those  circumstances, 
he  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  thought  he  was  not 
justified  in  referring  to  that  speech  in 
the  way  he  had  done.  He  considered 
that  somebody  on  that  side  of  the  House 
should  reply  to  the  suggestion  which 
had  been  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  sitting  opposite  (ColonelNolan), 
that  the  Amendment  was  brought  for- 
ward with  the  object  of  making  capital 
for  the  Conservative  Party.  Seeing  the 
forbearance  which  had  been  shown 
during  the  anxious  period  through  which 
the  country  had  passed  in  reference  to 
Irish  affairs,  it  was  hardly  fair  that  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House,  who  brought  forward  Besolutions 
in  favour  of  preserving  law  and  order, 
should  be  charged  with  endeavouring 
to  secure  mere  Party  advantages.  The 
answer  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  had  given  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
might  be  described,  in  technical  and 
legal  language,  as  consisting  of  confession 
and  avoidance.  Tbe  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  excused  the  failure 
of  the  Government  on  two  gprounds — 
firstly,  on  the  gpround  of  inefficient  or- 
ganization of  the  police  force;  and, 
secondly,  on  the  ground  of  legislative 
failure.  The  first  had  been  so  ably 
dealt  with  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Member  for  the  Universitj  of  Dublin 
that  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  (Mr. 
Tomlinson)  to  refer  to  it  again  ;  but  with 
regard  to  the  second  ground  of  excuse, 
he  might  remark  that,  if  proper  mea- 
sures were  not  employed  for  preserving 
law  and  order  in  Ireland,  the  Govern- 
ment was  clearly  to  blame.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
had  endeavoured  to  throw  the  blame  on 
the  House,  and  had  contended  that,  if 
the  Conservative  Party  disapproved  of 
the  measures  which  were  brought  for- 
ward, they  ought  to  have  opposed  them 
at  the  time.  The  reason  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  did  not  oppose  those  measures 
was  that  they  were  proposed  by  the 
responsible  Government,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  those  who  were  unable  to  take 
Office  themselves  to  acquiesce  in  the 
view  put  forward  by  thp  Government  of 
the  day  in  the  course  of  its  administra- 
tion. But  there  were  many  occasions 
when  the  Opposition  did  not  scruple  to 
express  anxiety  and  hesitation  with  re- 
gard to  that  measure.  He  might  allude 
to  the  action  of  his  learned  and  honoured 
Predecessor,  Sir  John  Holker,  whom  he 
had  heard,  in  thoughtful  and  eloquent 
language,  express  his  anxiety  that  the 
Government  should  be  so  administered 
that  hundreds  of  men  were  detained  in 
prison  without  trial  and  without  any 
charge  being  made  against  them.  On 
one  occasion  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman remarked  that  it  was  a  state  of 
things  unexampled  in  the  history  of  the 
country.  The  Party  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  however,  could  do  nothing  but 
acquiesce  in  a  proposal  so  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Government  of  the  day. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  had  asked  whether  the  re- 
lease of  the  ''  suspects  "  had  caused  an 
accession  of  outrages.  Well,  it  so  hap- 
pened that  some  of  the  worst  outrages 
took  place  before  the  ''suspects"  were 
released ;  but  the  only  one  which  brought 
the  country  to  a  real  sense  of  the  gravity 
of  the  situation  took  place  afterwards. 
He  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  if  he  were  in 
his  place,  whether  the  noble  Lord,  who 
was  so  much  respected  in  that  House,  and 
who  was  the  victim  of  so  foul  a  crime 

5 Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  went  to 
reland  to  increase  the  power  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  coercion?  He 
(Mr.  Tomlinson)  believed  he  went  there 
in  the  vain  belief  that  conciliation  was 
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still  the  remedy  for  Irish  troubles ;  and 
that  it  was  not  until  the  terrible  crime 
of  which  he  was  a  victim  occurred,  the 
Government  became  conscious  that  a 
strong  measure  of  coercion  was  required. 
To  say  that  the  Government  had  such  a 
measure  ready,  and  yet  to  propose  to 
postpone  it  until  after  the  Procedure 
Kulea  had  been  considered,  showed  that 
the  Government  was  really  not  in  ear- 
nest. Thoy  were  told  in  Her  Majesty's 
?racious  Speech  that  the  condition  of 
reland  was  improving.  He  sincerely 
wished  he  could  agree  with  the  senti- 
ment; but  when  they  considered  the 
revelations  made  last  Saturday,  and 
when  they  read  in  the  newspapers  that 
a  crowd  of  Irishmen  cheered  the  pri- 
soners as  they  went  from  the  Court,  he 
felt  that  he  could  not  concur  in  that 
paragraph.  He  thought  that  the  gravity 
of  the  situation  in  which  they  found 
themselves  ought  to  free  them  from  any 
charge  that  the  Motion  before  them  was 
brought  forward  for  purely  Party  pur- 
poses, and  that  no  hon.  Member  ought 
to  impute  such  motives.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  support  the  present  Motion  on 
any  ground  of  that  character.  But  he 
did  hope  that  there  would  be  such  a 
feeling  shown  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  as  would  convince  the  country 
that  they,  as  a  Party,  had  acquiesced  in 
the  Government  proposals  from  patriotic 
motives ;  and  that  if  they  had  abstained 
from  embarrassing  the  Government,  they 
did  not  approve  of  all  their  measures^ 
and  did  not  refrain  now  from  expressing' 
their  opinion  concerning  them. 

Me.  STUART- WORTLEY  said,  that 
the  abstention  of  Liberal  Members  from 
the  debate  was  very  significant  of  the 
way  in  which  the  Government  and  their 
supporters  had  lately  been  in  the  habit 
of  meeting  charges  of  the  extremely 
serious  nature  of  that  which  formed  the 
gravamen  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  Amendment.  The  Government 
stood  charged  with  having  purchased 
the  support  of  persons  disaffected  to 
Her  Majesty's  rule  by  concessions  to 
lawless  agitation  ;  and  the  way  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  think  it  right  to 
meet  it  was  with  their  supporters  to 
stand  by  and  do  their  utmost  to  secure 
the  collapse  of  the  debate.  That,  at 
best,  was  a  crafty  and  disingenuous 
policy,  and  one  which  would  not  recom- 
mend itself  much  to  the  constituenoiest 
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The  Govemment  deceived  themselyes  a 
good  deal  if  they  imagined  that  the 
proceedings  of  to-day  would  escape  the 
pahlio  ohservation.  This  was  not  the 
first  time  that  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
remment  had  tried  what  might  he  called 
a  malicious  silence,  in  order  that  the 
issue  before  the  House  might  be  taken 
in  a  manner  deceptive  to  the  public,  as 
not  representing^  thoroughly  the  true 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  subject  in 
hand.  The  Government,  when  a  charge 
was  made,  had  other  ways  in  which 
they  were  given  to  meeting  it.  It  had 
been  found  convenient  for  the  Home 
Secretary  to  meet  the  present  charge  in 
the  old  familiar  way  of  entirely  ignoring 
its  exact  nature,  inventing  a  completely 
different  charge,  and  expending  enor- 
mous energy  and  superabundant  elo- 
quence in  destroying  this  different 
charge.  What  was  it  that  the  indig- 
nation of  the  Home  Secretary  was  so 
laboriously  vented  on  ?  Upon  the  charge 
that  the  Government  had  knowingly 
accepted  the  services  of  men  who  were 
guilty  of  assassination  conspiracies.  No 
such  charge  was  dreamt  of.  All  the 
charge  which  was  made  was  that  the 
man  Sheridan,  of  whose  services  the 
Government  availed  themselves — and 
they  would  continue  to  say  availed  them- 
selves, despite  the  almost  jocular  denials 
of  the  Government — was  a  man  who 
they  always  said  the  Government  ought 
to  be  careful  in  their  dealings  with,  and 
of  whom  their  own  Colleague  in  a  formal 
Memorandum  stated  that  he  had  infor- 
mation that  he  had  been  engaged  in 
the  promotion  and  manufacture  of  out- 
rages in  the  disturbed  parts  of  Ireland. 
No  one  knew  better  than  the  Home  Se- 
cretary that  the  charge  now  made  was 
quite  distinct  from  the  charge  that  the 
Government  had,  in  May  last,  knowledge 
that  Sheridan  was  engaged  in  conspiracies 
that  it  was  now  supposed  he  was  then 
engaged  in.  The  Home  Secretary  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  to  be  in 
doubt  somewhat  as  to  his  line  of  de- 
fence. He  first  resorted  to  the  weapon 
he  had  alluded  to,  of  overstating  the 
charge  against  himself,  in  order  that  in 
argument  he  might  dispose  of  the  excess, 
and  so  seem  to  be  disposing  of  the 
whole.  He  then  asked—**  Why  should 
not  the  Government  have  availed  itself 
of  the  use  of  Sheridan?''  But  they 
asked — Did  they  or  did  they  not  make 
use  of  Stieridan?    Both  lines  of  defence 


had  been  adopted.  Why,  the  Homo 
Secretary  was  not  ashamed  to  shelter 
himself  behind  a  technical  plea  for  avail- 
ing himself  of  the  services  of  Sheridan — 
the  plea,  namely,  that  he  had  no  offi- 
cial knowledge  of  him,  for  the  warrants 
under  the  Protection  Act  did  not  run  in 
England.  That  was  a  defence  which 
he  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  was  glad  to 
see  commended  itself  very  little  to  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  and  evoked  a  very 
feeble  cheer  from  Government  sup- 
porters. Could  not  the  Home  Secretary 
reflect  that  what  Sheridan  was  said  to 
be  engaged  in  was  an  offence  against 
part  of  the  Common  Law  of  both  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  he  could  have 
been  arrested  for  it  in  England  without 
any  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act  ?  The  Home  Secretary  had  know- 
ledge of  the  career  of  this  man,  and  he 
was  bound  to  beware  .that  Sheridan  did 
not  transfer  his  base  of  operations  to  Eng- 
land, where,  if  he  had  been  caught,  he 
might  have  been  brought  to  justice  with- 
out the  intervention  of  any  exceptional 
legislation  or  departure  from  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  law.  Ever  since  the 
resignation  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary, 
it  had  been  practically  idle  and  puerile 
to  deny  that  the  Government  were  fully 
prepared  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
services  of  this  man  Sheridan.  The 
Government  were  charged  in  the  Amend- 
ment with  errors  in  their  policy  towards 
Ireland;  and  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  overstate  the  gravity  of  those  errors, 
and  the  nature  of  them  had  over  and 
over  again  been  made  known.  Two 
illustrations  occurred  to  him  which 
might  yet  serve  to  bring  home  to  the 
minds  of  those  who  doubted  something 
in  the  nature  of  what  it  was  they  meant. 
The  House  was  already  familiar  with 
the  memorable  words  in  which  the  Prime 
Minister  expressed  his  opinion  as  to  the 
ultimate  cause  that  led  to  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church.  At  a  sub- 
sequent period,  those  words  received  an 
equally  familiar  commentary  or  gloss, 
and  since  then  it  had  not  been  lawful 
for  anyone  to  say  that  an  attack  on 
a  prison  in  England  was  the  final 
occurrence  that  caused  the  Disestab- 
lishment of  the  Irish  Church.  But, 
however,  he  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  found 
the  same  thing  repeated  in  the  last 
month  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
speaking  to  his  constituents  at  Liskeard, 
where  he  said  distinctly  that  the  Dis- 
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establishment  of  the  Irish  Church  was 
because  the  discontent  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple culminated  in  an  attack  on  an  Eng- 
lish prison.  That  was  one  way  in  which 
Ireland  had  been  allowed  to  have  ex- 
pectations. Another  supporter  of  the 
Government  used  the  argument  that  the 
present  state  of  things  would  not  have 
come  about  if  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment had  dealt  with  the  difficulty  by 
even  a  moderate  Land  Bill.  Well,  it 
seemed  to  him  that,  either  knowingly 
or  unknowingly,  arguments  such  as 
that  served  well  to  reveal  the  vice 
that  seemed  to  pervade  the  system  of 
Irish  government.  Once  they  admitted 
there  should  be  a  moderate  Land  Bill 
at  one  time  and  an  immoderate  Land 
Bill  at  another,  they  admitted  the  whole 
of  the  charges  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend.  It  meant  that  when  the  country 
was  filled  with  agitation  and  turbulence, 
then  they  would  bring  in  a  confiscatory 
Land  Bill;  but  while  Ireland  was 
peaceful,  they  contented  themselves  with 
a  much  smaller  measure  of  what  was 
called  justice  to  Ireland.  He  could  not 
conceive  anything  more  calculated  to 
disabuse  the  Irish  people  of  the  idea 
that  the  Imperial  Government  treated 
their  claims  with  justice.  They  had  been 
told  that  night  that  this  was  an  Amend- 
ment of  an  embarrassing  nature,  and 
that  the  House  should  not  entertain  it, 
for  although  it  conveyed  censure  upon 
the  Government  it  had  not  been  moved 
by  the  recognised  exponents  of  the 
policy  of  the  Opposition ;  and,  lastly, 
they  were  told  it  ought  not  to  commend 
itself  to  the  judgment  of  the  House, 
because  it  related  to  bygone  transac- 
tions. But  how  could  they  criticize  a 
Government  without  causing  embarrass- 
ment. The  more  a  Government  deserved 
criticism  the  more  it  would  be  embar- 
rassed ;  and  how  could  they  direct 
criticism  to  their  future  policy  ?  They 
must  criticize  bygone  transactions ;  and 
had  a  Government  never  been  upset  on 
a  Motion  originating  in  the  action  of  an 
independent  Member  ?  Why,  the  exist- 
ence of  a  Government  had  often  de- 
pended on  the  Motion  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber. They  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  cause  to  be  grateful  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham ; 
and  if  there  was  any  doubt  on  the  other 
side  as  to  this  Amendment  receiving  the 
support  of  all  Conservatives,  that  doubt 
would  soon  be  dispelled.    There  would 
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be  no  division  in  their  ranks  as  to  their 
duty  to  support  the  significant  words  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  BULWER  said,  he  was  some- 
what surprised  that  when  attacks  were 
made  on  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Qt)vern- 
ment,  hon.  Members  opposite  should 
listen  to  the  charges  in  silence,  and  not 
have  a  word  to  say  in  reply.  Consider- 
ing the  great  ability  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, he  was  disappointed  at  the  answer 
given  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman— the  only  answer  they  had  yet 
heard— to  the  charges  brought  against 
the  Government.  He  had  never  listened 
to  a  speech  which  fell  so  short  of  the 
occasion.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  obviously  put  forward  by 
the  Government  as  their  best  foot ;  but 
if  he  were  their  best  foot,  he  thought 
the  country  would  not  be  satisfied  with 
the  progress  the  Government  had  made. 
The  Home  Secretary  started  with  the 
admission  that  the  Government  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  policy  pursued  in  Ire- 
land before  last  April,  and  that  this 
policy  had  failed  to  put  down  crime ;  and 
he  adduced  two  reasons  for  the  failure. 
The  first  and,  as  he  said,  the  main  rea- 
son was  the  deficient  organization  of  the 
police ;  and  the  second  was  that  when  it 
became  obvious  that  crime  must  be  put 
down,  the  most  appropriate  legislation 
had  not  been  resorted  to.  These  two 
admissions  went  a  very  long  way  to 
make  out  the  case  brought  against  the 
Government  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
He  would  briefly  deal  with  these  two 
allegations.  As  to  the  first,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  the 
fault  was  not  confined  to  his  own  Go- 
vernment, but  was  equally  shared  by 
the  late  Administration.  An  obvious 
answer  was  that,  at  all  events,  the  pre- 
vious Government  found  that  the  organ- 
ization of  the  police  was  amply  sufficient 
for  the  good  government  of  Ireland  in 
their  time,  and  the  present  Government 
were  three  years  in  Office,  with  crime 
increasing  every  day,  before  they  dis- 
covered that  the  organization  was  defi.- 
cient.  With  regard  to  the  most  ap- 
propriate legislation  not  having  been 
adopted,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ventured  to  say  that  for  this 
the  House  rather  than  the  Government 
were  responsible,  just  as  he  said  the 
late  Government  were  to  blame  for  the 
deficient  organization  of  the  police.  But, 
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he  woald  ask,  did  the  ri^ht  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seriously  expect  the 
country  to  accept  these  excuses  ?  The 
Hooae  was  next  told  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  up  their  minds  before 
the  rifcht  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  left  the  Ministry 
to  carry  the  legislation  which  was  sub- 
sequently proposed.  ''The  Bill/'  said 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
'*wa8  all  prepared."  He  would  deal 
with  this  point  by-and-bye,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  he  would  like  to  say  one 
word  in  reference  to  the  Elilmainham 
Treaty,  or  negotiation,  or  transaction,  or 
whatever  it  was  to  be  called.  All  hon. 
Members  were  aware  that  before  the 
Kilmainham  transaction  took  place  there 
had  been  some  other  transactions,  which 
were  not  forgotten.  They  remembered 
what  was  called  the  Errington  Mission. 
That,  too,  had  been  denied  ;  but  he 
thought  that  impartial  historians  would 
hereafter  treat  the  Errington  Mission 
and  the  Kilmainham  Treaty  as  un- 
doubted facts,  and  might  also,  perhaps, 
compare  the  temper  which  prompted  the 
Prime  Minister  in  these  transactions 
with  the  temper  which  prompted  the 
Goddess  Juno,  when  baffled  in  her  in- 
trigues during  the  Trojan  War,  to  ex- 
claim in  her  vexation — 

"  Flectere  ri  neqaeo  Bnperos  Acheronta 
movebo." 

Which,  from  the  mouth  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  might  be  freely  translated 
thus — 

'^  If  I  can't  bend  the  Pope,  I'll  square  Famell." 

The  Home  Secretary  had  mentioned  three 
alternative  conditions  on  which  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford relied.  The  first  was  that  the 
Government  should  receive  from  the 
"suspects"  who  were  about  to  be  re- 
leased a  public  promise  to  be  of  good 
behaviour.  The  assurances  given  were, 
said  the  Home  Secretary,  satisfactory 
to  the  Gh>vemment,  but  they  were  not 
satisfactory  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford.  Upon  that  point  alone  they 
were  told  did  any  difference  of  opinion 
exist.  Bat  when  those  *'  suspects  "  re- 
returned  to  the  House,  they  ostenta- 
tiously informed  the  House  that  they 
had  given  no  assurances  whatever,  and 
intended  to  give  none.  So  far  the  an- 
swer of  the  Home  Secretary  to  this 
Amendment  was  eminently  unsatisfac- 


tory. The  second  alternative  was  that 
the  peace  of  the  country  should  be 
assured.  But  the  Home  Secretary  had 
said,  with  great  pathos,  that  that  was  an 
impossible  condition.  The  third  condition 
was  fresh  powers  to  the  Government. 
Upon  that  question  we  were  told  there 
was  no  difference  of  opinion  in  the  Cabi- 
net. Thus  the  question  was  reduced  to 
a  narrow  compass,  and  the  inference 
was,  if  the  explanation  of  the  Home 
Secretary  was  accepted,-  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  reason  why  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  should  have 
left  the  Government  at  all.  The  Home 
Secretary  had  endeavoured  to  show  that 
there  had  been  no  change  in  their  Irish 
policy,  and  his  whole  speech  had  been 
a  defence  of  everything  they  had  done 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end ;  but  if 
the  policy  of  the  Government  had  been 
right  throughout,  why  did  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  leave  them  ?  If 
the  Government  were  of  opinion  that 
everything  they  had  done  was  right,  that 
was  the  best  possible  reason  why  the 
House  should  affirm  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  see 
that  they  did  not  do  the  like  again. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
must  express  his  regret  that  at  a  critical 
time  when  they  ought  to  be  trying  to 
improve  the  state  of  Ireland,  and 
strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who  were 
doing  their  very  best  for  the  country, 
they  should  be  wasting  their  time  in 
mere  recriminations  about  the  past, 
the  discussion  of  which  could  serve 
no  object  save  the  revival  of  hostilities 
between  the  two  great  Parties  in  the 
House,  and  the  advancement  of  the 
aims  of  those  who  were  the  enemies  of 
all  good  government  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. The  Amendment  before  the  House 
was  a  distinct  Party  attack.  The  revela- 
tions of  the  last  few  days  had,  no  doubt, 
made  a  great  many  people  think  that  as 
a  matter  of  policy  the  view  taken  by  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  of  the  state  of  Ire- 
land in  May  last,  showed  a  truer  appre- 
ciation of  the  situation  than  perhaps  did 
that  of  his  Colleagues  at  the  time.  That 
was  a  very  natural  conclusion  to  draw 
from  the  evidence  laid  before  the  House  ; 
but  it  was  a  very  wide  step  from  that  to 
accusing  the  Government  of  having 
purchased  the  support  of  the  disaffectea 
by  concessions  to  the  lawless  agitation. 
The  difference  between  the  views  of 
the  late   Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  W.  E. 
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Forster)  and  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  measures  to  be  applied  to  Ireland 
vas  mainly  a  difference  in  point  of  time. 
It  was  an  affectation  to  say  that  the 
Amendment  was  intended  to  encourage 
the  Government  in  pursuing  a  right 
course  in  Ireland.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Amendment  was  not  only  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure on  the  Government,  but  it  was 
couched  in  about  as  insulting  words  as 
could  well  have  been  chosen.  All  were 
agreed  that  stronger  measures  were  ne- 
cessary, but  they  disagreed  as  to  their 
order ;  and  was  it  on  a  point  of  this  sort 
that  people  who  were  prepared  to  give  a 
candid  consideration  to  other  men's  mo- 
tives were  to  be  allowed  to  assume  that 
those  who  had  the  responsibility  of  Go- 
vernment were  lost  to  all  sense  of 
honesty  ?  He  did  not  suppose  hon. 
Members  opposite  expected  to  get  a  ma- 
jority ;  but  apparently  they  were  going 
to  allow  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  to  keep  up  a 
debate  for  one  or  two  nights,  and  say  as 
many  nasty  things  against  the  Govern- 
ment as  they  could.  No  doubt,  those 
who  were  supporters  of  a  Government 
were  likely  to  have  a  more  generous 
appreciation  of  what  was  the  duty  of 
that  Government  than  people  in  the 
position  of  critics ;  but  they  might  fairly 
ask  whether  it  was  a  wise  thing  at  the 
opening  of  the  Session  in  which  there 
were  so  many  important  questions  to  be 
discussed  to  be  squabbling  over  matters 
that  had  been  already  fully  debated, 
and  had  only  now  been  revived  by 
startling  revelations,  which  ought  to 
have  the  effect  of  uniting  all  Parties? 
At  a  time  like  the  present,  the  Govern- 
ment were  surely  entitled  to  the  gene- 
rous consideration  of  all  Parties  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  that  the  Motion  could  lead 
to  no  practical  result.  They  ought  to 
confine  themselves  to  the  consideration 
of  the  essential  issues  involved  in  the 
Amendment,  and  ought  not  to  prolong 
the  debate  merely  in  order  that  one  poli- 
tical Party  might  gain  an  advantage 
over  the  other.  There  was,  however,  one 
portion  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
which  he  regretted.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  imagine  there  was  a  Party 
in  that  House  which  did  not  hold  the 
interests  of  law  and  order  in  the  estima- 
tion in  which  those  interests  ought  to  be 

Mr.  Lynlph  SlanUy 


held  by  every  patriotic  Member.  On 
an  occasion  when  they  were  invited  to 
emancipate  themselves  from  considera- 
tions of  Party,  it  would  be  better,  as  a 
mere  matter  of  courtesy,  to  assume  that 
every  Member  of  that  House  was  actu- 
ated equally  with  every  other  by  a  desire 
for  the  maintainance  of  law  and  order. 
But  he  wished  the  House  seriously  to 
consider  the  effect  of  the  Amendment. 
With  the  exception  of  a  single  word  in 
the  Amendment,  and  regarding  it  as  a 
purely  abstract  proposition,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  it.  But  when  it  was 
said — 

**  No  farther  attempts  will  be  made  to  purchase 
the  support  of  persons  disaffected  to  Her 
Majesty's  rule  by  concessions  to  lawless  agita- 
tion," 

The  word  ''further"  took  the  Amend" 
ment  out  of  the  category  of  ordinary 
Amendments,  and  elevated  it  or  degraded 
it  to  the  level  of  a  distinct  Censure 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government.  And  he 
agreed  with  the  Home  Secretary,  that  if 
the  Conservative  Opposition  meant  to 
propose  a  Vote  of  Censure  they  had  not 
adopted  the  regular  method.  They  should 
have  moved  a  distinct  Eesolution  of  Cen- 
sure, separating  it  from  all  other  ques- 
tions which  were  involved  in  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  them.  He  was  opposed 
to  any  Government  purchasing  the  sup- 
port of  disaffected  persons  by  concessions 
to  lawless  agitation,  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  done  so  a  distinct  Mo- 
tion to  that  effect  ought  to  be  made  by 
the  responsible  Leader  of  the  Opposition ; 
but  the  House  ought  not  to  be  asked  to 
adopt  so  many  distinct  considerations  as 
were  involved  in  the  Amendment.  More- 
over, if  this  Amendment  were  carried,  it 
would  be  taken  to  mean  that  a  limit 
must  be  put  on  all  remedial  legislation. 
Ireland  would  be  told  'that  because  in 
1881  Parliament  devoted  so  much  of  its 
time  and  labour  to  passing  a  great  mea- 
sure of  agrarian  reform  for  Ireland,  that 
country  was  not  to  look  to  this  House 
for  any  more  remedial  measures ;  and  he 
could  not  conceive  a  declaration  which 
would  have  a  more  disastrous  effect 
upon  the  temper  and  political  condition 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  On  the  con- 
trary, he  would  ask  the  House  to  act  in 
the  spirit  of  some  observations  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  at  present  the  Leader  of 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord,  in  a  speech 
he  had  lately  delivered  in  Lancashire, 
hi^d  Bai4— ^ 


473  2laJ. sty's  Most  (FEBEtABV  20,  1883]         Gracious  Speech  474 

"The  Triflh  people  are  only  5,000,000  out  of 
a  population  of  35,000,000  which  inhabit  this 
Empire ;  hut  the  government  of  these  5,000,000 
presente  pruhleme  hy  the  side  of  which  all  the 
other  prohlems  with  which  we  have  to  contend 
in  the  government  of  our  35,000,000  sink  into 
insignificance,  although  we  have  difiGcult  ques- 
tions to  solve  in  relation  to  our  Foreign,  our 
Colonial,  and  our  Indian  affairs.  I  believe  that 
the  difficulty  and  embarrassment  of  every  one  of 
them  would  be  immensely  lessened  if  once  we 
were  relieved  of  the  strain  which  tests  the 
faculties  of  our  best  men  in  dealing  with  the 
eomplicated  difficulties  of  unhappy  Ireland." 


Now,  what  had  been  said  since  the  be- 
ginning of  the  debate  that  evening  to  en- 
able the  House  to  grapple  with  and  solve 
the  complicated  difficulties  of  the  Irish 
Question  ?  If  the  discussion  was  to  be  con- 
ducted in  the  essentially  partizan  spirit 
which  had  hitherto  characterized  it,  the 
result  would  be  the  embittering  and  in- 
tensifying^ of  Party  warfare,  while  it 
would  bring  no  good  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  were  mainly  concerned. 
As  an  Lrishman  he  objected  to  see  his 
country  over  and  over  again  made  the 
battle-field  for  English  factions.  He 
was  not  willing  to  see  Ireland  used  as  a 
shuttlecock  by  English  politicians  in 
order  that  Gentlemen  appealing  to  forces 
outside  might  recommend  themselves  to 
the  acceptance  of  the  country  as  persons 
peculiarly  qualified  to  administer  its 
affairs.  If  a  distinguished  Member  of 
the  Government  felt  justified  in  de- 
scribing, as  the  noble  Lord  had  done,  the 
condition  of  Ireland  in  the  83rd  year  of 
the  legislative  Union,  assuredly  the  time 
had  come  for  English  politicians  of 
all  shades  to  ask  themselves  whether 
there  might  not  be  something  in  the 
policy  pursued  by  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament towards  Ireland  —  something 
common  to  both  Parties — which  was 
in  the  main  responsible  for  the  difii- 
culties  which  existed  in  the  government 
of  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  was  not 
free  from  the  sentiment  which  prevailed 
among  large  classes  of  people  in  this 
country  that  it  would  be  dangerous  to 
continue  in  the  path  of  reform  in  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  was  bound  to  admit  that  British 
rule  had  not  been  successful  in  the  past, 
and  was  not  successful  at  present,  and 
yet  he  used  these  words  with  respect 
to  the  extension  of  the  principle  of  self- 
government  to  Ii'eland— 


ti 


It  would  be  madness,  in  my  opinion,  to 
venture  to  give  Ireland  more  extended  self- 
government  unless  we  can  receive  from  the 


representatives  of  the  Irish  people  somo  assur- 
ance that  this  boon  would  not  be  misused  for 
the  purpose  of  agitation,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
weakening  the  authoHty  and  the  power  of  the 
Government." 

Of  course,  the  noble  Lord  did  not  mean 
that  any  Irish  Party  who  thought  they 
were  justified  in  weakening  the  power 
of  the  Ministry  would  not  be  entitled  to 
use  all  the  advantages  which  self- 
government  would  give.  He  rather 
referred,  not  to  the  Ministry,  but  to  the 
Imperial  Government  or  the  Executive ; 
and  if  that  were  the  proper  interpreta- 
tion, then  he  would  say  that  any  assur- 
ance from  Irish  Eepresentatives  on  that 
head  seemed  entirely  unnecessary,  for 
in  any  scheme  ever  put  forward  they 
always  gave  the  assurance,  whatever 
it  might  be  worth,  that  they  had  no 
desire  to  impair  the  authority  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  or  to  weaken  the 
bonds  by  which  our  united  Empire  was 
held  together.  The  noble  Lord  further 
said  that  the  question  of  Ireland  was  in 
the  main  a  question  of  administration. 
So  far  as  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  maintain  order  and  put 
down  crime  and  outrage  he  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord;  and  he  on  a  former 
occasion  said  that  the  question  of  the 
discovery  and  punishment  of  criminals 
was  a  question  of  police.  If  they  had 
an  efficient  police  organization  they 
would  have  been  able  to  follow  up  and 
capture,  and  finally  punish,  the  perpe- 
trators of  crime  and  outrage  without 
suspending  any  one  of  the  guarantees 
of  Constitutional  liberty,  which  should 
be  the  common  property  of  every  portion 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  was  glad, 
however,  that  they  had  had  other  ex- 
pressions as  to  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  Ireland.  The 
recommendations  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  would,  he  ventured  to  say, 
prove  in  the  course  of  time  to  be  nearer 
to  the  dictates  of  a  sound  statesmanship 
than  those  reactionary  doctrines  which 
were,  unfortunately,  sometimes  heard 
in  unexpected  quarters.  He  heartily 
agreed  with  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  when  he  remarked  that  so  long 
as  Ireland  was  without  any  of  the  insti- 
tutions of  local  government  worthy  of  the 
name,  and  so  long  as  nothing  was  done 
to  cultivate  a  sense  of  responsibility 
among  the  people,  so  long  would  the 
seeds  of  discontent  and  disloyalty  ro- 
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main.  Uutil  something  was  done  to 
make  the  people  of  Ireland — not  of  one 
class,  but  of  all  classes — responsible  for 
the  maintenance  of  law  and  order  in  that 
country,  future  history  would  testify 
that  their  efforts  would  not  be  attended 
with  such  success  as  would  guarantee 
the  permanent  tranquillity  of  Ireland. 
They  had  heard  also  a  description  from 
another  Member  of  the  Government  of 
that  embodiment  of  Irish  administration 
known  in  Ireland  under  the  name  of 
''the  Castle."  He  did  not  intend  to 
weary  the  House  by  repeating  what  he 
had  said  upon  the  evils  flowing  from  the 
Castle  system,  and  it  would  suffice  to 
say  that  he  still  adhered  to  his  remarks 
so  far  as  they  applied  to  the  ques- 
tion of  administration.  He  had  not 
joined  in  attacking  the  personnel  of  the 
Irish  Administration,  and  although  he 
was  aware  of  the  severity  with  which 
subordinate  officials  had  applied  the 
Crimes  Act,  he  was  not  disposed  to 
do  BO  now.  Indeed,  he  would  admit 
that,  taking  into  consideration  the  ter- 
rible responsibility  devolving  on  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, and  the  obligation  which  rested 
upon  them  to  maintain  peace  and  order, 
he  did  not  think  that  much  greater 
success  could  have  been  expected  from 
persons  placed  in  their  position.  Wiiilst 
admitting  this,  he  did  not  admit  that  they 
possessed  any  peculiar  qualities  which 
made  them  better  fitted  to  administer 
Irish  affairs  than  Bepresentatives  of 
Ireland   placed   in   similar  responsible 

Eositions.  The  Chief  Secretary,  in 
is  speech  to  his  constituents,  had  ex- 
plained the  difficulties  of  his  position, 
and  he  would  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  multifarious  and  multitudinous 
duties  of  the  position.  He  was  candid 
enough  to  acknowledge  that  the  work 
was  too  great  for  the  ability  or  energy  of 
any  single  man,  and  they  should  best 
appreciate  the  difficulties  of  the  position 
by  endeavouring  to  bring  about  such 
reforms  as  would  bring  the  law  in  this 
respect  into  harmony  with  the  wants  and 
experience  of  civilized  communities. 
Let  hon.  Members  who  were  impatient 
of  Irish  legislation  consider  the  evils  of 
the  present  situation,  and  what  it  cost 
Parliament  in  time  and  labour  to  keep 
up  the  present  system.  Let  them  con- 
sider also  what  it  cost  from  an  economic 
point  of  view  to  keep  30,000  armed 
men  in  Ireland,  besides  the  cost  of  the 
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Constabulary.  He  supposed  that  they 
spent  annually  £4,000,000  or £5,000,000 
to  maintain  there  the  physical  and  me- 
chamcal  part  of  the  Government.  Bear- 
ing those  facts  in  mind,  and  the  account 
given  of  the  government  of  Ireland  by 
one  of  its  most  responsible  Officers,  they 
should  ask  themselves  if  the  time  had 
come  when  no  further  concession  should 
be  made  to  agitation  in  Ireland.  He 
could  not  understand  the  tone  of  solemn 
despair  with  which  the  Irish  Question 
was  approached  on  the  Conservative 
side  of  the  House.  He  was  well  aware 
of  the  gravity  of  the  present  situation, 
and  he  believed  that  the  present  state  of 
things  could  not  be  suffered  to  continue. 
The  situation  was  painful  almost  to  a 
point  beyond  endurance  alike  to  aU 
classes  of  the  Irish  people.  It  was  in- 
tolerable to  all  on  either  side  of  the 
Channel  who  desired  to  see  good  go- 
vernment maintained  without  sacrificing 
public  liberty,  and  who  desired  to  pre- 
serve freedom  of  speech  without  en- 
dangering public  order  or  weakening 
the  authority  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. But,  notwithstanding  this,  no 
single  step  in  advance  could  be  taken 
towards  the  real  solution  of  the  Irish 
problem  unless  they  were  willing  to  lay 
aside  Party  prejudices  and  deal  with  the 
question  in  a  candid  and  outspoken  man- 
ner. No  doubt,  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  that  evening  read  a  record 
of  diminishing  crime ;  but  he  hoped  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  not  then 
think  that  he  had  entirely  vindicated 
his  Irish  administration.  No  one  could 
more  rejoice  at  the  diminution  of  crime 
and  outrage  than  those  who,  like  him- 
self, had  felt  the  burning  shame  and 
disgrace  of  such  atrocious  methods  of 
political  action.  But  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  not  a  chief  of  the  police,  but  a 
statesman  responsible  for  the  government 
of  the  country,  and  he  had  to  show,  not 
merely  the  capture  and  punishment  of 
so  many  criminals,  but  what  he  had 
done  towards  removing  the  causes,  the 
deadly  operation  of  which  had  pro- 
duced the  crime  which  all  Ireland 
had  such  reason  to  deplore.  Let  them 
put  down  crime  and  outrage  and  assas- 
sination with  a  strong  hand  and  an 
iron  heel  if  they  would; "but,  in  the 
name  of  the  bitter  experience  of  the 
past,  let  them  not  imagine  that  in  doing 
this  they  had  succeeded  in  solving  the 
Irish  problem— let  tliem  not  think  that 
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maintaining  order  in  a  state  of  siege 
was  the  highest  effort  of  Government 
and  the  noblest  attainment  of  statesman- 
ship. There  was  something  far  beyond 
and  above  all  this  required  in  order  to 
get  at  the  root  of  the  Irish  Question, 
and  in  a  country  where,  he  did  not  hesi- 
tate to  say,  men  had  been  driven  mad 
by  the  mere  contemplation  of  past  iniqui- 
ties. He  ventured  to  follow  in  the  foot- 
steps of  the  late  Mr.  Butt,  who  was 
quoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham,  and  to  affirm  that 
the  true  cause  of  Irish  disaffection  had 
been  the  indifference  of  Parliament 
to  the  wrongs  and  grievances  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  until  the  country  had 
been  brought  either  by  secret  combina- 
tion or  open  agitation  to  the  verge  of 
civil  war*  If  the  necessary  condition 
of  reform  in  Ireland  was  perpetual 
agitation,  it  was  clear  that  the  country 
had  to  choose  between  perpetual  agita- 
tion and  perpetual  denial  of  justice.  If 
the  machinery  of  legislation  could  be 
put  into  motion  only  by  the  power  of 
agitation,  it  was  dear  that  agitation, 
however  dangerous  it  might  be,  would 
go  on  in  that  country  and  legislation 
wonld  follow  in  the  unsatisfactory  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  witnessed — in 
leaps  and  bounds.  He  so  far  sympa- 
thized with  one  sentiment  contained  in 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. He  would  say  the  setting  up 
of  the  rule  of  force,  as  something 
calculated  to  give  impetus  to  legis- 
lation on  the  one  hand,  and  to  main- 
tain order  on  the  other,  constituted 
in  itself  the  very  negation  of  Con- 
stitutional government.  The  determi- 
nation of  the  Irish  Government  at  the 
present  moment  was  not  to  be  diverted 
from  the  pursuit  of  the  organizers  and 
perpetrators  of  crime,  and  in  this  re- 
spect their  conduct  would,  he  was  sure, 
receive  the  hearty  approbation  of  all 
quarters  of  the  House ;  but  he  would 
protest  against  the  tendency  which  he 
had  noticed  in  many  places  to  confound 
the  legitimate  aspirations  of  the  people 
with  the  designs  of  those  inhuman  des- 
peradoes who  aimed  at  the  overthrow  of 
civilized  society.  Fortunately  for  the 
character  of  Ireland,  the  present  was 
the  first  time  in  her  chequered  and 
troubled  history  in  which  a  body  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  j^olitical  assassina- 
tion had  found  a  footmg  on  her  soil,  and 
he  rejoiced  to  think  it  was  destined  to 


be  the  last.  Hon.  Gentlemen  would, 
however,  remember  that  many  coun- 
tries which  had  attained  a  high  state  of 
civilization  had  frequently  been  stained 
by  political  crimes  of  the  most  hor- 
rible character.  The  United  States  at 
the  time  of  the  Civil  War,  Germany  and 
Bussia  in  later  times,  and  France  and 
Italy  in  the  periods  of  their  great  excite- 
ment and  in  the  days  of  revolutionary 
frenzy,  had  equally  been  stained  by 
brutal  crimes,  and  the  demon  of  political 
assassination  had  presided  at  the  councils 
of  political  maniacs  and  desperate  con- 
spirators. If,  unfortunately,  that  demon 
had  momentarily  taken  possession  of  the 
capital  of  Ireland,  he  looked  confidently 
to  its  speedy  exorcism  by  the  vigor- 
ous assertion  of  the  majesty  of  the  law. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  would  pardon  what 
they  might  consider  to  be  an  exhibition 
of  the  national  pride,  he  would  say  that 
he  looked  not  less  for  that  result  to  the 
force  of  the  native  virtue  of  the  Irish 
race.  He  would  appeal  to  their  own 
experience  of  the  better  nature  of  Irish- 
men. They  had  seen  them  in  many 
walks  of  life  as  honest  and  industrious 
workmen ;  their  women  virtuous ;  and 
their  sons  brave  and  valiant  soldiers. 
These  represented  the  true  Irish  people, 
and  not  the  miserable  gang  of  mis- 
creants who,  acting  upon  foreign  ex^ 
ample,  and  instigated  by  foreign  gold, 
had  cast  a  stain  upon  the  country.  It 
was  not  from  the  teachings  of  modern 
Socialism,  but  from  the  memories  of  a 
peaceful  law-abiding  nationalism,  that 
Ireland  drew  her  inspiration  evein  to- 
day, and  although  her  head  might  be 
turned  by  the  day  dreams  of  the  Bocial- 
istic  delirium  her  heart  was  pure  and 
brave  as  of  old.  The  spirit  which  had 
actuated  the  patriotism  of  Grattan  and 
O'Connell  had  not  been  banished  from 
the  land  which  they  had  served  so  faith- 
fully and  well.  He  could  appeal  to  that 
spirit  even  now,  and  ask  the  House  to 
look  forward  to  the  prudent  and  Con- 
stitutional development  of  their  princi- 
ples, and  to  a  time  when  the  foul  deeds 
of  oppression  and  conspiracy  alike  should 
be  buried  in  a  common  oblivion,  and 
when,  on  the  basis  of  equal  rights  and 
Constitutional  government,  and  under 
the  guardianship  of  law,  order,  and 
liberty,  Ireland  should  take  her  proper 
place  in  a  really  united  Empire. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON   said,  he 
thought  that  hon.  Members  on  the  Con- 
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servative  side  of  the  House  were  some- 
what illogical  in  their  remarks  upon 
coercion.  The  Liberal  Party  were  first 
abused  for  having  attempted  to  govern 
without  coercion,  and  for  not  having 
adopted  strong  measures  at  first;  and 
then  because  the  Liberal  Party  had 
been  obliged  most  reluctantly  to  resort 
to  coercive  measures  they  had  been 
assailed  for  forsaking  the  principles 
which  they  advocated  in  Opposition. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  had  observed  that  it 
was  the  habitual  practice  of  Liberal 
Governments  to  make  unwise  conces- 
sions to  Irish  agitation  ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  they  had  acted  rightly  in 
endeavouring  to  govern  Ireland  without 
coercion.  He  believed,  further,  that  the 
remedial  legislation  of  the  Government 
was  in  no  way  affected  by  recent  disclo- 
sures. The  crimes  which  were  being 
brought  to  light  pointed  to  a  desperate 
spirit  among  a  certain  class  of  persons  ; 
but  it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that 
Ireland  could  be  settled  by  the  mere 
putting  down  of  criminals.  After  they 
had  done  that,  after  they  had  main- 
tained the  majesty  of  the  law  and  vindi- 
cated individual  liberties  and  the  sanc- 
tity of  life  itself,  there  still  remained  the 
difficulty  how  they  were  to  deal  with  the 
Irish  Question — how  to  assimilate  Eng- 
lish rule  to  Irish  ideas.  There  were 
rumours  in  the  Lobbies  and  in  the  news- 

f)apers  of  projects  for  disfranchising  Ire- 
and ;  and  it  was  hinted  that  the  only 
way  of  governing  Ireland  was  by  the 
sword.  He  believed  the  true  policy  was 
to  proceed,  not  by  concessions  to  agita- 
tion, but  by  wise  legislation.  He  had 
always  been  one  of  those  who  had  main- 
tained that,  while  it  was  essential  that 
the  Land  Law  of  Ireland  should  be  re- 
formed, it  was  also  necessary  that  extra- 
ordinary powers  should  be  intrusted  to 
the  Government  in  osder  to  give  a  fair 
chance  to  the  peaceful  progress  and  de- 
velopment of  that  country.  The  strained 
relations  of  landlord  and  tenant  and  the 
very  exceptional  condition  of  agricul- 
tural affairs  in  Ireland  had  rendered  it 
just  and  expedient  that  they  should  in- 
terfere with  the  otherwise  sound  and 
reasonable  principle  of  freedom  of  con- 
tract. As  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  once  expressed 
it,  it  had  been  requisite  to  find  a  modus 
tivendi  between  the  Irish  landlord  and 
tenant;  so,  on  the  other  hand,  they  had 
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to  devise,  in  the  extraordinary  powers 
which  had  been  intrusted   to  the  Go- 
vernment to  put  down  crime  and  out- 
rage, some  means  by  which  the  loyal 
and  law-abiding  people   might  be   en- 
abled to  pursue  their  industry  in  peace 
and  security.  That  was  why  the  Liberal 
Party  had  supported  coercion  ;  but  they 
would  have  been  in  a  very  different  posi- 
tion if  they  had  opposed,  as  the  Party 
sitting  opposite  had  done,  every  measure 
of  concession  to  the  Irish  tenants.     He 
believed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  his  Friends  had  never 
been  the  leaders  of  popular  opinion  in 
Ireland.   They  had  connected  themselves 
with  a  movement  which  contained,  cer- 
tainly, elements  of  a  popular  and  legiti- 
mate character,  but  which  was  also  allied 
with  many  elements  of  disorder,  and  in- 
stead of  being  able  to  control  that  move- 
ment they  had  been  carried  away  by  it 
and  made  its  slaves.     He  had  always 
held  that  it  would  be  futile  to  attempt 
to  make  any  compact  with  men  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Friends,  who  had  no  real  power  to 
carry  out  such  engagements.  Those  Gen- 
tlemen were  committed  and  bound  to  a 
policy  of  open  hostility  to  the  Govern- 
ment,   not  because    it  was  a    Liberal 
Government,   but   because   it   was    an 
English    Government.      He    had    lis- 
tened with  interest  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power)   in   reference  to   local  go- 
vernment in  Ireland.     With  the  spirit 
of  those  remarks  he  fuUy  agreed ;  for  he 
felt  that  while  they  had,  as  in  Ireland, 
the  personal  functions  of  Hoyalty  en- 
tirely abrogated,  the  people  untrained 
in  the  habits  of  local  self-government, 
and  the  avenues  of  popular  and  official 
distinction  in  Ireland  so  often  divergent, 
the  condition  of  the  country  could  not 
be  completely  satisfactory.     The  Grand 
Jury  system  in  that  country  and  other 
matters  might  be  defective.  While  those 
questions  might  have  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  future,  it  would,    he  thought, 
be  unwise  for  independent  Members,  re- 
gardless of  the  political  and  social  con- 
dition of  the  country,  to  press  them  for- 
ward inopportunely.    The  proper  time 
and  occasion  for  introducing  any  such 
legislation  should  be  left  to  the  deter- 
mination of  the  responsible  Ministers. 
It    must    be    remembered    that    diffe- 
rent legislation  was  necessary  for  diffe- 
rent parts  of  Ireland.    In   Ulster,  for 
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instance,  fair,  just,  and  equitable  legis- 
lation would  supply  all  the  needs  of  that 
Province  ;  but  such  was  not  the  case  in 
0ome  counties — in  Galway,  for  instance, 
where,  out  of  39,077 holdings,  over20,000 
were  under  £4  in  value ;  or  in  Donegal, 
vhere  21,330  out  of  38,098  were  equally 
small.  The  only  real  and  practical  remedy 
for  districts  of  this  kind  was  a  well-con- 
sidered system  of  State-aided  emigration. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
feelings  of  the  population  were  univer- 
sally set  against  emigration ;  on  the 
contrary,  many  showed  an  inclination  to 
accept  any  chance  of  leaving  the  country 
vbich  was  offered  them.  It  was  useless 
to  rely  on  public  works  or  on  outdoor 
relief  to  remedy  the  evil.  By  so  doing, 
the  Irish  people  would  only  become  de- 
moralized, by  national  money  squan- 
dered in  buying  off  a  crisis  which  would 
re-appear  at  the  first  recurrence  of  a  bad 
season.  But,  whatever  remedy  might 
be  suggested,  he  would  appeal  to  the 
House  to  discuss  the  question  in  no 
bickering  Party  spirit,  but  steadily  and 
fairly  look  the  question  in  the  face,  and 
not  give  way  to  panic.  They  must  re- 
member that,  for  better  or  for  worse, 
they  were  joined  to  Ireland,  and  until 
they  had  made  her  contented  and  happy 
they  would  always  have  at  their  doors 
a  source  of  weakness.  That  was  the 
reason  why  the  introduction  of  Party 
spirit  was  to  be  avoided.  The  question 
of  Home  Rule  must  stand  on  its  own 
merits;  and  he  was  willing  to  admit 
that  if  the  Liberal  Party,  or  whatever 
Party  might  b^  in  power,  were  to  listen 
to  the  language  of  panic,  and  to  treat 
Ireland  as  a  nation  of  traitors  and  cri- 
minals, and  govern  it  without  a  Consti- 
tution, a  Paitjr  would  arise  in  England 
— the  Badical  Party — who  would  raise 
the  question  of  Home  Bule.  He  hoped 
that  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  would  endeavour  to  join  in 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  because  they  belonged  to  one 
political  Party  or  the  other,  but  because 
it  was  the  Government  of  the  Queen ; 
and  then,  perhaps,  the  discussion  might 
he  fruitful  in  eliciting  instruction  upon 
Irish  affairs. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBOHILL 
said,  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
excuse  him  if  he  had  been  unable  to 
follow  him  through  the  very  interesting 
speech  which  he  had  just  delivered ;  but 
he  must  confess  fully  and  freely  that, 

VOL.  OCLXXVI.    [THiaD  semes.] 


for  his  own  part,  he  had  been  quite  un- 
able to  catch  the  general  drift  of  his 
remarks,  and  when  he  did,  they  seemed 
to  have  no  bearing  whatever  on  the 
question  immediately  before  the  House. 
He  ventured,  however,  to  ask  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  if  he  again  addressed 
them,  for,  although  he  was  technically 
entitled  to  speak,  he  thought  it  his  duty, 
as  he  was  speaking  for  a  second  time, 
to  claim  their  indulgence  before  doing 
so.  It  appeared  to  him  that  since  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  the  dis- 
cussion had  altogether  wandered  away 
from,  the  principles  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr. Gorst).  The  hon.  and  learned.Mem- 
ber  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  in 
the  course  of  his  remarks,  was  under- 
stood to  say  that,  -but  for  a  certain  par- 
ticular word  in  the  Amendment,  the 
word  "further,"  he  would  have  found 
no  difficulty  whatever  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  by  his  vote.  Now  the  word 
"further"  clearly  expressed  the  un- 
changeable conviction  on  the  part  of 
the  Conservative  Party  that  there  was 
an  attempt  made  last  year  to  do  a  certain 
thing,  and  although  they  believed  that 
the  time  had  gone  by  when  that  event 
would  be  visited  by  a  Vote  of  Censure  in 
the  House,  still  at  the  same  time  it  was 
impossible  to  raise  the  whole  question 
of  the  Lish  policy  of  the  Government 
without  also  mentioning  that  circum- 
stance. It  was  a  conviction  that  there 
was  a  compact,  or  whatever  it  might  be 
called,  on  which  the  House  of  Commons 
had  never  pronounced  any  formal  opi- 
nion, because  it  had  never  been  given 
the  opportunity,  but  which,  for  all  pre- 
sent purposes,  had  rather  passed  out  of 
use  in  tnat  House.  The  only  word  in 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  to 
which  objection  had  been  taken  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mayo  was 
the  word  "further,"  and  therefore  he  did 
not  think  that  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Mayo  agreed  with  the  gene- 
ral spirit  of  the  Amendment,  he  ought 
to  be  deterred  simply  by  the  word  "fur- 
ther "  from  going  into  the  Lobby  with 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  made  one  further 
remark.  He  appeared  to  think  that  this 
Amendment  invited  the  Government  to 
put  aside  the  question  of  legislation  for 
Ireland  altogether,  and  to  rely  solely  for 
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the  future  on  coercion  for  the  prevention 
of  crime;  but  he  could  assure  nioi  that  as 
far  as  the  Mover  and  as  he  himself  were 
concerned — and  they  were  the  only  two 
people  in  the  House  for  whom  he  could 
speak — no  such  idea  had  ever  entered 
into  their  minds.     It  was  not  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Amendment  that  no  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland  should  be  considered  ex- 
cept that  of  a  coercive  kind.     He  would 
remind  the  hon.   Member  of  a   great 
saying  of  Sir  Hobert  Peel's  that  it  was 
not  the  business  of  a  physician  to  pre- 
scribe until  he  was  called  in ;  but  he 
could  imagine,  and  had  pictured  to  him- 
self, measures  which  would  largely  ad- 
vance  the  prosperity  of   Ireland,   and 
which,  if  proposed  by  the  Q-overnment, 
would  be  considered  in  a  single-minded 
and  most  respectful  spirit  by  his  hon. 
and  learned    Friend   the  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  and  himself.     He 
would  now,  if  the  House  would  allow 
him,  refer  in  a  few  words  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  altogether  mis- 
taken a  remark  which  had  been  made 
by  his  hon.   and    learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham,  and  that  remark 
appeared  to  have  cut  very  deeply  into 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.   It  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  an 
incompetent  Home  Secretary.   The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  taken 
that  remark  too  seriously.  He  could  truly 
say  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in- 
tended that  remark  as  only  a  little  bit  of 
chaff.  No  one  would  recognize  more  fully 
the  conspicuous  abilities  of  the  Home 
Secretary,  or  the  satisfactory  manner  in 
which  he  had  hitherto  discharged  the 
duties  of  his  position,  than  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend ;  nor  if  they  had  any  cri- 
ticism to  pass  upon  his  conduct,  would 
they  be  inclined  to  summarize  them  in  so 
extremely  brief  and  uncomplimentary  a 
manner.  But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  saying  that  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  wished  to 
state  to  the  House  that  he  was  an  incom- 
petent Home  Secretary  it  was  his  duty 
to  make  a  Motion  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  removing  him  from  Office,  had 
forgotten  that  if  the  present  Amendment 
were  carried,  it  would  amount  to  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment, and  would,  therefore,  lead  to  the 
removal  of  the  Home  Secretary  from 
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OIHce.    The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, too,  had  severely  rebuked  his 
hon.   and  learned    Friend    for  having 
alluded  to  the  evidence  given  by  Mr. 
Carey  with  respect  to  Mr.  Sheridan  and 
''  Mr.  No.  1,"  and  had  said  that  it  was 
unbecoming  in  the  hon.   and   learned 
Member  as  a  Member  of  the  English 
Bar.      He  (Lord  Handolph   Churchill) 
was  not  in  a  position  to  decide  between 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ;  but  he 
would  remind  the  Home  Secretary,  and 
those  who  had  cheered  that  part  of  his 
speech,  that  earlier  in  the  evening,  when 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Dover 
(Major  Dickson)  referred  to  those  gentle- 
men, the  Home  Secretary,  replying  with 
great  indignation,   alluded  to  them  as 
'  *  those  culprits."  That  was  afar  stronger 
expression,  he  ventured  to  say,  although 
not  a  Member  of  the  .English  Bar,  and 
a  much  more  unjustifiable  one,  seeing 
that  neither  of  these  two  parties   was 
committed  for  trial,  than  anything  that 
fell  from  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
Another  remark  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman    which   struck   him 
very  much  was  that  he  agreed  with  that 
one    single   portion    of   his  hon.    and 
learned  Friend*s  speech,  where   he  as- 
serted that  in  April  last  the  situation  in 
Ireland  was  intolerable.     But  he  did  not 
quite  understand  that  the  situation  in 
Ireland  was  intolerable  to  the  people  of 
England,  and  everyone  except  those  con- 
nected with  the  Government,  because  of 
the  crimes  which  disgraced  Ireland.  But 
their  contention  was  that  the  state  of 
Ireland  was  intolerable  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  because  the  action  of  the 
Irish   Party  interfered  with  their  Pro- 
cedure  Eesolutions.      Therefore,   what 
was  intolerable  to  the  Government  was 
not  the  condition  of  Ireland,  but  the  ir- 
reconcilable attitude  of  the  Irish  Party, 
who  had  contrived  to  let  the  Government 
see  that    their  Procedure    Besolutions 
were  in  the  deadliest  peril,  and  that  their 
business  in  Parliament  would  be  actually 
arrested  and  stopped  unless  some  change 
was  made  in  their  policy.     The  Home 
Secretary — who,  he  was  glad  to  see,  had 
just  returned  to  the  House,  for  he  could 
not  say  how  much  he  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
have  missed  the  remarks  he  had  made — 
had  made  one  statement,  he  ventured 
to  say,   which  surpassed  in  inaccuracy 
anything  that  had  yet  fallen  from  the 
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Treasury  Bench.    He  said  that  the  cause 
of  the  unfortunate  state  of  afifairs  in 
Ireland  was  the  inefficient  organization 
of  the  Irish  police.     That  was  the  great 
difficulty,  the    right  hon.   and  learned 
Oentleman  said,  with  which  the  present 
GoTernment  had  had  to  deal.  The  state- 
ment was  a  very  remarkable  one,  and 
in  making  it  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman   assumed  that  he  was  sup- 
ported by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
this  side  of  the  House  who  been  engaged 
in  the  former  administration  of  Ireland. 
In  that,  however,  he  was  deceived,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  directly  dis- 
agreed with   him.     He  would   remind 
the  Home  Secretary  that  this  extremely 
inefficient  police,  which  had  been  the 
cause  of  all  the  difficulties  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  were  the  police 
which  put  down  a  far  more  serious  and 
dangerous   crisis  than  the  Government 
had  had  to  deal  with — the  Fenian  re- 
hellion.     It  was  this  police  which  fur- 
nished.   Lord    Mayo    with   an   inesti- 
mable quantity  of  the  information  that 
enabled  him  to  bring  to  trial  and  to 
convict  almost  every  single  Fenian  that 
had  anything  to  do  with  that  rebellion. 
It  was  this  police  which  put  down  the 
most  dangerous  rebellion,  without  any 
exception,  that  Ireland  had  seen  since 
the  days  of   1798.     He  believed  that 
nnder  the  late  Government  there  was 
no  cause  to  find  fault  with  the  Irish 
police ;  at  least,  there  was  no  cause  for  any 
Member  of  that  Government  to  get  up 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  stigmatize 
that  body  with  being  inefficient,  and  as 
being  the  only  difficulty  to  deal  with. 
That  brought  him  to  the  course  the 
Government  had  lately  adopted.    What 
was  the  advice    which    the    police    of 
Ireland  gave  to  the  Home  Secretary 
and  his  Colleagues  when  they  came  into 
Office  with  respect  to  the  renewal  of  the 
Peace   Preservation    Act?    There  was 
not  a  single  Inspector  or  Sub-Inspector 
trho,  when  consulted  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, did  not  say  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland  was  impossible  without 
that  Act ;  and  yet  the  present  Govern- 
ment, who  knew  as  much  about  Ireland 
as  the  Mace  on  the  Table,  practically 
told  the  .police  that  their  information  was 
not  worth  anything  at  all,  and  that  they 
did  not  intend  to  be  bound  in  the  least 
by  it.    He  did  not  wonder,  if  the  Go- 
vernment   treated    the    poHce  in    this 
manner,  that  they  should  now  complain 


of  the  inefficiency  of  that  body.  The 
Home  Secretary  admitted  that  the 
Coercion  Act  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  been  an 
utter  failure;  but  he  said  that  this 
failure  was  not  to  be  laid  to  the  charge 
of  the  Government.  It  was  to  be  laid 
to  the  charge  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  more  particularly  to  the  Opposition. 
The  Home  Secretary  had  sirgled  him 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  out  for 
attack  in  this  matter;  but  he  denied  that 
he  was  in  any  way  responsible  for  this 
failure,  because  he  predicted  that  failure 
plainly  and  strongly  in  the  House.  He 
(Lord  Handolph  Churchill)  ventured  to 
say  on  the  second  reading  of  that 
measure  that  he  supported  it  with 
reluctance  and  distrust,  that  he  was 
confident  that  the  efficient  administra- 
tion of  the  ordinary  law  would  have 
saved  the  House  of  Commons  that  Bill, 
and  that  ''he  was  certain  that  they 
would  have  indecision  and  timidity,  and 
consequent  injustice  and  protracted 
coercion."  That  being  the  case,  the 
Home  Secretcury  would,  he  hoped,  ac- 
knowledge the  injustice  of  the  attack 
ho  had  made,  and  also  admit  that  in  this 
prediction,  as  in  all  his  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill's)  other  predictions,  he  had 
been  perfectly  justified.  With  respect 
to  Mr.  Sheridan,  the  Home  Secretary, 
after  a  long  and  involved  answer,  said 
that  after  all  this  was  a  perfectly  unim- 
portant matter ;  but  he  (Lord  Handolph 
Churchill)  noticed  that  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
shook  his  head  when  that  statement  was 
made ;  and  as  the  employment  of  this 
Mr.  Sheridan  by  the  Government  abso- 
lutely brought  about  the  disagreement 
between  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  and  the  Govern- 
ment which  led  to  the  resignation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  Home  Se- 
cretary was  trying  the  patience  of 
the  House  a  little  too  far  when  he 
said  that  the  matter  was  one  of 
no  importance.  The  Home  Secretary 
also  loftily  repudiated  the  assertion 
that  there  had  been  an  inner  circle  of 
Members  in  the  Cabinet  who  had  en- 
deavoured to  compass  the  political  ruin 
of  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford.  But  shortly  after  the 
murders  in  the  Phoenix  Park  an  autho- 
ritative statement  referring  to  the  re- 
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sig^ation  of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appeared  in  The  Times,  which  he  wished 
to  recall  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  wSliamHarconrt).  The 
THmee  had  never,  to  his  knowledge,  made 
itself  the  channel  for  the  communication 
to  the  puhlio  of  idle  gossip,  and  rarely 
puhlished  any  statement  except  on  good 
authority.  '[Mr.  Labotjohere  :  Oh!] 
That  laugh  betrayed  a  little  professional 
jealousy.  He  repeated  that  The  Times 
did  not  make  itself  the  channel  for  the 
communication  of  idle  gossip,  and,  that 
being  so,  he  thought  there  was  good 
reason  to  beliere  that  the  statement 
which  he  would  read  to  the  House  must 
have  been  made  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly by  the  authority  of  some  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  ITte  Times, 
in  the  article  to  which  he  referred, 
said — 

<<  The  history  of  this  transactioii  (the  circam- 
BtanceB  connected  with  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Forster),  though  its  details  may  be  decorously 
veiled,  is  perfectly  understood  by  the  public. 
Mr.  Forster  was  the  victim  of  an  intrigue, 
which  was  worked  from  within  the  Cabinet, 
and  which  was  induttriously  developed  outside 
through  organs  and  organizations."  ~ 

Then  perhaps  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  would  inform  the  House  who 
had  inspired  the  remarkable  series  of 
articles  which  had  appeared  in  an  evening 
paper,  and  which  assailed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
with  a  virulence  unexampled  since  the 
days  of  Junius.  To  his  knowledge 
the  articles  in  question  had  for  long 
been  the  subject  of  comment  among 
the  Badical  Party  below  the  Gangway. 

tAn  hon.  Membbk  :  I  never  read  them.] 
t  had  been  insinuated  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
cretary that  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  was  not 
an  English  Gentleman,  because  he  had 
stated  that  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  was  the  victim  of  an  intrigfue 
within  the  Cabinet.  But  with  the  sup- 
port given  to  that  statement  in  The  Times, 
and  oearing  in  mind  the  articles  which 
had  appeared  in  the  evening  paper  to 
which  he  had  already  referred,  he  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  ventured  to  say 
that  the  assertion  was  one  which  might 
be  made  with  the  utmost  confidence  by 
any  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  and  others 
had  told  the  Opposition  that  they  must 
deal  with  the  past.    If  the  time  of  the 
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House  of  Commons  were  being  ocei 
with  the  delivery  of  elaborate  essays  on 
the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  that  admoni- 
tion would  be  just ;  but  the  past  with 
which  they  were  now  dealine  was  'tbe 
past  of  yesterday,  and  was  a  Tegitim&te 
subject  for  criticism.    Though  Parties 
in  Opposition  might  be  judged  by  their 
promises.   Governments  comd  only   l>e 
judged  by  their  past.     But  the  object  o£ 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  not  aa 
much  to  attack  the  Government  for  their 
past,  as  to  obtain  a  guarantee  for  their 
future  conduct.    The  Liberal  Party  had. 
learnt  a  terrible  lesson  in  conneotiozi 
with  the  question  of  Irish  government ; 
and  the  Opposition,   by  their  Amend- 
ment,  wished  to  make  sure  that  tlie 
lesson  would  not  be  hastily  forgotten. 
In  1880,  when  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office,  they  advised  the  Grown 
to  inform  Parliament  that  tiiey  intended 
to  rely  no  longer  on  exceptional  mea- 
sures, but  on  the  good  sense  and  loyalty 
of  the  Irish  people.    That  policy  con- 
tinued with  more  or  less  variation  and 
vacillation  until  7  o'clock  on  May   6, 
1882,   on   which  dark  day  it  came   to 
an  end.    It    had   been  persevered    in 
through  the  whole  of  1880,  momentarily 
abandoned  in  1881,  when  the  Coercion 
Bill  was  introduced,  obstinately  recurred 
to  in  1882,  when  the  "suspects"  were 
released  from  Kilmainham,  and  when 
the  Government  informed  the  House  that 
they  intended  to  rely  upon  the  loyalty, 
not  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  but  of  the 
Irish  National  Land  League.    But  on 
the  7th  May  there  was  a  sudden  awaken- 
ing ;  then  there  was  a  startling  chanf^. 
For  more  than  two  weary  years  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  witnessed, 
to  all  appearances  quite  unmoved,  the 
ravages    of   the    ''Moonlighters,"  the 
''Boycotting  "  of  peasants,  terror,  out- 
rage, and  crime  of  every  description, 
which  was    gradually  enveloping    the 
whole  of  Ireland.    Lord  Mountmorree 
had    been  murdered,   when   returning 
from    the  magistrate's  bench,    shortly 
after  the  present  Gt)vernment  came  into 
Office.    A  whole  host  of  other  assassi- 
nations followed  each  other  in  quick 
succession  up  to  the  moment  when  they 
culminated  in  the  assassination  of  Mrs. 
Bmyth,  in  the  month  of  April,  1882, 
while  returning  from  attendance  at  the 
Holy  Communion.   But  all  these  horrors 
produced  but  little  effect  upon  the  minds 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  on 
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the  4tli  of  May  Her  Majesty's  GoTem- 
ment   oonoluded   a  compact  with    the 
powers  of  lawlessness  and  crime.    But 
when,  at  7  o'dock  on  the  6th  of  May, 
\m,  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant,  a  Member  of  that  House, 
one  of  their  most  respected  Oolleagues, 
and  the  son  of  an  English  Duke,  was 
•track  down  in  thePhosniz  Park — then, 
and  only  then,  did  thepr  realize  the  true 
nature  of  their  policy  in  all  its  hideous- 
ness.     Of  liord  Frederick  Oayendish, 
whose  name  would  long  be  remembered 
in  that  Hooae  with  affectionate  venera- 
tion, it  might  be  truly  said  that  while 
in  his  life  he  rendered  good  service  to 
the  State,  by  his  dying  he  brought  good 
to  the  people  of  Irehmd,  and  was  the 
cause  of  restoring  the  first  elements  of 
order  to  a  land  long  distracted  by  anarchy 
and  terrorijEed   by  unpunished  crime. 
Certainly,  there  was  then  a  change — a 
change  so  large  in  its  proportions  that 
the  outrages,  which  had  previously  num- 
bered 500  and  600  in  a  month,  had  sunk 
to  50  and  60  a  month,  and  even  less — a 
change  so  marked  in  its  character  that  it 
caused  the  Gbvemment  to  abandon  all 
theur  Procedure  projects,  to  throw  aside 
their  whole  scheme  of  legislation ;  in  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  to  recast 
and  reconsider  all  their  arrangements — 
a  change  so  striking  in  its  effects  that 
*'  Boycotting"  had  sdmost  vanished  from 
the  land,  Moonlighters  had  ceased  their 
depredations,  and,  for  the  first  time  since 
the  present  Government  came  into  OfiELce, 
men  were  able  to  go  to  and  fro  upon 
their  affairs  without  fear ;  and,  for  the 
first  time  since  the  present  Government 
came  into  Office,  they  were  enabled  to 
inlcrm  Parliament,  through  the  Queen's 
Speech,  that  the  law  hiM  been  every- 
where upheld.    But  what  torrents  of 
blood,  what  cataracts  of  terror,  what 
oceans  of  misery  had  overwhelmed  Ire- 
land before  this  change  could  be  effected ; 
and  the  Opposition  had  a  right  to  ask 
Har  Majesty's  Oovemment  to  consent 
to  the  insertion  in  the  Address  of  a 
paragraph,  expressing  their  earnest  hope 
that  the  change  which  had  produced 
these  results  might  be  maintained,  and 
that  no  political  exigency  should  ever 
again  induce  the  Oovemment  of  the 
Queen  in  Ireland  to  rely  upon  lawless- 
ness and  crime.  Oertaanly,there  had  been 
a  change  in  the  summer  and  autumn  and 
the  wintOT  t>f  1880,  and  in  the  spring  of 
1881  Her  Majesty^s  Oovemment  and 


the  Irish  National  League  were  political 
allies ;  and  in  the  summer  and  autumn 
and  winter  of  1880,  and  in  the  spring  of 
1881,  the  Irish  Land  League  had  for  its 
leaders  Sheridan  of  Tuboerourry,  and 
James  Oarey,  town  councillor  of  Dublin. 
And,  on  the  4th  of  May,  this  arrange- 
ment of  parties  culminated  in  this  ap- 
palling uct-r-that  at  that  moment  the 
chain  of  Oovemment  in  Ireland  ranged 
from  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  noole 
Lord  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  from  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  the  Yioeregal  Lodge 
down  through  all  the  forces  of  magis- 
trates, military,  and  police,  to  Sheridan 
of  Tubberourry,  and  James  Oarey,  town 
councillor  of  Dublin.  And  in  all  this 
horrid  picture  this  was  the  most  horrid 
feature — ^that  the  power  on  which,  on 
the  4th  of  May,  the  Oovemment  chiefly 
relied  for  the  restoration  of  order  was 
not  tiie  genius  or  the  eloquence  of  the 
Prime  l^finister,  not  the  abilities  of  the 
noble  Marquess  and  his  Oolleagues,  not 
the  tried  experience  of  Earl  Spencer, 
not  ^e  forces  of  all  their  magistracy, 
military,  and  police,  but  on  the  influence, 
secret  or  otherwise,  legal  or  otherwise, 
which  might  or  might  not  be  exercised 
by  Sheridan  of  Tubbercurry,  and  James 
Oarey,  town  councillor  of  Dublin.  These 
were  the  ultimate  resources  of  a  Liberal 
Administration;  these  were  the  great 
twin  brethren  who  were  to  bring  the 
Liberal  ship  safely  into  port;  and  on 
the  4th  May  they  put  into  practice  with 
a  vengeance  the  Prime  Minister's  new 
idea  of  making  the  humblest  Irishman 
a  governing  agency.  And  the  most 
curious  point  of  all  this  was  that  now, 
when  they  appeared  to  be  about  to  bring 
to  justice  ue  perpetrators  of  many  a 
foul  assassination,  their  success  in  the 
matter  was  not  to  be  attributed  to  their 
having  won  the  hearts  of  the  people  of 
Irdand  by  their  remedial  legislation,  nor 
to  their  executive  skill,  but  simply  and 
solely  to  the  information  fumisheii  them 
by  their  quondam  ally,  James  Oarey, 
town  councillor  of  Dublin.  It  was  a 
marvellous  example  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's theory  of  making  the  humblest 
Lishman  a  governing  agency.  Oer- 
tainly,  there  had  been  a  change ;  and, 
animated  by  every  emotion  and  every 
painful  reflection  that  could  le^timately 
stir  the  minds  of  public  men  in  a  more 
or  less  responsible  position,  they  prayed 
^e  Orown  that  that  change  mupht  be 
maintained,  and  they  demanded  from 
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Her  Majesty's  Gbyemment  an  assurance 
and  guarantee  to  that  effect.  The  Go- 
vernment talked  about  an  improvement 
in  the  social  condition  of  the  Irish 
people.  What  sort  of  an  improvement 
was  it?  It  was  simply  nothing  more 
than  a  decrease  in  agrarian  crime.  He 
should  like  to  know  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, or  any  other  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
if  there  was  any  improvement  in  the 
feeling  of  Ireland  towards  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland  ?  Would  they 
not  be  prepared  to  admit  that  the  hatred 
towards  England  and  Scotland  was  far 
more  intense  and  malignant  and  wide- 
spread than  ever  it  had  been  before  in 
the  present  century  ?  Was  it  not  a  ter- 
rible sign  of  the  times  to  find  that  the 
prisoners  at  the  Kilmainham  Court 
House,  charged  with  the  commission  of 
assassination,  were  daily  cheered  by  the 
Dublin  mob  ?  What  was  the  state  of 
things  when  the  G-overnment  came  into 
Office  in  1880?  In  1880,  the  people  of 
England  were  watching  the  state  and 
condition  of  Ireland  with  generous  sym- 
pathy. Large  sums  of  money  were  freely 
subscribed  in  all  parts  of  the  country 
towards  the  relief  of  Irish  distress ;  and 
he  could  state  confidently,  from  his  own 
experience  of  that  distress,  that  in  many 
homes  in  Ireland  there  were  feelings  of 
gratitude  springing  up  for  the  liberality 
of  the  English  people.  But  now,  after 
three  years  of  Liberal  rule,  not  only  had 
they  increased  the  detestation  in  Ireland 
of  everything  connected  with  England ; 
not  only  had  they  made  the  name  of 
Ireland  a  bye-word  and  a  reproach  in 
Europe,  but  they  had  also  made  the  very 
name  of  Ireland  to  stink  in  the  nostrils 
of  the  English  people  ;  so  that  if  there 
were  a  famine  in  Ireland,  at  the  present 
moment,  it  would  be  extremely  difficult 
to  make  the  tide  of  English  charity 
flow  thither  as  freely  as  before.  He 
said  this  because  he  felt  that  the  gene- 
rosity of  the  English  people  was  so  large 
and  so  justly  renowned,  that  nothing 
but  a  very  powerful  and  intense  feeling 
of  animosity  could  arrest  it.  Then,  if 
that  were  so,  was  it  possible  that  there 
could  be  a  more  crushing  criticism  upon 
the  policy  of  the  G-ovemment  ?  Was  it 
possible  that  anything  could  produce  in 
the  mind  of  anyone  more  gloomy  fore- 
bodings for  the  future  of  the  Union? 
Agrarian  crime  might  pass  away,  and 
the   law  might  again    be  everywhere 
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upheld ;  but  this  main  result  and  efifect 
of  their  policy  would  not  pass  away. 
It    would    continue    to    paralyze    and 
defy  all  the  efforts  of  all  their  Parlia- 
ments and  all  their  Governments,  and 
would  rankle   for  generations  and  for 
years  to  come  in  the  minds  of  the  Irisli 
people.     Amid  all    these  misfortunes, 
there  was  one  method  which,  in  conclu- 
sion, he  would  like  to  put  before  tlie 
House,  and  which  he  would  venture  to 
recommend  to  the  Government  as  a  means 
by  which  they  might  render  the  task  of 
governing  Ireland  easier,  not  only  for 
themselves,  but  for  those  who  might  have 
to  come  after  them.     That  was  that  tlie 
Government  should  choose  this  moment 
and  take  this  opportunity  for  speaking 
out  freely  and  fully,  and  announce  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  country  the 
nature  of  their  policy,  and  what,  after 
all  their  bitter  and  mortifying  experience 
of  the  last  three  years,  was  now  their 
intention  with  regard  to  Ireland.     He 
ventured  to  make  an  appeal  to  the  noble 
Marquess  the  present  Leader  of    the 
House  of  Commons.    The  noble  Mar- 
quess was  more  closely  connected  with 
Ireland  than  almost  any  man  in   that 
House.     He  was  connected  with  that 
country  by  the  vast  estates  which  were 
the  appanage  of  his  race ;  he  was  con- 
nected with  it  by  a  long  and  prosperous 
administration  of  its  affairs,  and  he  was 
connected  with  it  by  the  bitter  memory 
of  an  irreparable  loss.    The  noble  Mar- 
quess was  one  of  the  few — perhaps  the 
only  statesman — in    whom  the  people 
of  this  country  were  prepared  to  repose 
a  larffe  and  generous  measure  of  public 
confidence.    He  would  appeal  then  to 
the  noble  Marquess  to  speak  out   on 
the  matter,  and  to  inform  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  England  and  Ireland, 
whether  the  utterances  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone), 
which  had  attracted  so  much  attention 
in  that  House,   and    which  had  been 
alluded    to    by    his    (Lord    Bandolph 
Churchill's)    right    hon.    and    learned 
Friend  (Mr.   Gibson),   were  to  be  re- 
garded as  the  **  harebrained  chatter  of 
irresponsible  frivolity,"  or  whether  they 
truly  reflected  the  tendency  of  Liberal 
legislation.     If  so,  was  the  noble  Mar- 
quess prepared  to  take  a  prominent  part 
in  promoting  that  legislation?  The  Junior 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the  Private  Secre- 
tary, and  the  son  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
had  condemned  the  present  system  of  go- 
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yemment  in  Ireland  in  the  severest  terms. 
He  had  avowed  himself  in  favour  of  the 
widest  measures  of  local  self-govern- 
ment; in  other  words,  he  was  in  fa- 
vour of  Home  Bule.  [Criw  of  "No, 
no ! "]  Hon.  Members  who  cried 
"  No !  "  were  extremely  bold  in  deny- 
ing the  statement  attributed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  when  the  hon. 
Member  himself  was  in  the  House, 
and  was  not  prepared  to  contradict  those 
statements.  It  surely  might  be  supposed 
that  the  hon.  Member  knew  much  better 
what  his  own  opinions  were  than  those 
hon.  Members  who  cried  "No."  The 
hon.  Member  would  say  whether  he 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  was  right  or 
wrong  in  regard  to  the  statements  he 
had  attributed  to  him.  He  said  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  had  avowed 
himself  in  favour  of  Home  Bule ;  and 
he  had,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  he 
(Lord  Randolph  Ohurchill)  regretted  to 
say,  held  up  the  landowning  class  in 
Ireland  to  execration.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  a  (}olleague  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, and  by  the  name  which  he  bore 
he  was  an  important  Colleague;  and 
they  had  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  noble 
Marquess  to  know  whether  he  repu- 
diated, or  whether  he  accepted,  th.e  views 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds.  Much 
depended  upon  the  answer  which  the 
noble  Marquess  might  give.  He  would 
go  further,  and  say,  that  upon  the  noble 
Marquess  giving  an  answer,  or  refusing 
an  answer  to  the  question,  the  peace  of 
Ireland  largely  depended.  If  the  noble 
Marquess  repudiated,  as  he  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  firmly  believed  he  did, 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
— ^if  he  was  prepared  to  resist  their  ap- 
plication in  a  practical  form  to  Ireland, 
then  it  appeared  to  him  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  that  there  were  no  reasons 
why  he  should  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham,  which  was  put 
forward,  not  only  with  the  approval  and 
on  behalf  of  the  Tory  Party,  not  merely 
on  behalf  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
not  merely  on  behalf  of  the  people  of 
Ihigland  and  Scotland,  but  maimy  on 
behalf  of  the  unfortunate  people  of  Ire- 
land,-who  had  been  so  long  distracted, 
misRovemed,  and  oppressed.  But  if  the 
noble  Marquessrefused  to  respond  to  that 
appeal,  if  he  declined  to  accept  even  the 
spirit  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  then  he  (Lord  liau- 


dolph  Churchill)  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  as  sure  as  they  were  sitting 
there  agitation  in  Ireland  would  re- 
commence, disorder  ere  long  would  reign 
again,  and  the  events  of  the  last  three 
years  would  be  but  as  a  chapter — aye, 
only  as  a  page  in  the  story  of  Irish 
wrongs. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  Sir,  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  has  explained  to  the  House 
what  is  his  view  of  the  character  of  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst).  For  my  part,  I  wish  to  judge 
that  Amendment  by  the  spirit  of  the 
speech  which  accompanied  its  introduc- 
tion. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  stated,  when  it  was  in- 
troduced, that  he  hoped  the  House 
would  meet  it  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  was  moved ;  but  the  speech  in 
which  it  was  moved  was  a  speech  in 
regard  to  which  I  do  not  think  I  am 
using  too  strong  words  when  I  say  that 
it  did  not  represent  the  gravity  of  the 
situation,  and  that  it  was  not  conceived 
in  the  spirit  one  would  expect  the  sub- 
ject to  be  dealt  with  at  a  time  when  we 
were  having  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  himself  called  ''  the  revelations 
of  the  Kilmainham  Court  House."  We 
had  to  deal  with  that  speech,  and  I 
asked  myself,  as  many  otner  Members 
no  doubt  did,  on  what  question  are  we 
really  engaged  to-night,  and  with  what 
motive  has  this  Amendment  been  moved? 
Why  is  this  peculiar  Motion  made  ?  At 
what  moment  is  it  moved  ?  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  re- 
buked the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  just  now,  be- 
cause he  said  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  gone  out  of  his  way  to 
denounce  the  Land  League. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  did  not  say  that ;  I  never  said  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  gone  out  of  his  way. 

An  hon.  Mbmbbb:  The  words  were 
"  gone  astray." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN :  Yes ;  "  gone  astray,' ' 
or  words  to  the  effect  that  he  had  wan- 
dered out  of  his  way.  That  is  not  so 
very  far  from  what  I  said,  and  I  will 
put  it  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  wandered  from  the  sub- 
ject. What,  then,  was  the  subject  P 
Has  not  the  noble  Lord  wandered  from 
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tbie  subject,  in  order  to  bring  every 
charge  lie  possibly  could  conceive  against 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  regard 
to  other  transactions  ?  Have  not  other 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Members  who  have 
spoken  wandered  from  the  Amendment, 
in  order  to  rake  up  as  many  transactions 
of  the  past  as  they  could,  so  as  to  be 
able  to  throw  odium  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  possibly,  not,  perhaps, 
intentionally,  to  increase  the  difficulties 
which  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
the  Front  Bench  have  to  confront  at  this 
critical  moment  ?  We  have  heard  what 
these  difficulties  are.  I  ask,  then,  at 
what  moment  is  this  Amendment  intro- 
duced? What  has  suggested  the  Amend- 
ment? It  was  not  on  the  Paper  on 
Thursday  or  Friday  last ;  it  was  put  on 
the  Paper  after  the  proceedings  at  the 
Kilmainham  Court  Mouse  on  Satur- 
day. Why  was  it  put  there  ?  It  was 
put  there  in  order  to  rest  arguments, 
either  by  inference  or  speech,  upon 
what  one  hon.  Member  opposite  called 
the  ''  disclosures,"  and  another  the 
'^  revelations,"  that  had  been  made. 
How  are  the  Government,  at  a  moment 
like  this,  to  deal  with  a  situation  put 
before  them  in  that  way?  How  can 
they  either  assume  or  contradict  the 
statements  that  have  been  made  ?  Have 
they  not  to  fight  with  their  hands  tied  ? 
I  am  no  lawyer,  and  I  do  not  know  how 
far  it  is  right  to  make  the  statement 
which  was  used,  that  the  Crown  was,  at  all 
events,  bound  to  assume  the  truth  of  the 
evidence  of  their  own  witnesses.  How 
far  that  applies  to  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  Crown  in  their  representative 
and  political  capacity  I  do  not  know; 
but  what  I  do  know  is,  that  if  the  Front 
Bench  had  ventured  to  form  or  pass  any 
criticism  upon  the  revelations  made  in 
the  Court  House  of  Kilmainham  on 
Saturday  last,  they  would  have  laid 
themselves  open  to  censure  from  all 
parts  of  the  House.  I  say,  therefore, 
that  this  is  scarcely  a  moment  to  invite 
the  Government  to  discuss  the  results  of 
these  revelations.  Let  me  put  it  in  this 
way.  If  it  should  result  that  all  that 
has  been  put  forward  is  not  true,  should 
this  debate  have  taken  place  ?  I  say, 
then,  this  debate  is  premature  under 
the  circumstances  of  the  case;  and  I 
would  ask  if  it  is  likely  to  be  for  the 
advantage  of  Ireland — ^for  the  advan- 
tage of  justice — or  will  it  lighten  the 
work  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  that 
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wo  should  be  discussing  these  matters 
at  the  present  moment?    Is   it  a    fit 
moment  to  choose,  when  all  our  hearts 
and  minds  have  been  stirred  by  what  vre 
have  read  ?    I  think  that  is  a  considera- 
tion that  ought  not  to  be  omitted.   It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  it  is  not  a  very  agree- 
able spectacle  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  and  his  Friends 
should  not  have  been  able  to  wait  eyen 
until  this  trial  should  have  been  finished 
before  finding  themselves  called  upon 
to  take   the   Government  to   task    as 
they  have  done  to-night.    [Mi.  T.  P. 
O'Connor  :  Why  did  you  not  wait  ?]    I 
am  not  aware  that  I  nave  endeavoured 
to  cast  a  slur  upon  anyone ;  but  what  I 
maintain  is  that,  at   the  present  mo- 
ment, we  are  not  ripe  for  the  discussion 
that  has  been  initiated.    I  wish  to  put 
the  case  in  this  way.    Is  it  not  better 
that  hon.  Members  on  all  sides  of  the 
House  should  wait  imlil  the   law  has 
decided — until  the  trial  has  taken  place 
— before  they  embark  in  a  discussion  of 
this  kind  ?    Therefore,  I  ask,  why  this 
haste  ?    I  have  in  vain  looked  for  an 
expression,   even  from    the    hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham,  or  from 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph    Churchill),    of 
congratulation  of  the  Government  upon 
their  apparent  success  in    discovering 
some  01  the  circumstances  under  which 
these  crimes  have  been  committed.  They 
assume  the  truth  of  the  evidence,  be- 
cause the  whole  of  their  case  is  based 
on  this — that  the  disclosures  are  true ; 
and,  nevertheless,  they  have  not  one 
word  to  say  to  congratulate  the  Execu- 
tive Government  on  the  firmness  with 
which  they  have  been  able  to  carry  out 
their  search  for  the  assassins.     They  do 
not  say — '*  We  will  rally  round  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  and  support  them;  " 
but,  before  they  have  time  to  know  the 
whole  case,  they  have  endeavoured  to 
fasten   an  attack  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government.     That  is  altogether  incon- 
sistent with  the  feeling  I  have,  that  we 
ought  not  to  prejudge  the  case,  and  that 
we  ought  to  distinguish  between  a  pre- 
liminary investigation  and  the   official 
trial  that  has  yet  to  take  place.     My 
case  is  this — and  it  is  one  which  makes 
me  speak  somewhat  warmly  in  express- 
ing my  judgment  of  the  course  taken  by 
hon.  Members  opposite— it  appears  to 
me  that  the  middle  of  an  unfinished 
transaction  of  the  law  is  precisely  tho 
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tiine  when  it  must  be  embarrassing  to  all 
parties  that  the  subject  should  oe  dis- 
cussed in  this  House ;  and  this  Motion, 
forced   on  Her  Majesty's  Government 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  is  made  at  a 
time  when  the  whole   feeling   of  the 
country  has  been  aroused  bv  what  we 
haye  read.    We  have  to  go  baok  upon 
other  transactions,   and  to  discuss  the 
degree  of  responsibility  which  attaches 
to  one  man  or  another,  before  we  can 
really  be  in  full  possession  of  the  facts 
of  the  case.    I  tnut  that  in  deprecating, 
as  I  venture  to  deprecate,  this  discus- 
dxm,  it  will  not  be  suspected  that  it  is 
because  I  am  lukewarm  in  the  cause  of 
law  and  order.    Hon.  Members  know 
that  I  have  not  been  afraid  at  any  time, 
in  this  House,  to  speak  my  mind  on  that 
subject,  and  if  I  thought  that  pressure 
ought  to  be  put  on  the  Executive  for 
more  vigour  in  that  direction,  I  should 
not    shrink    to  join    in    putting  such 
pressure  on  them;  but  I  say  that  the 
moment  is  ill-chosen,  and  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  public  of  the  country  will 
believe  that,  before  they  are  themselves 
able  to  form  a  judgment,  it  is  right  that 
a  Motion  of  this  kind  should  be  placed 
before  the  House  of  Commons  for  its 
consideration.      The  noble  Lord    says 
that  it  is  in  order  to  obtain  pledges  for 
the  future.    Will  that  "  take  in,"  to  use 
a  vulgar  phrase,  any  hon.  Member  in  this 
House  ?  We  have  heard  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite — and  I  believe  they  have 
done  so  with  conviction  and  with  earnest- 
ness —  bear    witness  to  the  admirable 
firmness  with  which  Earl  Spencer  and 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  have  dis- 
charged their  duties.  Do  they  think  that 
these  Qentlemen  require  the  stimulus 
which  the  noble  Lord  pretends  to  apply 
to  them  ?  I  do  not  think  that  they  re- 
quire any  stimulus  at  all.     It  appears  to 
me  that  they  are  discharging  their  duties 
in  a  manner  which  is  commanding  the 
confidence  of  the  country  ;  and  I  regret 
that  the    Conservative    Party,   at  this 
moment,  instead  of  suspending  ifor  a  time 
all  Party  conflict,  should  think  it  right  to 
seek  to  embarrass  the  Government,  and 
almost  to  divert  public  attention  from  the 
course  in  which  it  ought  to  be  directed, 
by  putting  a  Motion  of  which  the  object 
can  only  be  this — to  make  an  attack 
upon  the  Qovemment,  and  thereby,  so  &r 
as  they  can  do  it,  to  weaken  the  force  of 
the  Exeontive  Qovemment  at  a  moment 


when,  above  all  others,  it  is  iniportant 
that  the  hands  of  the  Executive  Qovem- 
ment should  remain  firm  and  strong  and 
undisturbed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
{Sir  Merhert  Maxwell.) 

Thb  MARQinsss  ov  HABTINQTON : 
I  think  the  hour  is  somewhat  early.  It 
is  not  usual  to  conclude  debates  of  this 
kind,  especially  when  we  have  such  im- 
portant JBusinees  still  to  dispose  of,  at 
so  early  an  hour.  If  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  desires  to  make  any  observations, 
I  believe  that  the  House  will  be  glad  to 
hear  him,  and  that  they  would  ask  him 
to  proceed  with  those  remarks  at  once. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
think  it  is  impossible  that  this  debate 
can  be  finishea  to  night ;  and,  therefore, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  this  is  only  a  rea-> 
sonable  hour,  considering  that  we  have 
to  meet  in  the  morning  at  12  o'clock,  for 
adjourning  the  debate. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  hoped 
that  the  noble  Marouess  would  consent 
to  the  Motion,  which  he  thought  was  in 
accordance  with  the  New  Rules.  In  his 
opinion,  those  Rules  were  intended  to 
facilitate  a  Motion  for  Adjournment  at 
that  hour. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT:  My 
noble  Friend  has  no  desire  to  enter 
into  a  contest  with  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site ;  but  I  must  remind  hon.  Members 
of  the  practice  of  continuing  the  debate 
on  the  Address  for  a  great  number  of 
days,  and  occupying  a  considerable  part 
of  the  commencement  of  the  Session,  is 
a  novel  practice.  I  think  that  in  this 
single  Session  we  have  already  had  more 
days  taken  up  in  the  debate  on  the 
Address  than  was  formerly  the  case.  I 
may  remind  hon.  Members  that  it  is  im* 
possible  for  us  to  burn  the  candle  at  both 
ends ;  and  if  the  House  is  disposed  to 
spend  a  great  part  of  its  time  before 
Easter  in  prolonged  debates  on  the  Ad- 
dress, it  is  really  taking  away  that  time 
which  ought  to  be  given  to  the  transaction 
of  the  real  Business  of  the  House.  I  do 
not  rise  on  the  part  of  my  noble  Friend 
to  oppose  the  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
but  1  do  hope  that  hon.  Members  will 
take  these  matters  into  consideration  and 
reflect  upon  them. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 
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MOTIONS. 

RIVER   TEES. 

Returns  ordered^  "  relative  to  Bed  and  Fore- 
shore of  the  River  Tees,  under  the  following 
Schedules : — 

Schedule  No.  I. 
Return  of  all  consideration  moneys  received 
or  receivable  hj  the  Crown  in  respect  of  any 
part  or  parts  of  the  Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the 
River  Tees,  &c.  or  of  any  minerals  under  the 
same,  within  the  limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Tees  Conservancy  Commissioners,  which 
have  been  sold  or  agreed  to  be  sold  between  the 
1st  day  of  December  1844,  and  the  Slst  day  of 
December  1882,  and  the  particulars  (by  refer- 
ence to  a  plan)  of  the  several  plots  in  respect  of 
which  such  moneys  have  been  received  or  are 
receivable  : 

Schedule  No.  II. 
Return  of  all  Leases  or  Agreements  for 
Jjeascs  granted  or  made,  and  of  all  Rents  and 
Royalties  received  by  the  Crown  in  respect  of 
the  Foreshore  and  Bed  of  the  River  Tees,  &c. 
or  any  minerals  thereunder,  within  the  limits 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Tees  Conservancy 
Commissioners,  between  the  1st  day  of  January 
1844,  and  the  Slst  day  of  December  1882,  and 
the  particulars  of  the  several  plots  (by  reference 
to  a  plan)  in  respect  of  whidi  such  Leases  or 
Agreements  for  Leases  were  granted  or  made, 
and  such  rents  and  royalties  have  been  received 
or  are  receivable : 

Schedule  No.  III. 
Return  of  aU  moneys  paid  or  payable  by  the 
Crown  in  respect  of  the  moneys  or  rents  men- 
tioned in  the  preceding  Schedules  Nos.  I.  and 
II.  (or  either  of  Uiem),  in  connection  with  the 
reclamation  of  sale  or  lease  of  the  Foreshore  or 
Bed  of  the  River  Tees,  or  any  mineral  within  or 
under  the  same,  or  any  claims  with  reference 
thereto,  within  the  limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Tees  Conservancy  Commissioners,  between 
the  1st  day  of  January  1844,  and  the  31st  day  of 
December  1882."— (Ifr.  Doddt.) 

CORN   SALES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rankin,  Bill  to  insure 
uniformity  of  Weight  in  the  Sale  of  Com, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rankin,  Sir 
Joseph  Bailbt,  Mr.  Duckham,  Mr.  Biddell, 
Mr.  U.  T.  Davenpobt,  and  Mr.  Williamson. 

SITES  FOR  PLACES  OF  WORSHIP,  &C.  (IRE- 
LAND]  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  afford 
increased  facilities  for  obtaining  Sites  for  Places 
of  Worship,  Schools,  and  Residences  for  Teachers 
and  Clergymen  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Grat,  Sir  Hervey 
Bruce,  Mr.  Thomas  Dickson,  Mr.  Patrick 
Martin,  ]^Ir.  O'Shba,  Mr.  Bioqar,  and  Mr. 
Meldon. 

MARRIAOB   (hours  OF  SOLEMNIZATION) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cainb,  Bill  for  the  ezten- 
■ioK  of  the  Hours  for  the  Solemnization  of 


Marriage,  ordered   to   be  brought  in  by 
Caine,  Mr.  Morlet,  and  Mr.  Wills. 


INFECTIOUS    DISEASES    NOTIFICATION   BII«r«. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  better  Notification  of  Infectious  Diseases, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hastings,  Sir 
Trevor  Lawrence,  Dr.  Farqcharson,  and 
Mr.  Brinton. 


ORDER    OF   THE   DAT. 


TRADE  MARKS  BILL.— [Bill  70.] 

{Mr.  Arthur  Arnold,  Mr,  Armitaffe,  Mr,  Arnold 
Morley,  Mr.  Orr-Ewinp.) 

SECOND   READIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  AETHUR  ARNOLD,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  proposed  to  enact  that  from  and 
after  the  expiration  of  five  years  from 
the  date  of  the  registration  of  a  person 
as  first  proprietor  of  a  trade  mark,  he 
and  every  subsequently  registered  pro- 
prietor thereof,  lawfully  claiming  under 
or  through  him,  should  have  an  abso- 
lute and  unimpeachable  right  to  the 
exclusiye  use  of  such  trade  mark,  sub- 
ject, however,  to  Section  2  of  the  Act  of 
1875,  as  regarded  the  connection  of  the 
trade  mark  so  registered  with  the  good- 
will of  a  business.  It  also  proposed  that 
no  person  but  the  Registrar  and  the  re- 
gistered proprietor  should  be  entitled  to 
take  proceedings  for  the  rectification  of 
the  registration  of  a  trade  mark,  but  did 
not  affect  any  proceedings  commenced 
prior  to  the  Ist  day  of  August,  1883,  for 
the  rectification  of  the  register  or  other- 
wise ;  nor  did  it  affect  any  judgment  or 
order  of  the  Oourt  made  or  delivered 
before  that  date.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Ohamberlain)  had  g^ven  No- 
tice of  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  for  the 
amendment  and  consolidation  of  the  law 
in  relation  to  trade  marks ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Arnold)  now  asked  the  House  to  read 
this  Bill  a  second  time,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee, along  with  the  Government  mea- 
sure, for  the  purpose  of  being  incor« 
porated  therewith.  He  regarded  it  as 
essential  that  consideration  should  be 
given  to  the  question  of  indefeasible  re- 
gistration of  trade  marks,  and  could  not 
conceive  that  any  hon.  Member  would 
object  to  the  consolidation  with  the  Go- 
vernment Bill  of  80  important  a  prin- 


501 


Trad0 


(Februabt  21,  1883} 


3Iark'8  Bill. 


502 


ciple.    He  would  conolude  by  moving 
the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Hr,  Arthur  Arnold.) 

Mr.  H.  DAVEY  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold)  bad  tbought  it  proper  to  bring 
in  this  Bill  at  a  moment  when  there  was 
only  present  on  the  Treasury  Bench  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  as  Hepresentative  of  Her  Ma- 
j  esty 's  Government.    The  Bill,  although 
consisting  of  three  sections  only,  pro- 
posed within  that  small  compass,  never- 
theless, to  effect  a  complete  revolution 
in  the  law  of  trade  marks.     The  1st 
section  of  the  Bill  proposed  that  after 
the  lapse  of  five  years,  not  only  should 
the  right  to  a  registered  trade  mark  be 
indefeasible,  but  that  the  question  whe- 
ther it  was  a  trade  mark  should  be  ex- 
cluded.   Without  venturing  to  put  his 
knowledge  of  the  law  against  the  opi- 
nion of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  would  refer 
to  the  case  brought  before  Mr.  Justice 
Chitty,   whose  decision — which  was  a 
surprise  to  everv  lawyer — was  overruled 
by  the  Court  of  Appeal.    The  plaintiff 
in  that  case  had  been  on  the  register 
five  years,  and  during  that  time  he  had 
taken  no  active  steps;   but  he  after- 
wards woke  up  and  commenced  bringing 
actions  against  those  who  had  infringed 
the  trade  mark  of  "  Fixed  Stars."  Now, 
as  he  (Mr.  Davey)  had  already  pointed 
out,  the  Bill  before  them  proposed  that 
after  the  lapse  of  five  years  the  regis- 
tration of  a  mark,  whether  it  were  a 
trade  mark  or  not,  should  be  conclusive 
evidence.    Having  had    experience  of 
the  practice  with  regard  to  trade  marks, 
he  was  bound  to  say  he  could  conceive 
nothing  more  mischievous  than  the  pro- 
posals embodied  in  the  Bill.     Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government    were,    of    course, 
masters  of   the  situation,  and  if  they 
thought  fit   to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass 
the    second    reading,     in     order    that 
it  might  be  considered  by  the  Grand 
Committee,  he  could  not  prevent  them ; 
but  he  must  enter  his  protest  against 
the  practice  of  allowing  a  Bill  upon  an 
important  subject,  and  which,  although 
a  small  one,  dealt  with  the  existing  law, 
and  proposed  to  effect  a  revolution  in  it 
which  every  lawyer  in  the  House  would 
regard  as  serious,  to  pass  the  second 
reading  without  any  discussion  what- 


ever, and  merely  upon  the  allegation 
that  it  would  be  discussed  in  the  Grand 
Committee.  If  the  Bill  went  to  that 
Committee,  it  would,  of  course,  be  said 
that  its  principle  had  been  accepted  by 
the  House.  But,  as  the  matter  now 
stood,  could  anyone  say  that  that  was 
so  ?  If  his  hon.  Friend  desired  to  in- 
troduce proposals  of  the  kind  set  forth 
into  the  Bill  which  he  informed  the 
House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  was  about  to  intro- 
duce, nothing  could  be  easier  than  to 
put  forward  Amendments;  but  it  was 
not  necessary  for  that  purpose  that  the 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time,  and 
he  therefore  felt  it  his  duty  to  divide 
the  House  on  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion. 
Mr.  ARNOLD  MOELEY  said,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arthur  Arnold).  The  Government 
Bill,  as  he  understood,  was  to  be  a  Con- 
solidation Bill,  and  the  present  pro- 
posals might  not  come  strictly  within  its 
scope ;  and  it  was  upon  that  ground  that 
his  hon.  Friend  asked  that  the  second 
reading  staff e  might  be  taken,  so  that 
they  might  be  considered  by  the  Grand 
Committee  at  the  same  time  as  the  pro- 
posals contained  in  the  Government 
measure. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 


W$dn$9Aay^  2Ut  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  — Select  Committee— /Yr«<  iJ#- 
port  —  Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Koomi 
(House  of  Commons).    [No.  13.] 

Public  Biiajb— Ordered— Fir$e  Reetding—V^ 
petual  Leases  •  [97] ;  Income  Tax  Admims- 
tration*  [98]  ;  Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  3)» 
[99]. 

Firet  Readtng—Com  Sales*  [96];  Sites  for 
Places  of  Worship,  &c.  (Ireland)  •  [96]  ;  In- 
fectious Diseases  Notification*  [lOOJ. 
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PARLIAMENT—ORDERS  OF   THE  DAY. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  fint  four  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty." — (Th« 
Marquess  of  Sartinffton.) 

SEEDS  ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

OBSEBYATIOKS. 

Db.  OAMEBON  said,  he  wished  to 
take  advantage  of  the  present  oppor- 
tunity to  call  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
yemment  to  the  Seeds  Advances  (Scot- 
land) Bill,  which  was  on  the  Paper  for 
second  reading.  He  was  not  going  to 
explain  the  principles  of  the  BUI,  or  to 
enter  into  any  discussion  concerning  it. 
It  simply  proposed  to  give  assistance  to 
the  smfiJler  tenants  in  Scotland,  who 
were  in  a  state  of  great  destitution 
in  many  parts  of  the  Highlands  and 
Islands,  and  in  a  state  of  destitution 
which  would  certainly  increase.  Now, 
anything  that  could  be  done  to  remedy 
that  state  of  matters  obviously  should 
be  done  at  once ;  and  he  appealed  to  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
iuKton)  as  to  whether  he  might  not 
utilize  the  delay  which  must  occur  in 
consequence  of  the  postponement  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Day,  by  using  his  influence 
with  his  Colleagues  in  order  that  they 
might  obtain  official  information  as  to 
the  real  state  of  matters  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands  of  Scotland.  The 
existence  of  distress  there  was  a  matter 
of  notoriety.  Every  Scottish  paper  was 
full  of  reports  on  the  subject.  Sub- 
scriptions had  been  opened  by  the  Chief 
Magistrates  of  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow 
for  its  relief,  and  he  beueved  a  similar 
movement  had  taken  place  in  London, 
and  yet  he  understood  the  Government 
was  without  any  official  information 
upon  the  subject.  He  did  not  wish  to 
trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House  in 
a  mattor  of  this  kind ;  but  in  a  case  of 
such  great  urgency,  it  was  very  desir- 
able that  the  Government  shoiud  take 
immediate  steps  to  obtain  official  infor- 
mation which  would  guide  them  as  to 
their  course  of  action. 
.  Thi  Mabquess  op  HABTIN(3T0N  : 
.1  can  only  say,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member^  that  I  will  place  myself  in 


communioatioii  with  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate,  and 
with  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  I  am  not  aware  what  in- 
formation they  have  or  have  not ;  but  I 
will  communicate  with  them  to  see  what 
it  is  possible  to  do,  or  whether  it  is  pos- 
sible to  make  any  communication  to  the 
House  or  the  hon.  Gentleman  upon  the 
subject. 

Motion  t^ssd  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  first  four  Orders  of  the  Day 
be  postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  resuming  the  Adioumed  Debate  on  an 
Amendment  to  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty. 

ORDER    OF  THE  DAT. 


ADDBESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjotjbned  debate.]    [fifth  inOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adioumed 
Debate  on  Amendment  [20tii  February  j 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [15tli  Feb- 
ruary.]— [See  page  98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

In  paragraph  10,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  upheld/'  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  '*  and  we  yenture  to 
express  our  earnest  hope  that  the  change  of 
poUcy  which  has  produced  these  results  wul  be 
maintained,  and  that  no  further  attempts  will  be 
made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons  disaf- 
fected to  Her  Majesty's  Rule,  by  concessions  to 
lawless  agitation;  and  that  the  existence  of 
dangerous  secret  societies  in  Dublin  and  other 
parts  of  the  Country  will  continue  to  be  met  by 
unremitting  energy  and  Tigilance  on  the  part 
of  the  Executive,  *—-  {Mr,  Oorsty) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed, 

Sm  HEEBEBT  MAXWELL  teid, 
he  confessed  that  he  had  some  difficulty 
in  picking  up,  with  becoming  yiyacity, 
the  threads  of  arguments  which  were 
abandoned  a  few  hours  ago.  Neverthe- 
less, howeyer  inadequate  his  comprehen- 
sion of  the  grave  questions  before  them, 
and  however  halting  the  sentences  in 
which  he  would  express  it,  he  would 
not  shrink  from  calling  attention  to 
some  aspects  of  the  case  to  which  he 
thought  sufficient  attention  had  not  been 
given;  and|   in  doing  sOi  he  afleure4 
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the  noble  Marquess  that  he  would  en- 
dearour  to  merit  the  encomium  he  had 
paaeed  on  him  last  night,  when  he  sc^d 
he  was  not  in  Hie  habit  of  addressing 
the  flouse  at  undue  length.  He  had 
yesterday  put  on  the  Paper  a  Question 
relatiYe  to  one  of  the  approvers  who  had 
been*plaoed  in  the  box  during  the  recent 
examination  at  Kilmainham.  He  had 
put  it  from  no  private  motives,  and  as 
certainly  he  had  put  it  from  no  Party 
motives.  He  believed  that  in  putting 
that  Question  on  the  Paper  he  was  the 
mouthpiece — ^the  humble  instrument — 
of  the  entire  intelligence  and  sense  of 
the  oountiy.  He  believed  the  question 
was  one  on  the  lips  of  everyone  that 
morning,  however  the  responsible  Minis- 
ters of  the  Orowi^  allowed  themselves 
to  be  led  into  an  unworthy  trafficking 
with  such  doubtful  and  discreditable  in- 
struments. The  information  which  he 
asked  for  was  politely  refused  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  referred  him  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  and 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Oork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  for  the  information  he 
deeired.  He  did  not  go  to  these  sources, 
because  he  looked  to  this  debate  to  elicit 
the  information  which  was  so  urraatly 
required  and  so  widely  asked  for.  When 
he  looked  at  the  nature  of  the  defence 
put  forward  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment last  night,  he  could  not  help  being 
struck  with  the  entire  absence  of  any 
sound  and  valid  argument  against  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
€k>rvt).  The  Home  Secretary  had  chal- 
lenged the  Amendment  as  involving  an 
indirect  Yote  of  Want  of  Confidence  in 
the  Govwnment;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  (Gentleman  did  not  see  in 
the  feeble  and  etiolated  applause  with 
which  his  somewhat  windy  periods  and 
affected  peroration  were  received  by  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  an  in- 
direct Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence,  he 
could  net  congratulate  him  npon  the 
keenness  of  his  perception.  The  gist 
of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  if  they  threw  off  the 
flowers  of  oratory  by  which  it  was  orna- 
mented, was — let  bygones  be  bygones. 
Surely  that  exhortation  was  a  very 
strange  one,  coming  from  one  whose 
disquisitions  upon  political  subjects  most 
of  wem  in  former  days  had  read  imder 
the  peeudonym  of  '' Historicus ; "  be- 


cause if  bygones  were  to  be  bygones, 
if  the  past  was  to  be  made  a  blank, 
the  only  history  they  would  have  to  deal 
with  would  be  the  history  which  the 
Irish  "  Invincibles "  created.  It  was 
said  that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient 
to  the  Government  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion at  present.  He  was  very  unwilling 
to  be  a  party  to  anything  that  would 
embarrass  the  Government,  although  he 
apprehended  it  was  no  part  of  the  duty 
of  an  Opposition  to  select  the  mode  and 
moment  most  convenient  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  which  to  pass  their  criticisms ; 
but  he  had  hoped  mat,  however  earnest 
might  be  the  refusal  of  the  Gk>vemment 
to  enter  into  this  question  at  the  present 
time,  they  would,  at  least,  have  availed 
themselves  of  the  opportanily  so  earn- 
estly hoped  for  and  looked  for  on  the 
part  of  the  country,  of  making  a  decla- 
ration— First,  with  regard  to  their  future 
policy,  that  no  concessions  would  be 
made  to  violent  agitation ;  and,  secondlv, 
with  regard  to  the  past,  that  they  should 
have  had  a  non  tali  auxilio — that,  in 
other  words,  there  was  no  intention  to 
employ,  or  to  contemplate  employing, 
the  assistance  of  men  like  T.  P.  Sheri- 
dan. How  did  they  seize  that  opportu- 
nity? How  did  the  Home  Secretary 
seize  it?  Why,  he  avoided  it.  He 
avoided  it  in  tnree  ways.  He  avoided 
it,  first  of  all,  by  what  he  could  only 
characterize — and  he  did  not  mean  any- 
thing offensive  in  saying  so^-as  a  legal 
quibble.  He  taunted  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  with  hav- 
ing accepted  the  evidence  of  the  witness 
examined  at  Kilmainham  Court  as  hav- 
ing been  proved.  But  that  evidence 
was  of  a  very  remarkable  character; 
it  was  not  evidence  in  the  common  ac* 
ceptation  of  the  term ;  it  was  the  con- 
fession of  one  of  the  participators  in  the 
erime.  Now,  he  had  not  had  the  advan- 
tage, of  which  the  Home  Secretary  had  so 
largely  availed  himself,  of  a  legal  edu- 
cation ;  but  he  was  thankful  rather  than 
otherwise  that  his  mind  had  been  pene- 
trated by  no  sophistries  that  would  pre- 
vent his  accepting  that  which  commended 
itself  to  his  common  sense,  and  to 
the  common  sense  of  the  gpreat  ma- 
jority of  the  country — ^namely,  that  how- 
ever that  evidence  might  be  shaken  in 
detail  hereafter,  in  the  main,  on  the  face 
of  it,  it  was  true. 

Sir  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF :  And 
the  Government  believe  it. 

IFifth  Nighty 
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Sib  HERBERT    MAXWELL  said,  I 
the  second  meanBof  evasion  sought  by  the 
Home  Secretary  was  bjimputation  so  sin- 
gularly disingenuous,  so  wanting  in  that 
manly  tone  which  they  were  accustomed  to 
expect  from  him,  and  so  singularly  un- 
worthy of  the  chief  Representative  of  the 
civil  power  in  this  country,  that  he  had 
to  look  at  the  newspaper  that  morning, 
in  order  to  be  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  really  said 
what  he  understood  him  to  say.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  cast 
an  imputation  on  a  body  of  men  who, 
he  believed,   all  who  were  acquainted 
with  them  would  admit  had  in  times 
and  circumstances  of  singular  difficulty 
and  danger  conducted  themselves  to  the 
admiration  of  the  whole  of  this  country ; 
he  meant  the  police  of  Ireland.     Throw- 
ing that  blame  on  the  class  who  main- 
tained order  in  Ireland  was  all  of  a 
piece  with  what  the  Prime  Minister  did 
at  Leeds  when  he  taunted  the    loyal 
people  of  Ireland  with  not  having  got  up 
a  counter  agitation  to  that  which  was 
desolating  that  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
He  was  glad  that  in  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  the  Home 
Secretary  did  enter  a  sort  of  disclaimer 
of  any  intention  to  cast  an  imputation  on 
the  courage  and  fidelity  of  the  police. 
His  explanation  was  that  it  was  the  fault 
of  their  organization.    What  did  that 
mean  ?  Why,  surely  very  much  the  same 
as  what  used  to  be  said  of  the  Turkish 
Army  in  the  late  war — that  the  men  were 
gallant  fellows,   but    that  the  officers 
were  no  better  than  they  should  be.    If 
the  Home  Secretary   did  not  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  making  more  full 
amends  to  that  gallant  body  of  men — 
without  whose  assistance  Ireland  would 
at  the  present  moment  be  an  independent 
Republic — then    he    feared  the  conse- 
quences would  be  grave  indeed.     The 
third  excuse  was  hardly  worth  alluding 
to ;   it  was  the  threadbare  one  of  the 
difficulty  and  the  disorganization  of  the 
police  being  a  legacy  from  the  former 
Government.    That  recalled  to  his  mind 
the  somewhat  vulgar  anecdote  of  the 
cook  who  was  allowed  no  followers,  and 
whose  mistress  on  going  down  into  the 
kitchen  found  the  legs  of  a  tall  life- 
gpuardsman  sticking  out  of  the  cupboard ; 
whereupon  the  cook  excused  herself  by 
saying  that  the  soldier  was  no  follower 
of  hers,  but  a  legacy  from  the  last  cook. 


Even  the  Home  Secretary  gave  anaocouat 
which  it  was  difficult  to  reconcile  with, 
the  facts  of  the  differences  he  had  had 
with  the  late  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland ; 
but  as  that  had  been  fuUv  desdt  with  last 
night  he  would  not  go  into  it.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  called  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and    learned 
Member  for  Chatham  an  indirect  Vote 
of  Oensure.    There  might  be  a  certain 
implied  censure,  as  was  pointed  out  hy 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  in  the  use  of  the 
word  **  further."    He  was  not  authorized 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment;  but  he  believed  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  be  will- 
ing to  eliminate  the  word  "further," 
and  so  far  let  bygones  be  bygones,  if  he 
could  only  induce  the  Gt>vemmeQt  to 
give  him  such  an  assurance    as    was 
wanted.     What  they  wanted  was  that 
there  should  be  no  more  government  by 
concession.    They  had  had  a  taste  of 
that  already  this  Session.     They  had 
had  the  Affirmation  Bill  brought  in,  in 
response  not  to  legitimate  agitation,  but 
to  the  threat  by  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  that  he 
would  come  down  in  his  thousands  and 
storm  the  House  of  Commons.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  not  the  effrontery 
to  yield  to  that  threat  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne;  but  they  had  so  far 
given  way  to  it  that  they  had  introduced 
the  Affirmation  Bill  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment,  and  he  supposed  that  thoy 
were  prepared  to  carry  it  forward  with 
all  possible  despatch.    It  was  not  until 
they  had  that  specimen  of  the  Impe- 
rial policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  put  his  Amendment  on  the 
Paper.  The  Amendment  was  not  entirely 
limited  in  its  soope  to  Ireland.     Already 
things  were  beginning  to  take  place  in 
Scotland — a  country  whose  people  for 
more  than  a  century  had  been  singularly 
orderly  and  law-abiding — which  caused 
them    to  demand  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government    an    assurance    that    they 
would  abide  by  their  recent  change  of 
policy.  On  the  West  Coast  of  Scotland  and 
among  the  Islands  there  was  a  population 
similar  in  many  respects  to  the  Irish  cot- 
tiers. Their  circumstances  were  not  much 
more  attractive.    They  were  engaged  in 
the  hopeless  task  of  trying  to  live  on 
soil  that  would  not  support  them — an 
attempt  that  had  always    ended,    and 
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would  always  end,  in  the  recurrence  of 
bad  eeaflons,  and,  in  consequence,  misery 
and  starvation.  But  the  movement  of 
which  they  had  lately  heard  was  never 
dreamed  of  until  after  what  had  occurred 
in  Ireland.  He  knew  a  good  deal  of 
what  had  lately  been  going  on  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland ;  and 
if  that  were  a  suitable  occasion  he  could 
tell  hon.  Members  some  things  which 
might  surprise  them.  Meanwhile,  he 
simply  wanted  to  say  that  if  there  was 
any  prospect  of  future  concessions  to 
agitation  in  Ireland,  then  they  might 
depend  on  it  they  would  soon  have 
nearer  home,  and  among  people — he 
spoke  for  himself,  and  for  many  around 
him— infinitely  dearer  to  them  than  the 
Irish  peasantry,  an  agitation  which  could 
only  bring  disaster  and  misery  in  its 
train.  He  could  not  forget  the  crowning 
reason  which  the  Prime  Minister  gave 
for  introducing  the  Land  Bill  of  1881. 
That  right  hon.  Qentleman  said — if  he 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  recollected  his 
words  aright — that  but  for  the  iron 
necessity  of  public  affairs  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  a  shred  of  a  title  to  inter- 
fere between  landlord  and  tenant  in 
Ireland.  Well,  how  was  that  iron  neces- 
sity created — that  iron  necessity  which 
could  have  had  no  existence  in  the 
Prime  Minister's  knowledge  during  the 
autumn  of  1879  and  the  spring  of  1880, 
when  he  entered  into  his  voluminous 
disquisitionB  on  public  affairs  in  Mid 
Lothian  ?  It  had  grown  up  in  the  in- 
terval since  then,  being  welded  by  leaden 
buUets  and  steel  knives.  First  the  chapel 
bell  was  rung,  and  then  the  knives  were 
sharpened.  That  was  how  the  ''iron 
necessities  "  were  got  up.  What  assur- 
ance had  the  House  that  an  iron  necessity 
would  not  be  again  set  on  foot  this  year, 
next  year,  or  any  year,  if  the  policy 
of  concession  was  not  strenuously  and 
emphatically  repudiated  on  the  present 
occasion  ?  The  other  main  defence  set 
up  by  the  Government  last  night  was  in 
the  person  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen), 
whose  manly,  though  somewhat  spas- 
modic independence  they  were  accus- 
tomed to  find  expressed  in  eloquent  and 
telling  words.  He  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
interest ;  but  had  sought  in  vain  for  a 
shed,  for  a  single  molecule,  of  an  argu- 
ment against  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment.   Whereas  the  Home    Secretary 


said — "  Why  do  you  bring  forward  this 
Motion  now  ?  why  did  you  not  do  so  1 0 
months  ago?"  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bipon  said — ''Why 
do  you  bring  it  forward  now,  why  not 
in  10  months  hence  ?  "  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  this  was  a  moment  of 
great  embarrassment  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  how  did  that  agree  with  what  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  at  Hawick  ?  The 
Chief  Secretary  spoke  in  tones  of  hope- 
fulness, almost  of  satisfaction,  in  regard 
to  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland.  |  Mr. 
Treyelyan  dissented.*]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shook  his  nead ;  he  did  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  him ;  but  he,  at  all 
events,  had  drawn  from  that  speech,  a 
certain  amount  of  hope  for  the  future, 
and  of  something  like  satisfaction  with 
the  present.  He  was  sorry  to  learn  now 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  that  he  was 
not  justified  in  doine  so.  But  in  any 
case  he  could  not  look  at  this  particular 
moment  as  one  of  great  embarrassment. 
Why  should  it  be?  The  Government 
were  armed  with  greater  power  than  any 
previous  Government  ever  had  in  deal- 
mg  with  Ireland.  Agitation — the  crimi- 
nal agitation — if  it  was  not  killed  was 
surely  scotched ;  and  the  other  day  they 
had  a  cartoon  in  Punch  representing  the 
Prime  Minister  on  a  heroic  scale,  and 
scantily  clad,  as  was  becoming  a  man  in 
a  warm  climate,  struggling  with  a  very 
under-sized  Hydra  labelled  "  Treason, 
anarchy,  and  murder."  That  was,  at 
all  events,  an  encouraging  view  of  the 
situation,  and  one  which  he  certainly 
hoped  was  not  a  misleading  one.  When , 
he  would  ask,  were  they  to  bring  for- 
ward this  Motion  ?  If  the  Home  Secre- 
tary thought  10  months  ago,  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon  thought 
10  months  hence,  surely  they  could  not 
err  between  these  two  pieces  of  advice 
if  they  took  a  middle  course  and  brought 
it  forward  now.  He  had  expressed  re- 
gret that  the  Government  had  not  ac- 
cepted the  invitation  that  had  been 
extended  to  them.  But  almost  a  graver 
source  of  regret  remained.  If  they 
looked  for  a  disclaimer  in  regard  to  tho 
past,  and  for  encouragement  in  regard 
to  the  future,  was  there  not  a  third  Party 
the  House  from  whom  they  might 


in 


reasonably  expect  some  expression  of 
opinion  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  intimately 
connected  with  the  subject  of  this  do- 
bate.    His  name  had  arisen  frequently ; 
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lie  did  nofc  wish  to  make  or  to  imply 
any  imputation  upon  tlie  conduct  of 
the  hon.  Member ;  but  when  they  had 
his  accredited  instrument,  Mr.  Sheridan, 
unveiled,  before  them  in  the  way  that 
he  had  been,  surely  it  was  not  too 
much  to  expect  that  an  hon.  Member 
sitting  in  the  British  House  of  Commons 
would  rise  in  his  place  to  say  that  he 
knew  nothing  about  the  matter.  Nay, 
more ;  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien)  was 
the  Gentleman  who  nominated  James 
Carey  as  Town  Councillor.  Had  he  no- 
thing to  say  with  regard  to  this  self- 
condemned  murderer  r  Had  he  no  ex- 
pressions of  regret  for  having  ever  taken 
this  man  under  his  <Bgn  ?  That  was  a 
fair  question  to  ask,  and  he  should  be 
much  disappointed  if  this  debate  con- 
tinued without  eliciting  some  explana- 
tion of  these  most  mysterious  circum- 
stances. He  was  absent  last  night  during 
the  greater  part  of  the  debate ;  but  when 
he  took  up  the  paper  in  the  morning  he 
looked  to  see  if  any  Irish  Member  had 
not  been  brave  enough  to  get  up  and  ex- 
press, in  manly  and  unmistakable  tones, 
his  opinion  on  these  matters ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  he  found  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westmeath,  so  far  from  condemning  this 
conspiracy,  actually  offered  a  palliation 
and  an  excuse  for  James  Carey.  [Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan  :  What  was  it  I  said  ?] 
He  would  read  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member,  as  reported  in  2^e  Times  of 
that  morning — 

**  lie  asked  the  Houbo  and  the  people  of  this 
country  to    give  ear    to    the  weighty  words 

Soken  by  James  Oarey  in  Eilmainham  Court 
OQse  when  he  said  that  he  joined  the  Asaassi- 
nation  Committee  when  the  country  was  in  a 
bad  state,  when  coercion  was  in  full  force,  when 
the  popular  leaders  were  in  prison,  and  anyone 
might  oe  put  into  prison,  at  a  moment  when  he 
despaired  of  obtaining  redress  by  constitutional 
means ;  and,  he  added,  but  for  that  the  com- 
mittee would  not  have  had  so  many  recruits. 
These  words  bore  the  stamp  of  truth,  and  proved 
that  it  was  misrule  which  had  driven  men  into 
those  confederacies." 

This  was  the  passage  on  which  he  based 
his  statement  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
offered  palliation  and  excuse.  TheHome 
Bule  Party  in  that  House  had  been  dis- 
credited before ;  let  them  be  careful  they 
did  not  bring  infamy  upon  themselves  in 
the  future.  In  endeavouring  to  form 
some  estimation  of  the  course  which  the 
Government  intended  to  pursue  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland,  they  must  bear  in  mind 
the  words — almost  the  parting  words — 

Sir  Herbert  Maxwell 


with  which  the  Prime  Minister  startled 
the  House  at  the  end  of  the  Autumn 
Session — when  he  said  that  the  wish 
nearest  his  heart  was  to  establish  popu- 
larly-elected bodies  in  every  county  in 
Ireland.  Surely  a  scheme  of  that  sort, 
undertaken  at  the  present  moment,  was 
fraught  with  danger,  not  only  to  Ire- 
land, but  to  the  whole  United  Kingdom. 
They  wanted  to  have  some  encourage- 
ment from  the  Government,  to  look  to 
the  gprave  and  measured  utterances  of 
the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
War  Office,  rather  than  to  the  pro- 
fligate promises  of  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  the  somewhat  acade- 
mical utterances  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone).  He 
would  remind  the  Govempient  that  the 
ephemeral  Jingo  popularity  which  they 
had  gained  by  their  appeal  to  arms  last 
autumn,  and  by  the  brilliancy  of  the  ex- 
ploits of  our  troops  in  that  campaign, 
was  passing  away ;  and  he  urged  them 
to  gain  for  themselves  a  more  lasting 
confidence  by  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
He  believed  that  nothing  short  of  this 
would  suffice  to  give  a  sense  of  returning 
confidence  and  security  to  the  law-abid- 
ing classes,  not  only  of  Ireland,  but  also 
of  England  and  Scotland;  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  impossible  to  exaggerate 
the  gratitude  with  which  it  would  be 
received  by  the  entire  nation. 

Me.  O'BRIEN :  I  regret  to  begin 
what  I  have  to  say  with  some  words 
personal  to  myself  with  reference  to  a 
remark  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Baronet. 
The  National  Party  contested  and  won  a 
great  number  of  wards  at  the  last  muni- 
cipal elections  in  Dublin.  Amongst 
otners,  I  received  an  invitation  from  uie 
burgesses  of  Trinity  Ward  in  Dublin, 
asking  me  to  attend  a  meeting  in  favour 
of  the  candidature  of  Mr.  James  Carey. 
Up  to  that  time,  as  it  happened,  I  had 
never  laid  my  eyes  on  Mr.  Carey ;  but 
I  had  heard  of  him  as  an  old  Nation- 
alist and  a  working-man's  candidate, 
who  had  displayed  a  very  active  and 
intelligent  interest  in  municipal  affairs. 
I  wrote  a  letter  stating  that  1  had  not  a 
vote  for  Trinity  Ward,  and  that  I,  there- 
fore, had  no  right  to  intrude  my  opinion 
on  the  burgesses ;  but  if  I  had  any 
influence  with  them  I  would  bo  very 
glad,  indeed,  from  all  I  had  heard  of 
Mr.  Carey,  to  exert  myself  in  his  favour. 
That  was  tlie  full  extent  of  my  interfer- 
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ence  with  the  election  to  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  referred.  It  was  only  three 
weeks  after  the  election  that  I  first  met 
Mr.  Oarejy  when  he  came  and  intro-^ 
duced  himself,  and  thanked  me  for  what 
I  had  done.  All  I  can  say  is  this ~ that 
looking  hack  now  upon  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  time,  I  wish  it  to  he 
thoroughly  understood  that  I  make  this 
explanation  in  no  apologetic  sense,  for  I 
hare  no  douht  if  the  same  state  of 
things  mutaU  nomine  were  to  arise  in  the 
morning,  that  I  would  take  the  same 
course  of  action;  and  my  only  regret 
would  be  that  I  had  not  a  vote  to  give. 
With  regard  to  some  topics  that  have 
heen  introduced  in  the  course  of  the 
dehate,  it  seems  to  be  now  pretty  gone- 
rally  agreed  that  while  men's  liyes  are 
trembling  in  the  balance  this  House 
should  not  make  an  attempt  to  condemn 
and  sentence  men  here  before  they  are 
tried  in  Dublin,  and  for  one  I  will  be 
no  party  to  it.  As  to  the  larger  ques- 
tion which  is  involved — the  question  of 
whether  the  crimes  in  Dublin  justified 
the  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act, 
or  whether  the  administration  of  the 
Grimes  Act  has  produced  the  crimes  in 
Dublin,  I  would  like  to  offer  some  re- 
marks to  the  House.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  fixed  the  6th  of 
May  as  the  date  of  the  change  of  policy 
which  is  referred  to  in  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gbrst).  I  think  it  can 
be  shown  that,  though,  no  doubt,  the 
events  of  the  6th  of  May  are  the  events 
which  determined  the  Government  to 
secure  a  cruel  Coercion  Act,  that  it  was 
a  subsequent  and  more  sinister  influence 
in  Dublin  Castle  which  determined  the 
Oovemment  to  make  the  cruel  use  they 
have  made  of  it.  .  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  in  the  speech  which  has 
earned  for  him,  and  fairly  earned  for 
him,  the  ill-omened  praises  of  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  last  night,  told  us 
that  agrarian  offences  in  Ireland  had 
dropped  from  1,010  for  the  first  six 
months  in  1882 — the  six  months  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
— to  865  for  the  six  months  after  *'  we 
came  over  to  Ireland ;  "  and  he  would 
have  us  to  infer  that  all  that  came 
about  from  a  wavo  of  his  enchanter's 
wand.  At  all  events,  that  we  owe  it,  if 
not  to  him,  to  Judge  Lawson's  juries, 
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the  hangman's  rope,  the  Press  prosecu- 
tions, and  the  rest  of  it.  What  is  the 
fact  ?  The  month  of  June  was  the  month 
following  the  retirement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford. Judge  Lawson's  juries  were  never 
dreamed  of  at  the  time.  This  Legisla- 
ture had  not  even  settled  the  machinery 
by  which  they  were  to  be  manufactured ; 
the  gallows  was  not  yet  set  np  as  the 
form  of  government  in  Ireland.  On  the 
contrary,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
only  just  come  over  with  sugared  words 
of  conciliation,  and  although  this  House 
was  engaged  in  passing  the  Crimes  Act, 
Ministers  were  almost  fulsome  in  assur- 
ances that  the  measure  was  never  to  be 
put  to  any  desperate  uses.  What  do  we 
find  ?  In  June  the  number  of  agrarian 
offences  fell  to  283,  of  which  155  were 
of  the  nature  of  threatening  letters,  as 
contrasted  with  462  in  Apnl,  when  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  its  heyday.  In  July,  the  month  be- 
fore Judge  Lawson's  juries  began  their 
work,  the  number  of  agprarian  .offences 
had  dwindled  down  to  231,  showing 
plainly  that  the  reign  of  violence,  begun 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  fairly 
abandoned  by  both  sides.  The  Arrears 
Act  offered,  both  to  tenants  and  land- 
lords, a  welcome  escape  from  the  fright- 
ful struggle  of  the  previous  winter.  The 
country  was  settling  down  honestly  and 
heartily,  not,  indeed,  into  political  in- 
anition— not  into  the  ways  of  English 
Whiggery,  and  that  is  the  rub  —  but 
they  were  settling  down  to  a  leisurely 
re-organization  of  their  lawful  forces  for 
further  and  perfectly  lawful  pdlitical 
reforms  in  the  future.  Take  the  county 
of  Clare,  for  instance.  That  is  a  county 
in  which,  perhaps,  as  desperate  things 
were  done,  both  on  the  landlords'  side 
and  on  the  tenants'  side,  as  in  any  county 
in  Ireland.  In  Clare,  in  January,  1882, 
there  were,  unhappily,  the  highest  num- 
ber of  outrages  for  any  county  in  Ire- 
land— 41.  Again,  in  February,  Clare 
headed  the  unhappy  list  with  42  out- 
rages. Contemporaneously  with  this 
state  of  disturbance,  and  as  we  say  the 
cause  and  explanation  of  it,  52  families, 
of  299  souls,  were  evicted  during  that 
quarter,  and  only  seven  families  were 
re-admitted.  In  July,  in  Clare,  under 
the  more  benignant  influence  which 
began  then  to  operate  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford was  gone,  and  when  Mr.  Clifford 
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Lloyd  paid  a  good  deal  of  attention  to 
that  quarter,  being  clipped  of  a  good 
many  of   his  terrors,   the    number  of 
families  evicted  had  fallen  to  seven,  and 
the  number  of  agrarian  offences  gone 
down  to  nine,  three  of  them  cases  of 
writing  threatening  letters.    What  was 
happening  in  Clare  was  happening  all 
over  the  country.     The  one  terrible  ex- 
ception —  the  Phoenix  Park  assaseina- 
tioDS — only  emphasized    the  fact  that 
men  of  all  parties  were  embracing  the 
prospect  of  ending  the  reign  of  violence 
and  bloodshed  of  which  the  assassina- 
tions were  the  last  terrible    outcome. 
Take  the  way  in  which  the  intelligence 
of    these    assaBsinations   was    received 
through  the  country.     The  very  men 
whose  votes  at  the  Poor  Law  elections 
in  March  had  sealed  the  fate  of  the 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford — for  it  was  that 
revolution  at  the  Poor  Law  Boards  which 
made  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  realize 
that  he  was  warring  with  a  nation  and 
not  with  assassins — but  I  say  these  very 
men  whose  votes  hurled  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  from  power,  hailed  those  as- 
sasinations  with  a  chorus  of  execration, 
which  went  from  the  leader  of  the  Irish 
people  through   every  popular  Board- 
room in  the  country.     It  was  an  oppor- 
tunity that  may  not    soon    return    to 
statesmen.  How  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  use  that  opportunity  ? 
Was  the  spirit  displayed  by  the  Irish 
people  loyally  reciprocated  ?    What  is  it 
that  has  changed  the  Ireland  of  June 
and  July  last,  then  settling  down  in  a 
spirit  of  amnesty  and   kindly  human 
sympathy  ?    What  is  it  that  has  trans- 
formed her  into  the  outraged,   sullen, 
and  exasperated  Ireland  that  to-day  and 
for  many  a  day  to  come  will  trouble  the 
peace  of  England  ?    I  do  not  care  what 
was  the  motive.    I  do  not  care  whether 
it  was  to  give  the  people  of  England 
vengeance  for  the  butchery  of  an  un- 
happy English   Nobleman.     I   do  not 
know  whether  it  was  the  mere  ignorance 
of  political  doctrinaires^    or  whether  it 
was  the  mephitic  air  of  Dublin  Castle, 
which,  like  the  underground  palace  in 
the  Arabian  Nights^   stories,   seems  to 
turn  into  stone  the  heart  of  every  Eng- 
lish statesman  who  enters  it.      I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  that  the  greatest 
of  all  Irish  crimes  in  the  eyes  of  Eng- 
lish Ministers  was  that  the  Irish  people 
should  still  believe  in,  and  still  follow, 
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my  hon.  Friend  and  Leader  the  Meai- 
ber  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 
I  do  not  know  what  it  was  that  trans- 
formed the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from 
the  gentleness  of  July  last  to  the  fury 
and  desperation  of  Hawick.  But  this  I  do 
know — that  every  act  of  his  administra- 
tion since  July  has  been  to  wreck  and 
dissipate  every  hope  of  peace  and  con- 
ciliation in  Ireland,  to  destroy  the  seeds 
of  confidence  in,  and  sympathy  with, 
the  law,  and  to  plant  deep  in  the  hearts 
of  the  Irish  people  a  sense  of  anger  and 
resentment  and  of  burning  wrong  which 
it  will  take  many  a  day  of  wiser  states- 
manship to  eradicate.     What  has  been 
the  history  of  the  last  six  months  in  Ire- 
land ?    A  history  of  vengeance  for  the 
officials  of  Dublin  ^Castle,  a  history  of 
license  and  domination  and  revenge  for 
the  class  whom  the  Land  League,  aye, 
and  whom  this  House  found  it  neces- 
sary for  the  public  good  to  disarm  of 
a  portion  of  its  power.     And  what  is  all 
the  noble  indignation  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
against  the  Land  League  but  a  plea  to 
have  that  class  kept  a  little  longer  in  the 
pay  of  England  ?  What  lesson  has  been 
taught  the  Irish  people  during  the  last 
six  months  ?    What,  except  the  old  and 
bitter  lesson  that  public  justice  is  a  mere 
weapon  in  the  hands  of  a  class,  and  that 
whatever  can  be  accomplished  for  Ire- 
land must  be  accomplished  by  secrecy 
and  stealth  ?    What  sort  of  outrage  was 
ever  perpetrated  upon   a  free  people, 
which  ever  drove  a  free  people  to  mad- 
ness, that  has  been  left  unperpetrated  in 
Ireland  ?     Free  speech  ?     Where  is  it  ? 
Public  speakers,  as  the  County  Court 
Judge  for  Cork  put  it  the  other  day, 
would  require  a  law  adviser  at  their 
elbows  to  consult  with  them  about  eveiy 
sentence  they  utter,  so  much  so  that  the 
only  remedy  which  the  learned  Judge 
could  suggest  was  that  in  mercy  to  them 
public  speakers  should  not  be  allowed  to 
open  their  lips  at  all.     A  Member  of 
this  House  cannot  address  his  consti- 
tuents in  Ireland  without  knowing  that 
he  will  have  a  police  spy  beside  him,  if 
he  has  not  a  file  of  bayonets  before  him, 
to  cut  short  the  debate.     The  landlord 
Press  is  permitted  to  pour  out  every  day 
torrents  of  calumnies  and  abuse  upon  the 
Irish  people  ;  they  are  free  to  doit.  But 
when  an  Irish  popular  journalist  ven- 
tures even  to  print  the  report  of  a  local 
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branch  meeting  of  the  Land  League,  he 
has  to  wear  the  handcuffs  and  the  con- 
Tict^s  dress — anless,  indeed,  the  Grown 
officials  are  indiscreet  enough  to  submit 
bim  to  a  jury  of  his  fellow-countrymen 
—even  to  a  packed  jury  in  Green  Street. 
There  is  but  one  other  topic  left  upon 
which  I  shall  speak,  and  that  is  the 
ghastly  mockery  of  justice  that  was  set 
up  in  Ireland  last  winter.  I  have  already 
mentioned  elsewhere  in  plain  English 
what  I  thought  of  that  in  Ireland.  1  re- 
peat here  that  the  jury  panels  prescribed 
bjr  the  Crimes  Act,  and,  God  knows, 
they  were  select  and  exclusive  enough  if 
they  were  fairly  and  indifferently  taken  ; 
those  jury  panels  were  ransacked  for 
men  of  one  creed  and  of  one  class, whose 
prejudices  and  whose  interests  were 
worked  upon  to  take  vengeance  for  the 
privileges  and  the  powers  and  the  money 
they  had  lost.  It  is  notorious  that  offi- 
cials and  leaders  of  the  Landlord  League 
were  sworn  upon  those  juries,  that  the 
trials  at  two  Commissions  were  conducted 
by  Judges  whose  ferocious  partizanship 
disgusted  and  revolted  public  feeling.  I 
repeat  that  these  proceedings  ended  on 
gallows  after  gallows  with  dying  cries  of 
innocence ;  and  I  say  that  the  only  an- 
swer Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  in 
Ireland  have  attempted  to  give  to  those 
charges,  plainly  made  and  openly  re- 
peated, is  the  answer  of  silence,  and 
suppression,  and  evasion,  and  persecu- 
tion. You  can  study  the  results  in  the 
evidence  of  James  Carey.  If,  as  history 
and  as  the  Irish  debates  of  last  Session 
ought  to  have  warned  you,  outrages  and 
wrongs  of  that  kind  have  produced  de- 
plorable and  awful  crimes  in  Dublin-  at 
the  hands  of  desperate  men,  then  I  call 
upon  this  House,  and,  whatever  this 
House  may  do,  I  call  upon  the  Irish 
paople,  to  lay  at  the  doors  of  the  admi- 
nistrators of  the  Crimes  Act,  not  the 
credit  of  having  detected  the  perpetrators 
of  those  crimes,  but  the  folly,  the  wicked- 
ness, and  the  guilt  of  having  caused 
them. 

Mb.  STEWART  MACLIVER  said, 
the  House  must  have  been  deeply 
pained  as  it  listened  to  the  extraor- 
dinary speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  spoken.  There  was,  however, 
a  view  of  that  speech  which  he  would 
commend  to  hon.  Members  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench.  It  was  to  recollect 
that  it  came  from  a  Member  whose 
Party— the    Home    Rulers— had    pro- 


mised to  support  the  Conservative  can- 
didate now  contesting  the  borough  of 
Newcastle-on-Tyne.  While  so  much  had 
been  said  of  the  Kilmainham  Treaty, 
what  was  to  be  said  of  the  little  Treaty 
just  concluded  on  the  banks  of  the 
Tyne  by  which  the  Irish  vote  was  to  be 
given  to  the  Conservative  candidate? 
['*  No  !"]  Hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  might  cry  '*  No  !  "  but  the  fact  he 
had  stated  was  notorious,  and  he  should 
like  to  hear  what  the  bid  had  been 
which  was  to  secure  for  the  Conser- 
vatives this  strange  support  ?  He  men- 
tioned it  in  no  offensive  spirit  to  Irish- 
men, who  had  a  right  to  choose  their 
friends ;  but  it  showed  that  the  Tories, 
while  they  deprecated  such  an  alliance 
by  the  Liberals,  were  ready  enough  to 
adopt  it  when  it  suited  their  own  pur- 
poses. There  were,  he  said,  two  rea- 
sons why  the  Opposition  Members 
should  be  grateful  for  the  present  state 
of  affairs  in  Ireland,  instead  of  blaming 
the  Government  for  it.  One  was  that 
it  would  enable  them  to  prolong  the 
threadbare  subject  of  the  so-called  Elil- 
mainham  Treaty,  of  which  they  had 
made  so  much  at  their  meetings  all  over 
the  country.  The  second  reason,  taken 
in  another  sense,  was  one  which  would 
enable  them  to  rejoice  in  the  success 
which  had  attended  the  efforts  to  track 
and  punish  crime  in  Ireland.  Did  the 
Opposition  regret  this  success,  or  did 
they  really  lend  to  it  their  approval  and 
sanction  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wigton  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 
had  called  upon  the  Government  for  a 
definite  statement  of  its  future  policy  in 
Ireland.  No  such  statement  was  re- 
quired. The  Government  was  no  more 
responsible  for  the  ''suspect"  Sheridan 
than  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  whose  Amend- 
ment was  now  under  discussion.  He 
challenged  Members  .*on  the  other  side 
to  show  that  the  Irish  Executive  ever 
had  the  least  connection  with  this  man. 
Instead  of  indulging  in  carping  cri- 
ticism upon  its  past  policy,  it  was  the 
duty  of  all  Parties  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  its  efforts  to  put  down  crime 
in  Ireland,  and  to  restore  peace  and 
prosperity  to  that  unhappy  country. 

SiB  JOHN  HAT  said,  the  Home  Se- 
cretary last  night,  had  called  attention  to 
a  Notice  of  his,  last  Session,  in  terms  so 
imperfect  that  he  ventured  to  express 
his  dissent  at  the  time ;  but  the  ordinary 
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channels  of  information  did  not  give  his 
interpolation  correctly,  and,  therefore, 
he  desired  to  express  again  his  dissent 
from  the  statement  that  he  had  at  any 
time,  with  or  without  the  consent  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote),  desired  the  Irish  **  suspects " 
should  be  released,  purely  and  simply. 
The  Home  Secretary  referred  to  him 
as  the  person  who  put  down  the  Motion 
for  the  release  of  the  ''  suspects,"  and 
he  (Sir  John  Hay),  according  to  the  re- 
port in  the  newspapers,  was  reported  to 
have  said  **  and  the  suspension  of  trial  by 
jury."  The  insertion  of  the  copulative 
''  and  "  made  it  appear  that  he  assented 
to  the  proposition  that  he  had  ever  sug- 
gested the  release  of  the  ''suspects" 
without  trial.  The  terms  of  his  Motion 
were  as  follows : — 

"  That  the  detention  of  large  numbers  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  in  solitary  confinement,  with- 
out cause  assigned,  and  without  trial,  is  repug- 
nant to  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution ;  and  that, 
to  enable  them  to  be  brought  to  trial,  jury  trials 
should,  for  a  limited  time  in  Ireland  and  in  re- 
gard to  crimes  of  a  well-defined  character,  be 
replaced  by  some  form  of  trial  less  liable  to 
abuse." 

Thus,  by  his  Notice,  ho  did  not  propose 
that  the  800  *'  suspects"  then  in  prison 
without  charge  assigned  should  be  un- 
conditionally released.  The  wisdom  of 
his  Motion  was  shown  by  what  hap- 
pened. The  Notice  which  he  had  given 
stood  for  consideration  at  9  o'clock  ;  and 
though  it  was  not  right,  in  the  absence 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  he  should 
report  a  private  conversation,  yet  he 
might  state,  what  the  House  knew  per- 
fectly well,  that  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
vited him  to  a  conference  behind  the 
Speaker's  Chair,  and  the  result  was 
that  he  did  not  go  on  with  the  Motion 
at  9  o'clock,  and  the  next  day  or  the 
day  after  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  resigned.  Further,  he  was  jus- 
tified in  wishing  to  advise  the  House 
to  take  the  course  he  indicated  because 
Lord  Lansdowne,  who  had  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  but  afterwards 
left  them,  was  appointed,  as  represent- 
ing the  Government,  Ohairman  of  a 
Commission,  which  recommended  the 
very  course  he  would  have  himself  pro- 
posed in  his  Notice  of  Motion.  He 
thought  it  right  to  explain  to  the  House 
and  to  his  Friends  that  the  intention  at- 
tributed to  him  by  the  Home  Secretary 
was  entirely  inaccurate;  and  whatever 
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might  have  been  the  wisdom  or  other- 
wise of  the  Notice  of  Motion  which  he 
had  intimated,  and  which  he  had  de- 
layed to  introduce  by  the  suggestion  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  it  had  certainly  not 
contained  any  of  the  suggestions  which. 
the  Home  Secretary  had  yesterday  en- 
deavoured to  attribute  to  him.     He  was 
prepared  to  support,  either  with  or  with- 
out the  word   ''  further,"  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).     But 
though  he  most  heartily  congratulated 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  upon 
his  providential    escape    from  a  most 
abominable  crime — they  had  heard  from 
the  new  Member  (Mr.  O'Brien)  who  Lad 
lately  spoken  that  it  was  the  condition 
of  society  in  Ireland  which  led  to  such 
crimes — he  could  not  recognize  that  con- 
tinuity which  the  Home  Secretary  had 
suggested  in  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
late  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  and  the  bold  and 
manly  policy  of  the  present  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  his  right  hon.  Friend   the 
Member  for  Hawick  (Mr.  Trevelyan). 
His  sympathy  for  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  and  the  respect  which 
he  always  felt  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, did  not  blind  him  to  the  fact  that, 
though  he  went  to  Ireland  warned  of  the 
state  of  things  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  and 
the  Duke  of  Marlborough,  who  hod  been 
the  late  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  neglected 
to  renew  the  Peace  Preservation  Act,  and 
having  by  an  unreasoning  confidence  al- 
lowed Ireland  to  go  from  bad  to  worse, 
the  Protection  of  Life  and  Property  Act 
was  introduced,  a  measure  far  too  mild 
fo^  the  state  of  Ireland.     He  knew  no- 
thing of  the  secrets  of  the  Cabinet; 
but  this  he  did  know — that  until  the 
Crime  and  Outrage  Act  was  passed,  in 
consequence  of  those  terrible  disasters 
in  the  Phoenix  Park,  and  until  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Hawick 
went  to  Ireland,  the  condition  of  that 
country  was  going  from  bad  to  worse. 
Since  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  gone 
there  as  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  he  had  been  happy  to  re- 
cognize in  the  manly  and  brave   con- 
duct of  Earl  Spencer  and  himself,  with 
which  they  had  dared  all  the  terrible 
disasters  which   were   impending  over 
them,  and  of  which    they  must  have 
been  aware,  that  they  had  done  their 
duty  like  Englishmen,  and   repressed, 
and  kept  down^  and  at  last  mitigated 
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the  evils  ih>m  wbioli  Ireland  was  suffer- 
ing. Bat  after  the  speech  to  which  they 
had  listened  a  Tery  short  time  ago,  they 
were  not  to  suppose  that  their  tosk  was 
ended.  They  knew  that  here  in  this 
House — and  in  the  right  place,  too,  for 
it  to  be  said — they  had  heard  speeches, 
he  would  not  say  of  disloyalty,  but 
which  showed  a  desire  to  separate  the 
GoTemment  of  Ireland  from  uiB,i  of  the 
IJDited  Kingdom.  They  had  heard 
threats  that  unless  a  different  course 
was  pursued,  this  terrible  condition  of 
affairs  would  be  perpetuated.  They 
had  heard  that  stated ;  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  hear  from  his  ri^ht 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hawick 
that  he  was  determined,  and  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  who  was 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet, 
who,  at  least,  he  supposed,  was  not 
spoken  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone),  that  he 
at  least  differed  from  those  Colleagues 
of  his  in  the  Cabinet,  who,  as  in  the 
speech  at  Leeds,  had  views  for  the 
amelioration  of  Ireland  which  really 
were  old  wives'  fables.  Though  the 
Crime  and  Outrage  Bill,  with  various 
Amendments,  might  have  been  prepared 
before  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford left  Office,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  unable  to  obtain  by  Judge  or 
jury  the  conviction  of  a  single  offender 
in  prison.  But  since  the  Crime  and  Out- 
rage Bill  became  law,  and  the  more  able 
policy  of  l^e  right  hon.  Member  for 
Hawick  had  been  adopted,  they  had 
seen  crimes  punished,  and  he  trusted 
they  should  see  still  more.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wigton  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  had  made  a  most 
excellent  speech,  and  had  referred  to 
the  condition  of  the  Western  Highlands. 
He  would  say  that  the  same  remedy 
which  was  necessary  there,  was  the 
remedy  which  was  necessary  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  was  glad  to  see,  although  with- 
out much  enthusiasm,  that  that  change 
of  policy  had  been  adopted  by  the  present 
Irish  Gfovernment — ^that  policy  of  assist- 
ing emigration,  and  of  reducing  the 
numbers  of  the  starving  population,  from 
whom  crime  was  always  to  be  expected. 
He  thanked  the  House  for  permitting 
him  to  say  these  few  words.  He  thought 
it  due  to  the  House,  and  to  himself, 
to  explain  truly  the  nature  of  the  No* 
tioe  of  Motion  which  he  had  given  last 
May. 


Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  was  high 
time  that  an  answer  should  have  been 
g^ven  by  the  Irish  Party  to  the  policy 
of  deliberate  defamation  with  which  the 
organs  of  English  opinion  were  pursuing 
that  Party,  apparently  owing  to  some 
superior  inspiration;  and  he  was  glad 
that  explanation  came  from  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien),  who  had  recently  driven  a 
Bepresentative  of  the  promoters  and 
abettors  of  coercion  and  defamation  with 
ignominy  from  that  old  borough.  It 
would  be  well  to  deal  with  the  defama- 
tion spirit  in  a  calm  and  dignified  man* 
ner.  Demands  had  been  made  for  ex- 
planations from  the  Irish  Party.  He 
did  not  know  what  course,  in  his  trfed 
wisdom,  his  hon.  Friend  and  Leader  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  might  choose  to  adopt  in  an* 
swer  to  those  demands ;  but,  as  far  as 
his  humble  opinion  would  go,  he  would 
say  I  that  if  any  honest  and  kindly 
Englishman  —  and,  thank  God,  there 
were  yet  plenty  of  the  breed,  notwith- 
standing so  much  evidence  to  the  con- 
trary just  at  present — wished  to  know 
from  any  Irish  Member  his  opinion  of 
the  foul  deed  done  in  the  Phoenix  Park, 
then,  certainly,  his  advice  and  his  opi- 
nion were  this — that  that  honest  and 
kindly  Englishman  should  be  treated 
with  that  candour  and  that  consideration 
that  their  good  feelings  deserved.  But 
if  the  demand  for  explanation  came  from 
men — he  did  not  care  who  they  were, 
or  in  what  condition  they  carried  on 
their  miserable  policy — who  asked  for  it 
only  for  the  purpose  of  conveying  a 
despicable  insult ;  if  the  demand  was 
made  only  for  the  purpose  of  conveying 
a  cowardly  and  inmmous  calumny ;  if  it 
was .  meant  to  cover  a  mean  attack,  not 
only  upon  the  Irish  Party,  but  upon  the 
Leaders  opposite,  by  some  people  who 
would  like  to  be  in  Office  instead  of  the 
present  occupants ;  if  this  hideous  and 
terrible  event  was  to  be  made  the  stalk- 
ing-horse for  the  miserable  political  am- 
bition of  miserable  English  politicians, 
then  his  advice  and  opinion  were  that 
the  demand  for  explanation,  coining 
from  such  quarters  and  animated  by 
such  designs,  should  be  treated  with 
indifference  and  contempt.  He  did  not 
happen  to  be  enumerated  usually  among 
the  admirers  of  the  policy  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  present  Government;  but  he  could 
say  honestly  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
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last  couple  of  days  had  revealed  to  his 
eyes,  at  any  rate,  that  whatever  might 
be  the  depths  into  which  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  fallen, 
there  was  a  deeper  depth  still.  When 
he  saw  English  Noblemen  and  Gentle- 
men, for  the  purposes  of  their  political 
convictions,  endeavouring  to  bespatter 
the  present  occupants  of  the  Treasury 
Bench  with  the  blood  that  was  shed  in 
the  PhcBnix  Park,  he  said  '<  thank  God '' 
— or  at  least  he  would  be  made  to  say 
it  if  these  represented  the  class — ''thank 
God  I  am  not  an  English  Nobleman  nor 
an  English  Gentleman!"  However,  he 
repudiated  the  idea  that  these  trading 
politicians  represented  the  feeling  of' 
England.  He  had  heard  plain  men  in 
railway  carriages  and  in  omnibuses  give 
plain  appreciation  of  the  sort  of  policy 
which  had  been  pursued  in  the  course 
of  that  debate  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sat  upon  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.  His  appreciation  of  the  policy 
of  the  Opposition  on  the  present  oc- 
casion need  not  be  interpreted  to  sig- 
nify any  admiration  on  his  part  for  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  However,  the  Govern- 
ment might  derive  a  useful  lesson  from 
the  treatment  they  were  receiving  from 
the  English  Opposition  Benches.  They 
could  now  perceive  what  thanks  and 
what  reward  were  in  store  for  them 
when  they  became  the  dupes  of  the 
Goercionist  Party.  There  was  a  demand 
for  explanation,  and  if  he  did  not  an- 
swer some  of  the  persons  who  had 
been  apparently  inspired  to  forward  that 
demand,  he  addressed  himself  to'  repre- 
sentative honest  men,  whether  on  the 
Liberal  or  Conservative  side.  It  was 
asked  that  there  should  be  an  expla- 
nation of  how  the  Land  League's  funds 
were  expended.  Would  the  most  care- 
ful audit,  conducted  by  the  most  emi- 
nent accountants  in  the  City  of  London, 
satisfy  the  promoters  of  the  policy  of 
defamation  ?  There  had  been  a  sum  of 
£200,000  or  £250,000  received  by  the 
Land  League  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
porting the  agrarian  policy  of  the  Irish 
nation.  Suppose  a  balance  sheet,  passed 
by  the  most  skilful  auditors,  and  ac- 
counting for  every  imaginable  item  of 
money  to  the  full  amount  of  £250,000 
— aye,  or  even  £*i00,000 — was  presented 
before  the  professorsof  defamation,  would 
that  sheet  shut  their  mouth  ?  Would  it 
not  be  said — *•  Yes,  it  does  not  require 


£100,000  to  purchase  the  knives  that 
did  the  Phoenix  Park  business ;  it  does 
not  require  £100,000  to  pay  the  travel- 
ling expenses,  whatever  they  might  have 
been,  of  '  No.  1  '  and  Mr.  James  Carey. 
Probably  all  the  expenses  of  the  ma- 
chinery of  murder  do  not  amount   to 
more  than  £200  or  £300.     Who  could 
detect  the  absence  of  £200  or  £300  in 
such  an  amount  ?     How  easily  could 
£200  or  £300  be  accounted  for  in  such 
a  sum  under  some  innocent  head,  al- 
though it  had  really  been  applied  for 
the  promotion  of  assassination   in  Ire- 
land ?  "     Would  not  that  be  the  answer 
given  by  English   defamers  and  their 
Irish  allies  to  the  most  perfect  audit  of 
Land  League  accounts  which  it  would 
be  possible  to  make  ?    The  demand  for 
the  production  of  the  accounts  of  the 
Land  League  was  made  by  Members  of 
that  House  from,  he  was  bound  to  as- 
sume, the  purest  and  the  loftiest  motives ; 
but  the  language  in  which  that  demand 
was  couched  corresponded  very  closely 
with  that  used  by  a  class  of  persons 
who  could  not  be  suspected  of  honestly 
making  it — the  literary  Thugs  of  the 
Coercion  Press.     But  there  was  an  ex- 
planation which  the  Irish  Party  might 
well  demand,  and  it  was  high  time  that 
reference  should  be  made  to  it  in  the 
course  of  these  debates.     Where  now 
were  the  references  to  those  organiza- 
tions which  were  so  continually  in  the 
mouths  of  hon.  Members  a   couple  of 
years  ago — aye,  and  even  a  year  ago  ? 
They  were  then  told  that  there  was  a 
Skirmishing  Fund  collected  for  special 
criminal  purposes.     They  were  told,  ^11 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  they  were 
sick  of  the  repetitions,  of  the  appeals  of 
desperadoes  in  newspapers    across  the 
Atlantic  for  the  supply  of  money  and 
the  supply  of  men  to  carry  out  a  policy 
which  certainly  appeared  to  be  a  poUcy 
of  the  knife  and  of  d3maniite.     Where 
now  were  the  references  to  these  bands 
of  desperadoes   that  worked,  not  only 
outside  of,  but  also  against,  the  Constitu 
tional  movement  of  the  Irish  people? 
Why  were  all  references  to  the  Skir- 
mishing Fund,  to  Assassination  Leagues, 
omitted  from    the    speeches    of  those 
English  Members  who   had  addressed 
the  House,  and  of  those  Irishmen  who 
were  always  ready  to  attack  their  coun- 
try— such  Irishmen,  for  instance,  as  the 
right  hon.  and   learned  Member  who 
represented  the   University  of  Dublin 
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(Mr.  GKbwm)  P  An  explanation  on  that 
point  was  due  to  the  Irish  National 
Leaders.  When  the  present  defamers 
wanted  to  create  the  impression  that 
there  were  movements  outside  the  Con- 
stitutional movement  in  Ireland,  their 
mouths  rose  full  of  skirmishing  funds 
and  assissination  leagues;  hut  to-day 
when  they  affected  to  recognize  the  pro- 
fitableness of  convincing  the  English 
public  that  there  was  only  one  Na- 
tional movement  in  Ireland,  and  that  that 
was  represented  by  James  Carey,  they 
dropped  all  reference  to  what  would  be 
a  complete  explanation  of  the  deplor- 
able state  of  affairs  in  Ireland.  The 
Irish  Members  were  asked  to  repudiate 
the  policy  of  assassination.  Well,  as  a 
Catholic,  he  was  opposed  to  political 
assassination  in  the  case  of  British  offi- 
cials in  Ireland  or  Continental  So- 
vereigns, and  he  should  be  very  glad  to 
believe  that  there  were  no  longer  any 
poUticians  in  England  who  were  pre- 
pared to  palliate  assassination,  in  the 
Litter  case  at  any  rate.  He  should  be 
glad  to  hear  that  there  were  no  longer 
any  politicians  in  England  who  feasted 
and  honoured  the  companions  and 
founders  of  the  policy  of  the  dagger  in 
Italy,  and  the  founders  of  the  policy  of 
dynamite  in  Russia.  It  was  not  long 
since  that  a  darling  of  English  poli- 
ticians was  a  companion  and  a  friend  of 
the  Italian  Mazzini,  and  of  the  Mus- 
covite Herzen  ;  and  these  men  had  left 
disciples  and  followers  behind  them. 
Supposing  the  Irish  Members  were  to 
make  the  strongest  repudiation  of  assas- 
sination, would  that  satisfy  the  leaders 
and  the  agents  of  the  policy  of  deli- 
berate defamation  with  whom  they  had 
to  contend  ?  Would  not  they  in  their 
speeches,  and  their  allies  in  their  lead- 
ing articles,  point  out  how  admirably 
the  thing  was  done — how  the  sound  and 
terms  of  a  genuine  repudiation  were 
mimicked  by  the  Land  League  Leaders? 
Would  that  satisfy  them  ?  No ;  it  would 
only  give  them  cause  for  further  insult. 
The  representative  organs  of  the  defa- 
mation party  plainly  declared  what  their 
darling  wish  and  design  were.  On  the 
very  morning  following  the  revelations 
of  the  chief  organizer  of  the  assassi- 
nation plot  in  Dublin,  whom  the  Oo* 
yemment  had  received  into  their  mercy 
in  consideration  of  political  services 
promised  or  expected,  the  Dublin  Daily 
£zpr§u  —  whicn  mi^ht    be  called  the 


Irish  edition  of  tlie  London  7im«f ,  be- 
cause its  editor  was  the  Tme9  oorres* 
pendent  in   Dublin — openly  expressed 
in  its  columns  that  policy  of  deliberate 
defamation  which  was  more  insidiously 
insinuated  in  The  Times  correspondence 
from  Dublin  day  after  day.     77ie  Daily 
Exprea^  the  day  after  the  revelations, 
adjured    the  Crown  counsel  above  all 
things  they  should  not  lose  sight  of  the 
main  object  they  should  have  in  view—- 
namely,  to  use  every  effort  to  connect 
the  Land  League  with  the  assassination 
plot.     **  If  counsel  for  the  Crown,"  con- 
tinued The  Daily  £xpreMf  can  succeed 
in  this,  it  will  strike  a  mortal  blow  at 
Irish  National  agitation.     This  was  an 
open  declaration  of  the  policy  of  the 
defamation    party.     On    Monday,    The 
Evening  Standard  of  London  expressly 
stated  that  Mr.  James  Carey,  notwith- 
standing his  horrible  and    detestable 
criminality,  was  received  into  the  good 
graces  of  the  Qovemment,  because  it 
was  *^  hoped  "  that  his  revelations  would 
implicate  certain  leading  political  per- 
sonages.     Putting  together   the  reve- 
lations of  The  Daily  Expreu  and  of  the 
London  paper,  if  there  was  one  atom  of 
truth  in  the  statements  of   these  ap- 
parently well  -  accredited  organs,   they 
were  in  the  presence  of  an  assassination 
conspiracy  and  a  conspiracy  of  moral 
assassins,  in  no  iota  yielding  in  infamy 
to  Mr.  James  Carey  and  his  select  con- 
federates themselves.    They  had  heard 
a  good  many  taunts  from  the  Front  Op- 
position Bench  as  to  the  alleged  alliance 
between    the     Qovemment    and     Mr. 
Sheridan.     The  Qovemment  had  been 
accused  by  the  Leading  Members  of 
the  Conservative  Party  of  making  Mr. 
Sheridan  their  instrument ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  virtuous  abhorrence  of 
these  Conservatives  at  this  fact  in  no 
way  indisposed  them  from  taking  Mr. 
James  Carey  to  their  arms    as    their 
valued  ally  and  their  trusted,  infallible 
authority.      This    double-dyed  villain, 
swearing  against  his  associates  to  save 
his  own  neck — such  was  the  ally  for 
their  political  campaign  against  their 
political  opponents — he  said  it  before  all 
England— of  the  English  Conservative 
Party.    Notwithstanding  the  absurdity 
of  the  demand  for  the  production  of  an 
item  by  item  statement  of  the  Land 
League  funds,  he,  for  his  part,  would 
certainly  be  delighted    to    see  such  a 
statement  given  to  the  public  if  they 
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got  in  return  an  item  by  item  explana- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  the  Crown 
officials  in  Dublin  had  employed  the 
secret  service  money  for  the  last  two 
years.  He  felt  certain  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  certain  officials  to  keep 
their  position  if  such  a  statement  were 
given  to  the  public.  They  had  nothing 
to  be  ashamed  of  in  the  application  of 
the  Land  League  funds ;  ana  they  should 
have  no  objection  to  showing  how  they 
were  applied  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  Her  Majesty's  Opposition 
agreed  to  give  them  a  look  at  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Secret  Service  Fund.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  justly  attributed 
the  desperate  crimes  which  had  shocked 
all  men,  except,  apparently,  the  party  of 
deliberate  defamation,  to  the  operation 
of  the  policy  of  coercion.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  if  Ireland  was  any  other 
country  in  the  world  there  would  be 
no  hesitation  whatever  in  connecting 
tyranny  with  assassination,  and  despotic 
government  with  popular  crime.  From 
the  speeches  during  this  debate  it  might 
be  fancied  that  Ireland  was  the  only 
country  whose  soil  had  been  stained  by 
political  assassination.  The  commission 
of  crime  elsewhere  was  no  palliation  of 
crime  in  Ireland ;  but  this  hypocrisy 
must  not  be  pushed  too  for.  No  one  had 
declared  that,  on  account  of  the  murder 
of  the  Czar,  Bussia  should  be  deprived 
of  its  nationality,  or  that  Spain  should 
be  similarly  punished  for  the  murder  of 
Prim,  or  that  the  bloodshed  which  had 
occurred  in  France  should  disentitle  the 
present  Government  to  the  deference 
and  occasional  adulation  of  the  British 
Government.  The  United  States  had 
been  stained  with  political  assassination. 
Even  in  England  horrible  tyranny  had 
produced  horrible  crime.  [The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  referred  to  the  forcible  disper- 
sion of  the  meeting  held  at  St.  Peter's 
Field,  near  Manchester,  in  1819,  and  to 
the  fact  that,  although  Coercion  Laws 
of  the  most  stringent  character  were 
passed  by  the  Government,  a  formidable 
conspiracy  grew  up  in  a  few  months 
afterwards.]  At  the  time  of  the  Peterloo 
Massacre  there  had  been  promises  for 
the  more  speedy  execution  of  justice, 
for  stamping  out  seditious  meetings, 
and  for  seizing  arms.  On  February  22, 
1820,  only  a  lew  months  after  the  cul- 
mination of  the  Government  by  tyranny, 
the  Cato  Street  conspiracy,  in  every 
particular  as  infamous  as  the  Phoenix 
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Park  assassination  plot,  had  come  to 
a  head  in  the  midst  of  advanced  and 
civilized  England.     The  object  of  the 
Cato  Street  conspiracy  was  the   mor- 
der  of  all  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet, 
which  even  exceeded  the  modest  enter- 
prize  of  the  Gx)vernment  witness,   Mr. 
James  Carey ;   and  further,  to  seize  the 
Bank  and  set  fire  to  several  places  in 
London.     Mr.  James  Carey  seemed  to 
be   an  outcast    beside  the  devisers  of 
those  crimes.     For  that  crime  Thistle- 
wood  and  four  of  his  associates  were 
found  guilty  and  executed.    The  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  would,  he  thought, 
probably  be  puzzled  to  account  for  the 
immunity  which  was  to  be  extended  to 
Mr.  James  Carey.     In    the  periodical 
literature  of  the  day  there  was  to  be 
found  the  very  same  class  of  charges 
brought  by  the   party  of  English  co- 
ercion against  the  party  of  English  re- 
form,  trying  to  smirch  the  reformers 
with  the  crime  of  Thistlewood,  as  were 
to  be  seen,  to  their  shame  and  disgrace, 
a  certain  sort  of  organs  of  public  opi- 
nion in  England  trying  to  smirch  tiie 
leaders  of  the  National  movement  in 
Ireland  with  the  crime  of  the  Phoenix 
Park  conspiracy.    Would  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Members  declare  or  suggest  that  an 
outrage  of  that  description  in  Ireland 
should  be  punished  by  the  permanent  re- 
duction of  the  Irish  nation  to  political 
helotry?    They  should  commence  with 
the  application  of  their  principles  in 
their  own  English  home,  for  if  it  were 
even  possible  that  Ireland  must  bear  the 
shame  of  the  plot  of  James  Carey  and 
his    confederates,    England    had    been 
stained  with  a  vaster  and  more  compre- 
hensive crime.     He  could  quote  scores 
and  scores  of  cases  of  the  most  horrible 
popular  crimes  in   England,  following 
upon  a  policy  of  mere  coercion  on  the 

Eart  of  the  Government ;  and  if  he  had 
een  an  Englishman  he  would  not  have 
been  accused  of  palliating  assassinations 
if  he  were  to  say  with  regard  to  those 
crimes  that  mere  coercion  was  more  cal- 
culated to  breed  crime  than  to  dissemi- 
nate loyalty.  He  did  not  intend  to  %o 
into  even  such  details  as  the  history  of 
the  Ludditen  risings,  and  the  wholesale 
massacre  and  murders  in  England.  He 
wanted  to  deal  directly  with  the  state- 
ment that  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
hounded  on  and  stimulated  by  the  party 
of  coercion,  which  only  thanked  the 
Government  by  seeking  to  smirch  it  in 
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tarn  with  every  odious  crime — he  wished 
to  say  he  was  entirely  of  opinion  that 
crime  in  Ireland  had  heen  fostered, 
stimulated,  encouraged,  and  developed 
through  the  operation  of  the  unhealthy 
influence  bred  by  the  rigime  of  brutal 
coercion.  When  the  Assassination  Con- 
spiracy had  been  founded,  according  to 
the  statements  of  the  Government  Crown 
witness,  Mr.  James  Carey,  popular  agi- 
tation in  Ireland  had  been  suppressed 
by  the  strong  hand  of  the  right  hon. 
Gfentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford. 
In  the  sweeping  of  his  net  all  over  the 
country  amongst  the  hundreds  and  hun- 
dreds of  innocent  and  honourable  men 
whom  he  had  gathered  into  his  gaols, 
doubtless  bji^  a  sort  of  chance,  he  had 
brought  in  a  few  dozen  of  disreputable 
characters  and  probable  criminals.  But 
for  the  one  possible  or  probable  crimi- 
nal whom  he  had  incarcerated  he 
had  incarcerated  50  law-abiding  and 
crime-condemning  leaders  of  the  people. 
It  was  in  the  absence  of  the  popular 
leaders,  who  had  been  cast  into  prison 
as  "suspects,"  that  the  assassination 
plot  of  Mr.  Carey  had  taken  its  origin, 
and  had  come  to  a  head.  Perhaps  the 
party  of  defamation  would  suggest  that, 
owing  to  the  liberality  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
every  opportunity  had  been  ffiven  to 
those  popular  leaders,  even  within  their 
gaols,  to  conduct  and  guide  the  popular 
agitation.  Would  any  hon.  Member 
move  for  a  Betum  of  the  number  of 
Letters  dealing  with  political  or  agrarian 
subjects  which  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  had  allowed  to  enter  the 
prison  walls  of  Ireland  during  all  that 
time  ?  No  one  could  make  the  slightest 
Bug^gestion  in  any  letter  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  or  any  of 
his  Colleagues,  touching  in  the  slightest 
degpree  on  politics  or  agrarian  reform, 
without  the  letter  being  confiscated  or 
the  passage  rubbed  out  by  a  process 
known  to  the  censorship  of  Continental 
tyrants.  It  had  been  while  the  popular 
leaders  were  imprisoned,  and  while 
every  possible  exertion  of  their  influence 
over  the  people  had  been  sedulously  pre- 
vented by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  that  the  conspiracy  had  been 
organized ;  but  had  the  incarceration  of 
the  popular  leaders  been  the  only  step 
taken  to  prepare  the  ground  for  the 
planting  of  criminal  organizations  ? 
Would  any  hon.  Member  move  for  a 


Beturn  of  the  number  of  peaceable 
and  well-conducted  men,  women,  and 
children,  whose  wounds,  received  from 
the  batons  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford's  policemen,  were  attended 
to  in  the  Dublin  hospitals  during  the 
three  or  four  days  following  the  arrest 
of  the  ''  suspects  ?  " .  He  himself,  while 
standing  at  the  door  of  his  hotel  in 
Sackville  Street,  saw  a  constable,  264  C, 
kicking  and  beating  two  children — a 
boy  and  a  girl.  He  said  to  the  ser- 
geant— '*  What  is  the  number  of  that 
scoundrel?"  ''I  will  show  you  what 
his  number  is,"  was  the  reply;  and 
thereupon  the  sergeant  made  a  charge 
with  20  or  80  of  his  comrades  at  the 
crowded  hotel  entrance,  intending,  no 
doubt,  to  charge  him  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
with  taking  part  in  the  riot.  A  number 
of  people  standing  there  were  beaten, 
and  the  proprietor  of  the  hotel  was 
struck  down  bleeding  in  his  own  house. 
When  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  waited 
on  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
and  complained  of  those  scenes  of  vio- 
lence, they  only  received  the  retort, 
which  was  worthy  of  Warsaw — **  Clear- 
ing the  streets  can  be  no  milk-and-water 
business."  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  by  his  administration  of  the 
Coercion  Act,  effectually  prevented  milk- 
and-water  agitation  in  Ireland.  He 
gave  a  watchword  to  discontent;  he 
gave  a  stimulus  and  incentive  to  all 
those  classes  whom  he  was  bludgeoning 
and  brutalizing  throughout  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  was 
leading  the  police  into  frequent  colli- 
sions with  the  people ;  and  not  only 
men,  but  women  and  children,  fell  be- 
neath the  buckshot  cartridges  and  the 
stabbing  bayonets  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford's  police.  This 
was  the  thing  which  went  home  to  the 
popular  heart  and  sensibility ;  this  was 
the  thing  which,  beyond  a  doubt,  aided 
the  incendiary  and  the  murderous  coun- 
sels of  the  promoters  of  desperate  crimes. 
The  Government  refused  even  a  legal 
inquiry  into  the  murders  perpetrated 
by  the  police — at  the  expense  of  the 
people.  In  case  after  case  Coroner's 
Juries  returned  verdicts  of  murder,  and 
in  not  one  case  would  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  allow  the  mur- 
derers to  be  placed  on  trial  before  the 
country.  Not  even  when  Ellen  Mac- 
donough  was  stabbed  through  the  breast 
by  a  constable  at  Belmullet  was  there 
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a  trial  for  murder.  He  believed  tbat 
even  the  murder  of  the  children  at  Bal- 
lina,  which  preceded  by  a  few  hours 
the  murders  in  the  PhoBnix  Park,  was 
never  brought  to  the  cognizance  of 
any  jury.  Would  the  Government, 
even  now,  undertake  to  make  up  for 
the  past?  They  had  the  Crimes  Act 
and  the  power  of  selecting  j  uries.  Would 
they,  even  now,  bring  the  policemen 
against  whom  stood  the  verdicts  of 
Coroner's  Juries  for  murder  to  trial 
before  any  jury  that  could  be  selected 
or  packed?  That  miserable  creature 
Carey  had  too  ready  and  too  plausible 
an  excuse  for  his  horrible  desperation, 
for  he  himself  said — 

^^When  I  joined  the  Assaasination  Com- 
mitteo  the  popular  leaders  were  in  prison ;  the 
country  was  in  a  fearful  state ;  there  was  no 
hope  of  justice ;  and  there  was  no  longer  any 
scope  for  Constitutional  agitation." 

Could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  say  that  the 
defence  which  the  miserable  Carey  im- 
pudently arrogated  to  himself  was  not 
the  honest  conviction  of  millions  of  the 
people  of  Ireland?  Under  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  rule  the  people  had 
lost  all  faith  in  redress  by  justice,  and 
all  faith  in  the  efficacy  of  Constitutional 
agitation.  On  scores  of  occasions  he 
himself,  when  addressing  public  meet- 
ings and  telling  the  people  to  hold 
fast  to  the  principles  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Colleagues,  he  heard  voices  among 
the  audience  saying  something  like 
this  —  "Oh  yes  ;  much  good  will  it 
do  us !  There  is  no  use  in  Constitu- 
tional agitation ;  ask  Forster !  "  That 
was  the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  carried  out  the 
law.  It  was  made  a  reproach  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  that 
among  these  Land  League  societies  were 
a  few  Fenians.  Yes,  there  where  men 
who  had  been  Fenians,  not  a  few,  but 
thousands,  brought  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  into  the  ranks 
of  Constitutional  agitation.  He  him- 
self knew  many  men  in  Ireland  who 
were  Fenians  from  the  origination  of 
the  Fenian  Association ;  men  who 
scorned  all  relations  with  the  Home 
Eule  Party,  and  scorned  the  very  idea 
of  Constitutional  agitation  until  they 
saw  a  determined  Party  arise  which 
strove  to  make  use  of  the  Constitution 
for  the   good  of  Ireland.      The    hon. 
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Member    for    the     City    of   Cork    led 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  these  Fenians 
into  the  ranks  of  the  Land  League  ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford had  been  for  some  months  at  work 
the  labour  of  the  hon.  Member  for  tlie 
City  of  Cork  was  largely  undone,  and* 
not  units,  but  thousands  of  men  whom 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
had    rescued     from     Fenianism,    were 
driven  back  into  Fenianism  and  some- 
thing infinitely  worse,  by  the    horrible 
policy  of  coercion,  which  would  be  for 
ever  associated  with  the  name  of   the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford.     Cer- 
tain  critics  might  pretend    to    belieTe 
that  there  was  proof  of  complicity  Nvitfa. 
crime  on  the  part  of  the  Land  League 
in  the  fact  that  men  who  had  been 
Fenians  were  latteriy  members  of  the 
Land  League.     They  imagined  that  this 
was  a  condemnation  of  the  Iiish  Na- 
tional movement ;  but  that  was  a  most 
telling  reproach  to  the  English  Govern- 
ment.   All  the  good  which  the  Land 
League  endeavoured  to  do,  coercion  had 
undone.     There  were  in  the  ranks  of 
Fenianism  thousands  of  men  as  shapely 
as  ever  marched  under  the  flag  of  Eng- 
land, or  any  other  nation  ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  succeeded 
in  enlisting  thousands  of  these  in  Con- 
stitutional agitation,  in  the  hope  that  by 
showing  resolution,  and  by  appealing  to 
the  manly  instincts  of  freedom-loving 
Englishmen,   they  could  at  length  do 
something  for  Ireland.     It  was  not  on 
an  occasion  like  this  that  he  was  going 
to  lay  stress  upon  the  minor  differences 
which  separated  him  from  the  Leaders 
of  the  Land  League — on  the  main  and 
essential  points  he  was  still  at  one  with 
the  Leaders  of  the  Irish  people.     From 
being  Eevolutionists,  they  had  brought 
these  men  to  become  advocates  of  Re- 
form ;  but  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  and  his  adherents  and  eggers- 
on  sitting  upon  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  had  driven   hundreds  of   these 
men  back  again  into  the  ranks  of  banded 
insurrection.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.   Plunket)  would  probably  follow 
him  in  this  debate.    That  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,   who   did  not  dis- 
tinguish himself  in  any  attack  upon  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  Government,  was 
always  equal  to  the  task  of  leading  a 
charge  against  the  liberties  of  his  native 
land.    He  did  not  think  the  ri^ht  hon. 
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and  learned  Gentleman  would  disown 
this  intrepretation  of  the  Amendment — 
that  it  was  a  declaration  against  ad- 
mitting Ireland  to  the  ordinary  privi- 
leges of  English  freeman.  The  noble 
liLurquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  declared  that  until  there  was  an  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
there  would  be  no  improvement  in  the 
English  rule  of  Ireland.  That  was  an 
argument  worthy  of  a  noble  Lord  who 
had  acquired  his  present  exalted  position 
BO  completely  unaided  by  accidental 
circumstances  of  birth  or  favouritism. 
In  reply  to  the  noble  Marquess's  de- 
daration,  that  until  Ireland  became 
contented  there  would  be  nothing  done 
to  remove  her  discontent  —  by  the 
way,  what  a  crushing  argument  that 
was  for  the  superior  capacities  of 
British  Legislators — the  Irish  Members 
might  tell  the  House  that  most 
assuredly  Ireland  would  grow  more 
and  more  discontented,  and  more  and 
more  resolved  to  get  rid  of  the 
interference  in  Irish  internal  affairs 
of  such  Legislators  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  and  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  yjfar.  So  far  from 
regarding  addresses  Hke  that  of  the 
noble  Marquess  as  calculated  to  intimi- 
date Irish  Nationalists,  they  hailed  them 
and  rejoiced  over  them  as  being  power- 
ful stimulants.  They  would  brace  up 
those  persona  who  might  be  tempted  to 
fall  away  into  any  form  of  Whiggery. 
So  far  from  the  Irish  nation  having  ex- 
hausted one-fiftieth  part  of  the  Consti- 
tutional agencies  already  at  its  disposal, 
they  were  only  at  the  beginning  of  the 
formation  and  the  organization  of  the 
resources  and  power  of  the  Irish  race. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
last  evening  thought  to  make  capital  out 
of  some  extracts  which  ho  read  from 
what  purported  to  be  a  speech,  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  de- 
livered in  America,  in  which  that  hon. 
Member  was  alleged  to  have  said  that 
the  promoters  of  the  Irish  National 
movement  would  never  rest  satisfied  as 
long  as  a  single  connecting  link  remained 
between  the  Government  of  this  country 
and  that  of  Ireland.  He  himself  had 
been  accused  by  some  warm  Irish  Na- 
tionalists of  being  too  Imperial  in  his 
views ;  and  he  confessed  that  he  would 
willingly  make  that  House  of  Commons 


an  Imperial  Chamber,  and  the  repre* 
sentative  of  not  only  England,. Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  but  of  Australia,  of  Canada, 
of  misgoverned  India,  and  of  every  one 
of  the  Dependencies  of  the  British  Em- 
pire. But  as  regarded  local,  internal, 
and  national  matters,  he  would  re-echo 
the  declarations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  that  Irishmen  would 
never  be  satisfied  until  the  last  shred  of 
English  interference  in  the  national 
affairs  of  Ireland  had  been  put  a  stop 
to,  and  until  the  last  link  in  the  chain  of 
slavery  had  been  broken.  Irishmen 
would  be  content  that  England  should 
be  Ireland's  sister,  but  they  would  not 
permit  Ireland  to  be  England's  slave. 
The  Irish  people  were  content  to  unite 
with  the  English  people,  against  whom 
they  were  anxious  to  bear  no  grudge, 
on  all  questions  of  Imperial  interest. 
They  did  not  desire  to  interfere  in  Eng« 
lish  national  legislation,  and  they  refused 
the  right  to  anyone  beyond  the  elected 
Representatives  of  the  Irish  people  to 
legislate  on  the  internal  and  national 
affairs  of  Ireland.  Let  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Members  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  say  what  they  pleased  of  the 
declaration.  By  that  declaration  the 
Irish  race  would  stand.  Let,  however, 
England  give  Ireland  three  years  of  her 
coercion,  or  30  years,  for  that  matter. 
Irishmen  would  withstand  it,  as  they 
had  withstood  it  for  the  last  300  years, 
although  the  foundation  of  the  British 
and  Colonial  Empire  was  not  more  than 
150  years  old. 

Mr.  H.  S.  NORTHCOTE  said,  that 
he  should  like  to  hear  from  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  an  answer  to  one 
of  the  charges  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham.  That 
charge  was  one  made  against  the  Liberal 
Party  as  a  whole,  that  in  the  first  place 
the  history  of  Liberal  administration  in 
Ireland  showed  that  outrages  were  more 
prevalent  under  Liberal  than  under 
Conservative  rule;  and,  secondly,  that 
the  history  of  Liberal  administration  in- 
variably followed  one  uniform  course — 
namely,  that  the  powers  of  the  ordinary 
law  were  first  unduly  relaxed,  to  be  fol- 
lowed at  a  short  interval  by  severe  re- 
pression. The  Home  Secretary  had 
taken  up  the  ground  that  the  language 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  of 
an  offensive  kind,  and  he  had  evaded 
driving  any  answer  to  the  case  made  out. 
He    trusted  that  the  Chief   Secretary 

IFtfth  Night.'] 


t.  CO 


Addresi  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


536 


would  give  a  definite  answer  to  the 
charges  raised.  They  might  be  told 
that  the  present  decrease  of  crime  in 
Ireland  was  due  not  to  the  operation 
of  the  Peace  Preseryation  Act  or  the 
Crimes  Act,  but  to  the  good  working  of 
remedial  legislation  in  the  shape  of  the 
Land  Act  and  the  Arrears  Act.  That 
the  Conservative  Party  entirely  denied, 
and  they  founded  their  denial  on  the 
past  experience  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
which  proved  that  it  was  not  the  de- 
struction of  the  Irish  Church  and  the 
remedial  legislation  of  1869  and  1870 
which  diminished  the  crop  of  outrages, 
but  the  Westmeath  Act  for  the  protec- 
tion of  life  and  property  which  alone 
produced  tranquillity.  They  also  said 
that  at  the  present  time  the  improve- 
ment in  the  state  of  Ireland  was  not 
owing  to  the  alleged  beneficial  working 
of  the  Arrears  Act  or  the  Land  Act,  but 
solely  to  the  vigorous  enforcement  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  As  he  read  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen,  it 
did  not  in  any  way  imply  a  sanction  to 
the  course  of  policy  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment towards  Ireland  when  they 
first  came  into  Office,  and  carried  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  The  Amendment 
only  dealt  with  the  state  of  affairs  after 
the  resignation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. There  was  much  to  criticize  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  early  admi- 
nistration of  Irish  affairs;  but  he  ceased 
to  be  responsible  for  them  in  April  last. 
At  that  time  the  position  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to 
remain  at  his  post  on  three  conditions, 
and  the  third  condition  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  obtain  further  powers 
for  maintaining  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary  said  that 
the  existing  Crimes  Bill  was  actually 
drafted  when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  left  the  Cabinet.  It  seemed 
to  him  there  was  but  one  inference  to  be 
drawn  from  that — namely,  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  intention  of  pressing  on 
the  Bill,  had  it  not  been  for  the  Phoenix 
Park  murders,  or  surely  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  would  have  re- 
mained, his  third  condition  being  thus 
complied  with.  That  was  a  point  which 
ought  to  be  cleared  up.  Then  the  Home 
Secretary  said  that  the  Gh>vemment  were 
not  alone  to  blame  if  their  legislation 
failed,  for  no  one  proposed  anything 
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better.     To  that  he  answered  that  the 
Opposition  did  propose,  by  their  protest 
against  the  Government  relaxing  the 
mild  existing  Peace  Preservation  Act, 
something  better ;   and,  secondly,  that 
the    Government    were    in  a  different 
position,  as  regards  initiating  legislation , 
from  irresponsible  private  Members.    It 
could  not  be  denied  that  practically  the 
retirement  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  was  considered  throughout  the 
country  as  a  triumph  of  concession  oyer 
coercion  principles,  the  more  so  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  avowedly  re- 
signed Office  rather  than  adopt  to  their 
full  extent  the  concessions  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  ready  to  make  to  men 
who  were  actually  under  lock  and  key 
for  treasonable    practices.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  and  the  Viceroy 
— the  two  special  Irish  Members  of  the 
Government — resigned  rather  than  ac- 
cept this  new  departure,  and  carry  out 
this  new  policy.   And  when  the  Govern- 
ment charged  the  Opposition  with  having 
attacked  them  because  their  policy  failed, 
they  must  remember  that  only  one  thing 
justified  that  policy,  and  that  was  com- 
plete success.     That  policy  had,  how- 
ever, failed,  and.  therefore  the  Govern- 
ment deserved  and  must  expect  severe 
censure.     The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  was  intended  to  prevent  the  Gt>- 
vemment  from  repeating  the  mistaken 
policy  of  trafficking  with  agitation,  which 
led  them  to  enter  into  negotiations  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
rather  than  to  accept  and  follow  the 
advice  of  their  own  Viceroy  and  the 
Chief    Secretary.     This  was  the    sole 
object  of  the  Amendment,  and  there- 
fore it  was  an  Amendment  which  the 
Opposition  were  free  to  support.     He 
did  not  wish  to  be  merely  critical ;  but 
the  Home  Secretary  had  admitted  that 
the  Irish  policy  of  the  Government  had 
not  been  a  success  both  on  legislative 
and  administrative  grounds.     The  Go- 
vernment would  admit  that  much  of  the 
failure  of  their  policy  and  much  of  the 
terrible  crime  in  Ireland  resulted  from 
the  wretched  physical  condition  of  the 
population — that    crime    grew    out    of 
poverty  and  ignorance.     Some  means 
should  be   provided  to  enable  and  to 
encourage  the  poor  tenants  of  Ireland 
to  better  their  condition  by  emigration. 
He  believed   that  that  was   the   only 
possible  remedy.   So  long  as  the  country 
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WM  in  such  an  unsettled  condition  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  capital  for 
developing  manufacture  would  be  at- 
tracted to  it.  He  believed  it  was  possible 
to  devise  a  reasonable  scheme  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  encouraging 
emigration,  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  give  the  House 
some  assurance  upon  the  subject.  This 
seemed  the  only  mode  of  providing  a 
remedy  for  the  present  state  of  things ; 
and  he  believed  that  if  it  were  adopted 
the  standard  of  living  among  those  who 
remained  in  the  country  would  be  raised 
80  high  and  bring  such  contentment  that 
the  country  would  never  again  fall 
under  the  influence  of  dangerous  agi- 
tators to  whose  influence  crime  was  so 
largely  due. 

Mb.  GEORGE  RUSSELL   said,  he 
had  to  complain  of  the  want  of  reality 
which  had  characterized  the  discussion 
of  the  Amendment  by  hon.  Members 
opposite.      He  could  not  help  feeling 
that,  under  all  the  apparent  difference  of 
opinion,  there  had  been  from  first  to  last 
a  very  substantial  agreement  between 
hon.  Members  on    both    sides  of  the 
House  who  had  addressed  themselves  to 
the'  questioa  of  the  present  administra- 
tion of  the  Government  in  Ireland.  Hon. 
Members  were  in  the  main  highly  satis- 
fied with  the    dexterity  and    firmness 
evinced  by  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  their  arduous  duties  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  was  quite  ready  to  trust  to 
those  officials  absolutely  the  powers  that 
they  thought  necessary  for  the  discharge 
of  Uieir  duty.    He  thought  they  deserved 
the  fullest  confidence  as  a  reward  for  the 
readiness  with  which  they  had  under- 
taken those  duties  under  circumstances 
of  imminent  peril  to  themselves.     They 
would  see  in  a  short  time  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  would  persevere  with  the  con- 
demnatory Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  and  he  fully  acknowledged  the 
difficulties  of  the  position  in  which  that 
hon.  Member  found  himself  with  respect 
to  that  Motion.    It  was  quite  possible 
that  the  exigencies  of  his  position  would 
compel  the  hon..  Member  to  move  it,  for 
if  ever  there  was  a  man  situated  between 
the  Devil  and  the  deep  sea  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  was  now 
in  that  unenviable  position.    By  moying 
his  Amendment  he  ran  the  risk — which 
he  (Mr.  George  Russell)  was  sure  was 
abhorrent  to  his  nature— of  seeming  to 


identify  himself  with  the  dreadful  crimes 
that  had  been  committed  in  Ireland ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  he  abandoned 
it  he  would  incur  the  hardly  less  hateful 
risk  of  losing  his  influence  with  the  law- 
less classes  in  Ireland,  and  lay  himself 
open  to  the  charge  of  having  discon- 
nected himself  from  the  policy  with 
which  his  name  was  identified.  At  all 
events,  what  he  wished  to  say  was  that 
a  great  part  of  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place  would  have  been  more  ap- 
propriate on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork ;  but  he 
would  not  anticipate  the  disclosures  that 
might  take  place  to-morrow,  or  during 
the  remaining  nights  of  the  debate. 
They  were  all  agreed  in  being  thankful 
that  they  had  at  last  done  with  the  old 
Coercion  Act.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Home  Secretary  intended  by  his  speech 
last  night  to  convey  that  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  old  Coercion  Act  rested  on  the 
whole  House  merely  because  it  gave  its 
consent  to  it.  If  the  Government  on  its 
own  responsibility  introduced  a  measure 
of  that  kind,  asserting  that  the  measure 
was  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order,  the  Government  was 
surely  more  responsible  for  the  effect  of 
that  legislation  than  hon.  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  who  voted  in  its 
favour  at  their  bidding.  Though  the 
old  Coercion  Act  might  have  been  a 
necessity  for  the  moment,  he  doubted  the 
wisdom  of  it.  It  had  been  rumoured 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  if  his  counsels 
had  prevailed,  would  have  introduced  in 
January,  1881,  a  Bill  framed  on  other 
lines  than  those  of  arbitrary  arrest.  It 
was  found  impossible  to  put  in  force  the 
law  of  arbitrary  arrest,  and  it  was  not 
long  before  the  administration  of  the  old 
Coercion  Bill  passed  into  a  phase  cha- 
racterized by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  as  "  a  huge  joke."  It  lost  its 
terrors,  and  secured  the  maximum  of 
popular  irritation  with  the  minimum  of 
deterrent  effect.  It  became  palpable 
that  under  it  murder  and  crimes  similar 
to  murder  advanced  with  alarming 
strides.  The  increase  of  crime  in  Ireland 
had  required  the  introduction  of  some 
further  measure ;  and  they  all  remem- 
bered what  had  been  called  the  Kilmain- 
ham  arrangement.  It  had  been  made 
clear  in  that  discussion  that  it  was  not 
from  the  principle  of  an  arrangement 
for  the  release  of  the  "suspects"  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had 
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dissented,  but  from  the  terms  of  that 
arrangement.     The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  stated  three  conditions,  the 
obtainment  of  any  one  of  which  would 
have  induced  him  to  remain  in  Office 
and  consent  to  the  release  of  the  **  sus- 
pects."    And  the  very  mention  of  con- 
ditions   involved   a  willingness   to  ne- 
gotiate.    The   first  condition  was  that 
they  should  not  be  released  until  Ire- 
land was  quiet ;  the  second  was  that  they 
should  not  be  released  until  they  gave 
a  pledge  that  they  would  abandon  their 
former    action ;    and    the     third     that 
they  should  not  be  released  until  some 
measure  was  brought  in  to  strengthen 
the  law  against  crime  and  outrage.    The 
first  of  those  conditions — that  of  keeping 
them  in  prison  until  Ireland  was  restored 
to  peace  and  order— was  much  the  same 
as  to  keep  them  there  until  the  Greek 
Kalends,  or  until,  as   the  old   saying 
went,   a  man  might  go  to  Home   and 
back  in  three  days.     Again,  the  demand 
from  them  of  a  pledge  for  their  good 
behaviour  argued   great  ignorance    of 
human  nature.     It  was  idle  to  expect  a 
body  of  men — most  of  them  young  men 
— who  had  been,  as  they  conceived,  to  a 
great  extent  successful  in  their  agita- 
tion, to  abandon,  for  the  sake  of  regain- 
ing their  liberty,  that  agitation  when  it 
seemed  to  them  to  be  within  a  measur- 
able distance  of  attaining  its  ends,  and 
when,  in  many  cases,  as  he  understood, 
its  cessation  would  have  deprived  them 
of  the  means  of  subsistence.     The  third 
condition  was,  he  thought,  a  more  rea- 
sonable one— namely,  that  they  should 
not  be  released  until  some  such  measure 
as  the  Crimes  Act  was  introduced.     He 
was  disposed  to  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  done  wisely  if  they 
had  complied  with  that  last  condition  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford, 
and  so  have  retained  his  services. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  That  last 
condition  was  the  important  point. 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hear  that  it  was  not  any  truckling 
to  persons  suspected  of  crime ;  but  it  was 
rather  his  conviction  that  an  unwise  de- 
cision was  arrived  at  when  it  was  decided 
to  liberate  the  ''suspects"  which  had 
influenced  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford. 

Mk.  CALLAN  :  It  was  not  stated  at 
the  time. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Yes,  it 
was. 

Mr.  George  Runell 


Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
glad  that  he  had  drawn  that  admission 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     It  was 
important  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  the 
determination  to  bring  in  a  measure 
for  dealing  more  effectually  with  the 
murders  which  had,  up  till  that  time, 
gone  on  increasing  was  arrived  at  by 
the  Government  before  the  assassinations 
in  Phoenix  Park.     The  Bill,  in  nearly 
the  exact  shape  in  which  it  was  even- 
tually proposed,  had  been  announced  on 
the  very  day  that  Mr.  Forster  left  the 
Cabinet.    Therefore,  the  horrible  charge 
against  the  Liberal  Party,  that  they  had 
been  actuated  by  passion  and  revenge, 
fell  to  the  ground.    All  the  Members  on 
that   side  of  the  House,   and  on  the 
Conservative  Benches,  seemed  to  agree 
that  Lord  Spencer  and  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  administered 
with  firmness,  ability,  and  courage  the 
great  powers  confided  to  them  in  May. 
The  new  policy  pursued  had  been,  in 
some  respects,  a  marked  success.     They 
were  asked  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  to  express  a  hope  that  no 
further  concessions  would  be  made  to 
lawless  agitation.   That  seemed  to  imply 
a  doctrine  to  which  none  of  those  sittings 
on  his  side  would  ever  subscribe — namely, 
that  the  Land  Act  and  the  Arrears  Act, 
to  which  they  had  rendered  as  hearty 
and  a  more  pleasurable  support  than 
they  had  given  to  the  Crimes  Act,  were 
extorted   from   Parliament  by  lawless 
agitation.      As  far   as   Irish  agitation 
was  directed    solely. to  the  attainment 
of  the  ends  conceded  in  the  Land  Act 
and  the  Arrears  Act,  it  was  a  Consti- 
tutional and  reasonable  agitation.     He 
made  no  apology  for  threatening   lan- 
guage.    He   had   in  view  merely  that 
demand  for  reform  which  did  not  desire 
to  be  stereotyped  as  lawless  agitation. 
He  thought  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin   (Mr.   Gibson)   and  others  had 
shown  rather  less  than  justice  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  in  the  way  they  had  called 
him  so  sharply  to  account  for  his  lan- 
guage in  regard  to  local    self-govern- 
ment in  Ireland.    It  might  be  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  had  no  right  to 
lend  the  authority  of  his  place  in  the 
Government  to  his  utterance  on   that 
subject;    but  he  thought  they  might 
apply  the  Old  Testament  extenuatiouj 
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and,  speaking  of  his  Office,  say  in  the 
TTorde  used  by  Lot,  in  reference  to  Zoar, 
"Is  it  not  a  little  one?"  and  consider 
that  the  speech  was  made  rather  in 
the  character  of  an  independent  Mem- 
her  than  as  one  of  the  Government. 
He  thought  that,  as  a  private  indi- 
yidaaly  the  hon.  Member  was  right 
in  expressing  a  desire  that  institutions 
of  looU  self-government  might  be  de- 
veloped and  strengthened  in  Ireland. 
The  time,  however,  for  that  kind  of 
reform,  in  his  opinion,  was  not  yet. 
What  had  been  lately  seen  in  connection 
with  certain  local  bodies  in  Ireland  did 
not  afford  a  very  good  augury  for  the 
extension  of  local  self-government  in 
that  country.  But  he  looked  forward  to 
the  time  when  a  new  generation  should 
have  ^rown  up  in  Ireland  under  the 
wholesome  influences  of  the  Land  Act. 
When  they  had  had  30  years  of  the  opera- 
tion of  that  Act,  they  might  then  apply 
themselves  to  the  development  in  Ireland 
of  exactly  the  same  institutions  of  local 
self-government  as  existed  in  England. 
To  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and 
his  Colleagues,  his  humble  words  of 
counsel  would  be  that  they  should  con- 
tinue as  they  had  begun  ;  and  they 
might  depend  upon  it  that  in  the  ful- 
ness of  time,  not  by  closing  their  ears 
to  the  cry  of  acknowledged  grievances, 
but  by  dealing  out  mercy  where  it  was 
needed,  and  justice  without  sparing 
where  that  was  required,  the  Irish  diffi- 
culty would  pass  away,  and  the  pro- 
phecies of  to-day  become  the  history  of 
to-morrow. 

Ma.  PLUNKET  said,  he  desired  only 
for  a  short  time  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Qorst).    He 
could  assure  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  George  Eussell),  that 
he  was  not  at  all  disposed  to  quarrel 
^'ith  some  of  his  statements  with  refer- 
ence to  those  dangerous  and  mischievous 
expectations  which  were  being  enter- 
tained by  a  certain  number  of  people  in 
this  House  and  in  Ireland.    The  hon. 
Member  had  referred  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone),  and  had  disposed  of  them  in 
what  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Plunket)  to 
be  rather  a  patronizing  manner.    But 
although  it  might  be  true,  as  was  sug- 
gested by  his  hon.  Friend,  that  the  indi- 
vidual who  made  the  observations  was 


himself  a  very  small  personage,  he  must 
remember  that  even  Parvus  Julus  derived 
some  importance  from  his  relations  with 
pius  JEneas ;  and  he  would  like  to  im- 
press upon  the  House  that  words  like 
those  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  and 
others  had  an  effect  in  Ireland  of  which 
the  utterers  were  often  little  conscious. 
He  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  appeared  in  The  Nation 
on  February  5,  a  paper  very  well  written, 
and  by  no  means  one  of  the  most  ex- 
treme.   It  was  as  follows : — 

''  Another  class  of  testimony  to  the  «dvance 
of  the  Home  Rule  idea  has  hecome  pretty  plen- 
tiful of  late.  It  has  been  furnished  chiefly  by 
English  politicians  who  from  one  cause  or  an- 
other have  obtained  prominent  positions  in  the 
eye  of  the  British  public.  We  have  the  son  of 
the  Prime  Minister  denouncing  the  Castle  and 
declaring  it  the  worst  Government  in  the  world. 
We  have  Mr.  Chamberlain  pronouncing  against 
'  separation,'  but  cautiously  avoiding  all  mention 
of  a  less  pronounced  form  of  national  self- 
government.  We  have  Mr.  Gk>schen  admitting 
that  he  sees  strange  signs  in  many  quarters  of  a 
growing  belief  that  Home  Rule  must  ho  granted, 
and  making  frantic  appeals  to  the  English  con- 
stituencies to  cry  out  Uiat  it  shall  never  be.  And, 
again,  we  have  Mr.  Leonard  Courtney,  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  sharing  Mr.  Goschen's  feeling 
about  those  signs,  while  declaring  that  at  pre- 
sent he  refuses  to  accept  the  possibility  of  grant" 
ing  the  concession." 

He  merely  wished  to  point  out  the  sort 
of  commentary  that  was  made  upon  the 
speeches  which  had  been  uttered  in  this 
country  by  hon.  Members,  who,  he  be- 
lieved, had  used  those  expressions  with- 
out the  least  intention  of  encouraging 
such  expectations  as  they  had  engen- 
dered in  the  so-called  National  Party  in 
Ireland.  Indeed,  one  of  the  reasons  why 
he  thought  that  that  Amendment  had 
been  well  brought  forward  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  that  it  gave  him, 
and  gave  the  House,  an  opportunity  of 
putting  on  record  their  views  with  regard 
to  this  very  class  of  politicians.  Although 
he  did  believe  they  were  not  a  large 
section  of  the  Liberal  Party,  yet  they 
were  still  a  well-defined  class,  and  knew 
their  own  minds.  Many  of  them  had 
reasons  of  their  own,  owing  to  the  fact 
of  there  being  Irish  constituents  amongst 
those  whom  they  represented.  But,  for 
some  time  past,  they  had  been  pressing 
forward  this  Home  Bule  movement  in  a 
manner  which  was  doing  more  harm  in 
Ireland  than  they  could  imagine.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland 
I  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  made  a  protest  in 
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his  speecb  the  other  day,  at  Hawick, 
against  this  very  thing,  which,  he  said, 
was  leading  on  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
ruin.     He  said — 

'^  The  GoTemmeDt  will  not  permit  Ireland  to 
be  organized,  and  drilled,  and  excited  for  the 

?urpose  of  effecting  objects  which  would  be 
reland's  ruin  if  obtained,  and  which  could  onl^ 
be  obtained  by  civil  war.  That  is  the  plain 
fact.  As  to  the  peril  to  which  this  policy  ex- 
poses us,  we  have  no  illusion  whatever.  I  do  not 
speak  of  the  personal  dancer.  That  is  a  con- 
sideration which  has  never  influenced  the  public 
conduct  of  men  of  our  nation.  But  there  is  a 
danger  much  more  formidable  in  my  eyes— that 
of  being  charged  with  deserting  the  principles 
of  our  rarty.  The  persistent  and  implacable 
hostility  of  speakers  and  writers  in  Ireland,  who 
give  us  no  quarter  on  principle,  because  we  are 
the  representative  of  the  Central  Government, 
has  begun  to  communicate  itself  to  some  Liberal 
newspapers  in  this  island  ;  and  we  are  told  that 
no  Liberal  ought  to  govern  Ireland  as  we  are 
governing  it  now." 

He,  therefore  wished,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  to  make  a  very  short  but 
serious  appeal  to  hon.  Members  who, 
perhaps,  did  not  agree  with  him  in  other 
respects,  and  to  ask  thom  to  take  care 
lest,  when  making  those  speeches,  they 
might  be  causing  a  mischief,  and  incur- 
ring a  danger  in  Ireland,  the  gravity  of 
which  they  could  not  estimate.  He  would 
ask  the  House  also,  whether,  after  the 
speeches  they  had  listened  to  that  day 
from  the  Irish  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way, were  they  prepared  to  intrust  the 
Government  of  Ireland — the  most  deli- 
cate and  difficult  task  that  he  supposed 
existed  in  the  control  of  any  country 
»-to  politicians  whose  views  of  serious 
affairs  of  State  were  such  as  they  had 
heard  then  ?  He  did  not  intend  to  accept 
the  not  very  courteous  challenge  thrown 
down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) ;  but  he  wished 
to  say  one  word  as  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien),  whose  coming  into  that  House 
was  certainly  a  very  important  event, 
because  they  all  knew  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  contest  between  him 
and  one  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  he  would  fain  hope  that  the  words 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  had 
been  used  inadvertently  and  unadvisedly. 
He  trusted  they  were  due  to  the  fact 
that  he  was  speaking  for  the  first  time 
in  that  House,  and  that  they  were  not 
the  deliberate  expressions  of  his  opinion. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  the  House ;  but  if  he 
was,  he  should  be  glad  that  he  should 

Mr,  Plunket 


have  an  opportunity  of  withdrawing  or 
modifying  the  words  which  he  (Mr- 
Plunket)  had  taken  down.  He  had  un- 
derstood the  hon.  Member  to  say,  witli. 
regard  to  the  candidature  of  James 
Carey  for  the  post  of  Town  Councillor 
of  Dublin,  that  he  did  not  know  hizn 

Eersonally,  but  that  he  had  known  him. 
y  reputation  and  character  as  an  old. 
Nationalist  and  a  hardworking  man ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  then  went  on  to  say 
that,  knowing  all  the  circumstances,  his 
only  regret  was  that  he  had  not  a  vote 
to  give  him. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN:  What  I  did  say 
I  think  was  that  if  a  similar  state  of 
things,  mutate  nomine,  were  to  arise  to- 
morrow— that  is,  if  a  man  who  from  all 
I  saw  and  heard  of  him  was  a  staunch 
Nationalist  and  a  working-man  were  to 
be  a  candidate,  I  should  be  very  g^lad 
indeed  to  repeat  my  support  of  him, 
and  should  regret  very  much  if  I  had 
not  a  vote. 

Mr.  plunket  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  not  thought 
fit  to  qualify  that  statement  by  any  fur- 
ther expression  of  opinion  in  the  way  of 
regret;  but  he  would  say  no  more  on 
the  subject.  As  regarded  the  charges 
that  had  been  made  against  not  only 
the  Press  of  both  countries,  but  against 
both  Parties  in  the  House,  and  against 
the  English  and  the  Scotch  people,  they 
were  wild  charges ;  but  when  it  came 
to  the  attack  upon  the  responsible  autho- 
rities in  Ireland — upon  Dublin  Castle, 
because  it  was  the  representative  of  law 
and  order  in  Ireland — he  said  it  must 
require  a  stem  heart  to  bring  them  for- 
ward now  in  the  light  of  the  revelations 
that  had  been  lately  made.  He  there- 
fore entreated  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  plunged  into  the  subject  of  local  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  with  a  light  heart, 
to  pause  before  they  intrusted  it  to  the 
so-called  Irish  Party.  In  that  respect,  at 
least,  he  thought  the  debate  which  had 
been  raised  by  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  have  done 
much  good.  There  was  another  point 
on  which  he  asked  for  the  support  of 
hon.  Members  to  the  Amendment.  That 
portion  of  the  Queen's  Speech  which 
alluded  to  the  dimi^intion  of  outrage 
and  the  continued  and  increasing  social 
improvement  in  the  state  of  Ireland  he 
was  thankful  to  see,  but  that  sentence 
should  not  stand  alone.  If  it  did,  it  might 
perhaps  lead  to  over  sanguine  expecta- 
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tions,  for  in  his  opinion,  notwithstand- 
ing the  decrease  of  agrarian  crime,  the 
country  was  in  a  more  critical  condition 
than  he  had  ever  before  known  it  within 
his  own  experience;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  it  was  not  untimely,  but  right, 
that  they  should  put  on  record  I  their 
protest  against  the  course  of  policy  which 
for  two  years  and  a-half  had  done  more 
harm  to  the   best  interests  of  Ireland 
than  had  been  done  in  any  20  or  80 
years  preceding.     He  wished  to  give  full 
credit  to  those  who  were  now  respon- 
sible for  the  conduct  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land.   No  task  could  be  more  disagree- 
able than  that  which  had  fallen  to  their 
lot,  and  he  must  say  of  Lord  Spencer 
and  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land that  they  had  laboured  strenuously, 
and  that  they  had  acted  not  only  with 
firmness,  but  with  patience  and  clemency, 
to  restore  peace  and  order  to  Ireland. 
But,  knowing  as  he  did   the  danger 
which  there  suways  was  of  a  relapse  into 
the  previous  policy,  because  the  same 
causes  that   existed  before  were  there 
still,  he  thought  they  were  justified  in 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham.     He 
would  recall  to  the  House  the  words 
addressed  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  the  other  day  to  his  constituents 
at  Hawick  in  vindicating  the  character 
of  Judge  Lawson.    That  was  all  very 
well;  but  the  House  must  remember 
what  had  happened  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion, in  last  August  in  this  House,  when 
the  same  Judge  was  bitterly  and  furiously 
assailed,  and  not  a  word  had  been  ut- 
tered in  his  behalf  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.    Who  could  say  whether  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  then  might 
not,  however  indirectly,  have  had  some 
effect  upon  the  attempt  made  on  that 
gentleman's  life  ?    However  that  might 
be,  the  course  at  the  time  taken  by  the 
Prime  Minister  had,  at  least,  left  the 
impression  on  many  minds  that  the  Law 
of  Contempt  of  Court  in  this  country  was 
to  be  altered  on  account  of  the  conduct 
of  that  learned  Judge,  though  he  (Mr. 
Plunket)  had  good  reason  to  believe  that 
such  a  proposed  change  was  suggested 
to  the  Oevernment  by  the  circumstances 
of  a  wholly  different  case,  which  had 
occurred  some  time  previously  in  Eng- 
land.   The  effect  had  been  that  a  gold 
medal  had  actually  been  struck  to  com- 
memorate the  fact  that  a  Member  of 
that  House   had    triumphed  over  .the 
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Judge ;  and  the  medal  was,  in  obedience 
to  a  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  Dublin 
Corporation,  to  be  added  to  the  Sheriff's 
chain  to  commemorate  that  event.  Pub- 
lic feeling  at  present  ran  high,  by  reason 
of  the  recent  revelations,  against  the 
terrible  state  of  things  which  was  shown 
to  exist  in  Ireland.  They  must  not,  how- 
ever, be  too  confident  that  the  old  evil 
infiuences  might   not    be    brought    to 
work  again,  that  they  might  not  see  a 
fresh  change  of  policy,  and  further  sur- 
renders on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
When  Her  Majesty's  Government  came 
into  Office,  they  found  Ireland,  as  they 
all  knew,  in  a  state  of  comparative  tran- 
quillity and  prosperity.  [**0h, oh!"]  On 
the  surface,  at  all  events,  things  were 
smooth.    The  Government  were  warned 
by  the  outgoing  Ministers  of  the  dangers 
beneath  the  surface,  and  of  the  neces- 
sity for  firm  action ;  but  they  chose  to 
adopt  the  optimist  theories  of  that  dis- 
astrous Mid  Lothian  campaign,  and  to 
cling  to  them  for  months,  despite  the 
protest  of  their  old  and  tried  Irish  offi- 
cials, and  of  the  Judges  in  Ireland  who 
were  brought  every  day  face  to  face  with 
agrarian  offences  and  the  dangers  exist- 
ing in  connection  with  them ;  in  spite  of 
all  that,  the  Gt>vemment  had  left  the 
country  without  any  of  those  preven- 
tive measures  which  had,  unfortunately, 
at  all  former  times,  been  found  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  efficient  conduct 
of   the  government  of  Ireland.     And 
when  the  tide  of  outrage,  of  violence, 
and  of  bloodshed  had  swelled  to  such  a 
fearful  extent  that  it  was  impossible  that 
it  should  be  tolerated  any  longer,  and 
when  the  Government  had  had  to  admit 
by  the  mouth  of  their  Home  Secretary 
that  their  reckless  experiment  had  failed, 
then,  when  at  last  they  got  the  Ptoteo- 
tion  of  Person  and  Property  Act,  they 
found  that  it  had  come  too  late,  because 
the  conspiracy  and  organization  for  crime 
and  murder  had  grown  so  strong  that  it 
was  possible  for  it  to  be  carried  on  with 
vigour  and  success  even  after  some  of  the 
prominent  members  of  it  had  been  tardily 
arrested.     He  was  sorry  that  he  felt  it 
necessary  to  add  that  the  management 
of  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,   when  it  was  obtained,  was  of  a 
fluctuating  and  uncertain  type — of  a  type 
calculated  to  produce  a  great  amount 
of  irritation  in  comparison  with  the  good 
that  it  did.     He  firmly  believed  that  if 
that  Act    had    been    obtained  in    the 
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autumn  of  1881,  instead  of  the  spring 
of  1882,  and  if  it  had  been  vigorously 
enforced  at  once  against  the  leaders  of 
the  agitation,  it  would  have  been  effec- 
tual for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
intended.     But  now    it  was  admitted 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man   the    Secretary  of   State  for  the 
Home   Department   that  a  time   came 
when  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
a  change  of  policy  should  take  place. 
There  had  been  nothing  but  failure  in 
the  goyemment  of  Ireland  for  two  years 
and  a-half,  and  the  state  of  affairs  was 
intolerable.    Now,  what  they  wanted  to 
put  on  record  by  that  Amendment  was, 
that  the  policy  proposed  to  be  adopted  at 
that  time  by  the  Government,  and  from 
which  they  were  only  saved  by  an  acci- 
dent, would  have  proved  a  fatal  mistake. 
What  was  the  policy  ?    To  release  the 
imprisoned  Members  and  others,  and  to 
abandon  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  Act.     And  here  came  a  point 
which  he  was  glad  they  had  now  clearly 
on  record.  The  contest  between  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  and  the  Go- 
vemment    at    the  time    when    he  left 
Office  was,  that  he  could   not  consent 
to  the  postponement  of  the  introduction 
of  the    necessary    Bill   which  was    to 
take  the   place  of   the   old   Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  Act  nntil  such 
time  as  the  Kules  of  the  House  had 
been  passed   and  the  Financial  Busi- 
ness 01  the  country  got  through.    Every- 
body knew    what    that    meant.      The 
Government  were  saved  on  that  occasion 
from  this  terrible  state  of  affairs,  when 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  have  seen 
the  powerlessness  of  the  Government  to 
carry  out  the  law  without  the  assistance 
of   the    law-breakers.     That    was   the 
policy    against  which    they    protested, 
and    which  they  trusted   might  never 
again  be  resumed.     It  was  a  curious 
irony  of  fate  that  the  sad  end  of  that 
gallant  and  chivalrous  Gentleman — who 
freely  laid  down  his  life,  as  many  an- 
other Englishman  had  done  before  him 
for  his  country  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish), on  the  day  of  that  terrible  assassi- 
nation— it   was  a  curious  irony  of  fate 
that  that  should   be   the  very  circum- 
stance which  led  to  the  reversal  of  the 
poL'cy  of   the  Government.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford had  left  the  Cabinet,  and  those  who 
drove  him  out  had  enjoyed  their  victory; 
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but  the  principles  for  which  he  sacrificed 
himself  had  triumphed   and   survived. 
The  Crimes  Bill   was  re-introduced  at 
once,  and  that  was  the  justification  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford.    The  Queen's  Speech  con- 
gratulated the  country  upon  the  steady 
improvement  in  the  social  condition  of 
Ireland.      As  he  had  already  said,  he 
hailed  with  satisfaction,  and  he  gave  full 
credit  to  those  to  whom  it  was  due,  the 
diminution  of  agrarian  crime  ;  but  there 
were  other   matters   to  be  considered. 
Just  let  them  realize  what  was  the  pre- 
sent state  of  that  country,  and  let  them 
remember  that  three  years  ago  it  was  in 
a  condition  tolerably  satisfactory.     At 
that  moment  the  Government  was  en- 
gaged in  a  desperate  struggle  with  law- 
lessness and  disaffection ;  and  how  was 
that  struggle  regarded  by  large  num- 
bers of  the  Irish  people?    He  was  not 
now  referring  to  the  cheers  which  greeted 
the  prisoners  at    Kilmainham,    but   to 
the  election   at  Mallow.     The  Gk) vem- 
ment had   sent  their  Solicitor  General 
to  contest  the  borough,  and  he  was  de- 
feated.    He  referred,  also,  to  the  action 
of  those  representative  institutions  in 
Ireland,  such   as    Corporations,  Muni- 
cipal Councils,  and  Poor  Law  Guardians, 
who  vied    with   each    other    in   doing 
honour  to  the  men  whom  the  Govern- 
ment   had    been    obliged    to   send    to 
gaol.      He  said  those  were  grave  and 
serious  matters  when  they  considered 
the    social    condition    in    which    they 
found   Ireland.     But  there  was  more 
than  that.     During  the  last  three  years 
a  most  remarkable  change   had  come 
over  the  public  Press  of  the  country. 
He  was  not  speaking  now  of  the  ex- 
treme newspapers;  but  there  were  in- 
fiaential  journals  in  Ireland,  ably  ma- 
naged, and  having  a  large  circulation, 
which  at  first  tried  to  arrest  the  agita- 
tion,  and  even   refused  to  publish  its 
proceedings  at  all,  but  who  were  com- 
pelled, as  the  movement  grew  in  streng^ 
and  was  permitted  to  overbear  all  other 
forces,  to  throw  in  their  lots  with  it. 
The  Boman   Catholic  Church,    too,  in 
Ireland,  had,  of  course,  always  possessed 
an  enormous  influence  with  the  people  ; 
and  when  these  men  began  their  agita- 
tion   many    excellent    clergymen     and 
many  high  ecclesiastics  of  that  Church 
came   forward   and    opposed    them    as 
much  as  they  could ;  but  now  their  atti- 
tude had  in  many  places  been  altered.  In 
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ecmfiequenoe  of  the  success  of  the  agfita- 
tion  ihey  had  become  identified  witn  it, 
to  tliat  it  was  impossible  for  these  dergy- 
men  and  these  ecclesiastics  to  help  the 
Oorernment  to  control  lawlessness.     He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  in- 
tended to  speak  in  this  debate  or  not. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Oibeon)  had  asked  the  hon.  Member 
where  tiie  money  had  come  from  which 
had  snbsidised  the  perpetrators  of  the 
etimes  which  had    disgpraced    Ireland. 
He  (Mr.  Flunket)  joined  with  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  making  that 
request,  for  it  was  not  sufficient  to  dis- 
claim the  imputation  in  the  high  and 
mighty  manner  in  which  it  had  been 
done  by  hon.  Members  who  had  already 
^wken ;  and  he  trusted  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  would  soon 
address  the  House.    He  would  now  fur- 
ther call  that  hon.  Member's  attention 
to  an  extract  from  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Member  in  April,    1880, 
•oon  after  his  return  from  America,  at  a 
meeting  held  in  the  Botunda ;  and,  for 
fear  of  any  mistake,  he  might  say  that 
the  speech  was  reported  in  l%e  Freeman* $ 
Journal  on  April  the  SOth.  After  alluding 
to  the  determination  of  America  to  sup- 
port Ireland  in  the  struggle  with  land- 
lordism, the  hon.  Member  said — 

"  I  haro  worked  hard  to  do  my  duty  for  this 
country,  and  I  shall  endeayonr  to  work  for  it  as 
long  as  I  liye ;  and  now,  before  I  go,  I  will  tell 
3roa  a  little  incident  that  happened  at  one  of 
oar  meetings  in  America.  A  gentleman  came 
on  to  the  platform  and  handed  me  25  dollars, 
and  said,  '  Here  are  fiye  dollars  for  bread  and  20 
for  lead.' " 

The  proceedings  terminated  there.  After 
that,  on  May  30,  Mr.  Soyton,  who  was 
the  paid  organizer  of  the  Land  League, 
used  the  following  words  at  Dunman- 
way— 

"  There  was  a  little  story  told  by  Mr.  Pamell, 

at  a  meeting  in  the  Kotunda,  at  the  conclusion 

of  his  address,   to   the   effect  that  a  certain 

American  gentleman  came  upon  the  platform 

and  midf '  Pkmell,  there  is  2d  dollars — ^fiye  for 

bnsd  and  20  for  lead.*     Now,  that  simple  little 

bit  of  humour  has  put  your  hereditary  enemy  in 

s  gre&t  flutter.    Therefore,  t  am  not  authorized 

by  the  president  of  the  Irish  National  Land 

JjUigae  to  tell  yoa  that  was  a  bond  JUU  transac- 

tiOTTthat  the  man  gave  him  25  dollars.    I  am 

iothorized  to  teU  you  here-and  I  came  all  the 

wiy  down  to  Dunmanway— that  those  20  dollars 

aw  perfectly  safe,  and  that  m  Mr.  Forster,  in 

the  fcoae  of   Coimnons  on  Fnday  mght,  re- 

jlLa  #^  *j»]1  -vatar  Bepresentatives  what  he  was 

JSjtodo  irith  the  £30,000  of  ««ret  «irnoe 


money,  and' that  he  has  displayed  admirable  re- 
ticence in  doing  so,  we,  in  like  manner,  are  not 
eoing[  to  tell  Mr.  Forster  what  we  are  going  to 
ao  with  the  20  dollars  that  has  since  sweUed 
into  20,000.  The  money  giyos  4  or  5  per  cent 
internet  on  it,  and  we  are  turning  it  into  good 
round  soyereigns,  with  the  imprint  of  Her  Most 
Gracious  Majesty  upon  them.  Therefore,  I  ask 
70U  in  the  name  of  God,  in  the  name  of  eyery 
honest  Irishman,  in  the  name  of  your  long- 
suffering  country,  to  stick  together  like  brothers, 
one  and  all." 

Thus  S20,000  were  accumlating  for  the 
purpose  of  procuring!  not  "bread,"  but 
* '  lead."  There  was  yet  another  matter  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House.  He  wanted  to 
know,  and  he  thought  the  House  and  the 
country  would  also  like  to  know,  what 
were  the  relations  of  the  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  most  of  whom  be- 
longed to  the  National  League,  the  suc- 
cessor of  the  Irish  Land  League,  with 
the  promoters  of  the  Irish  Press  agency 
which  was  thus  mentioned  in  The  Irish 
Nation — an  American  newspaper  owned 
by  John  Devoy  (Fenian) — 

**The  promoters  of  the  Irish  Press  Agency 
will  primarily  attempt  to  counteract  this  eyu 
(the  want  of  accurate  information  about  Ire- 
land). For  the  present  they  will  send  a  cable- 
gram weekly.  The  cablegram  wiU  be  intended 
as  a  summary  of  the  chief  0yent8  that  make  up 
the  Irish  history  of  the  week.  The  Agency 
will  be  in  direct  and  constant  communication 
with  the  leaders  of  the  Irish  moyement,  and 
any  statements  it  may  make  with  regard  to 
their  policy  may  be  accepted  as  authoritatiye.'* 

He  should  be  glad  to  know  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  whe- 
ther that  was  correct  or  not,  especially 
as  the  name  of  Mr.  John  Devoy  was 
coupled  with  the  announcement  in  The 
Irish  Nation,  The  leaders  of  the  Irish 
Party  in  this  country  were  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Party  in  America,  and 
how  were  the  Dublin  revelations  dealt 
with  in  this  paper  ?  Here  were  some 
of  the  headings  that  appeared  in  a  re- 
cent number  : — '*  Mockery  of  Justice ;  " 
**  Dublin  Citizens  Undergoing  the  Tor- 
tures of  a  Sham  Trial;"  "The  Old, 
Old  Story ; "  **  Hired  Informers  Swear- 
ing Away  the  Lives  of  Innocent  Men  ;  " 
**  Manufactured  Evidence ;  "  "  The  Most 
Glaring  Inventions  Accepted  as  Genuine 
Evidence;"  **  Medical  Approvers;" 
**  Knives  Secreted  by  a  Police  Spy  and 
Found  when  Wanted ; "  *•  Star  Chamber 
Terrors;"  **  Bribery  and  Intimidation 
at  Work  in  Dublin  Castle."  He  (Mr. 
Plunket)  should  like  to  know  whether  * 
it  was  true  that  that  Agency  was  sup- 
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plied  with  news  from  the  l^ders  of 
the  Irish  National  League  in  this 
country?  In  conclusion,  he  would  say, 
it  had  been  his  unfortunate  task  that 
day,  as  it  had  often  been  of  late  years, 
to  draw  a  rather  '  gloomy  picture  of 
the  state  of  Ireland.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  altogether  despair,  any 
more  than  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  his  Colleague  (Mr.  Gibson) 
did,  of  the  future  of  that  country.  His 
hopes  were  founded  on  very  simple  mat- 
ters, one  of  which  was  the  immense 
material  improvement  which  had  oc- 
curred in  the  condition  of  the  country 
within  his  own  recollection.  Except  in 
that  unhappy  and  desolate  portion  of 
the  land  which  was  washed  by  the 
Atlantic,  the  progress  of  Ireland  in 
prosperity,  in  education,  and  in  other 
respects  had  been  very  rapid  of  late 
years.  But  now  he  asserted  there  were 
agencies  at  work  which  were  undoing 
all  that  had  been  done  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  people.  Numbers  of 
men  whom  he  knew  before  the  exercise 
upon  them  of  the  influence  of  the  Land 
League  to  be  honest,  contented,  and  un- 
witting of  disloyalty,  had  been  worked 
upon  for  two  years  and  a-half  by  the 
tremendous  influences  of  bribery  and 
terror  alternately  applied.  They  had 
yielded  more  quickly,  perhaps,  than  men 
of  other  countries  would  have  done ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  few  people 
would  more  quickly  recognize  the  exist- 
ence t>f  a  Government  bent  on  adminis- 
tering the  law  with  firmness.  There- 
fore, it  was  all  the  more  necessary  now 
that  the  Government  should  let  them 
understand  that  they  meant  to  be  firm. 
He  would  tell  hon.  Members  opposite, 
who  formed  the  extreme  section  of  the 
Liberal  Party — men  who  fancied  they 
sympathized  with  the  Irish  people — that 
they  could  do  no  more  cruel  thing  than 
to  subject  them  alternately  to  the  in- 
fluence of  a  great  relaxation  of  disci- 
pline and  then  to  the  rigour  of  severe 
Coercion  Acts.  That  was  the  shortest 
and  surest  way  to  evoke  their  worst  pas- 
sions, and  to  cause  hatred  of  England. 
It  would  be  far  kinder,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  did  not  intend  that  Ireland 
should  remain  an  integral  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  to  say  so  at  once 
alid  act  up  to  that  declaration.  But  the 
cruellest  course  of  all  which  could  be 
pursued  would  be  to  profess  an  intention 
of  governing  Ireland  under  the  laws  of 
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the  Queen,  and  to  lack  the  courage  and 
the  capacity  to  enforce  those  laws. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLUNGS  said,  the 
speeches  from  the  Conservative  side 
seemed  to  contain  a  negative  and  a  posi- 
tive proposition.  The  negative  proposition 
was  that  all  remedial  measures  for  Ireland 
should  be  postponed  for  an  indefinite 
period.  The  positive  proposition  was  to 
continue  the  policy  of  force  alone.  As 
regarded  the  question  of  extending  local 
government  in  Ireland,  he  maintained 
that  almost  all  the  constituencies  in  the 
Kingdom— certainly  those  which  con- 
tained a  large  number  of  voters  of  the 
industrial  class — were  slowly,  but  surely, 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  extensive 
powers  of  local  government,  always 
within  the  limit  of  sustaining  the  unity 
of  the  Empire,  must  be,  as  soon  as 
possible,  if  not  immediately,  given  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  regretted 
that  the. hon.  Member  for  Aylesbury 
(Mr.  George  Kussell)  should  have  de- 
scribed the  advocacy  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber' for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone) 
of  the  institution  of  a  system  of  exten- 
sive local  government  in  Ireland  as  an 
oflence.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Aylesbury  had  referred,  had 
been  much  misrepresented ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Ceilings)  contended  that  there  was  more 
loyalty,  or  at  leastjas  much,  and  far 
more  statesmanship,  in  that  speech  than 
in  almost  any  that  had  come  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  present 
debate  had  made  plain  the  fact  that  the 
absolute  failure  of  the  Coercion  Act  had 
been  acknowledged  on  all  sides  of  the 
House.  It  had  been  admitted  by  the 
Opposition,  by  many  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  sid^  who  had  supported 
it,  and,  he  believed,  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  himself.  Yet,  in  the  face  of 
that  acknowledgment,  they  had  heard 
little  more  than  speeches  in  favour  of 
more  coercion.  When  the  first  Coercion 
Act  of  the  present  Administration  waa 
proposed,  some  hon.  Members  on  the 
Liberal  Benches  were  against  it,  not 
only  because  they  considered  it  would 
be  useless,  but  because  of  the  mischief 
they  thought  it  would  lead  to.  For  his 
part,  if  be  (Mr.  CoUings)  thought  that 
Act  would  have  been  merely  useless,  he 
should  not  have  opposed  it  so  strongly 
as  he  did ;  but  all  history  told  them 
that,  while  there  were  wrongs  to  be 
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remedied,    Coereion    Acts    were  worse 
than  Qselees — ^they  were  full  of  mischief, 
and  produced   results  which,  too  late, 
they  all    deprecated.     Still  they  con* 
tinned  to  hear  the  same  line  of  argu- 
ment pursued  in  favour  of  other  and 
sererer    Coercion    Acts.      The    recent 
rerelations  at  the  Kilmainham   Oourt 
Hoase  enabled  them  to  conclude  that 
the  fruit  of  the  Coercion  Act  had  been 
reaUxed.     It  had  been  the  direct  cause 
of  the  formation    of   secret  societies. 
["  Oh,  oh  !  "1    The  evidence  that  had 
been  paradecl  in  that  House  showed 
that  it  needed  no  great  power  of  argu- 
ment to  show  that  if  they  closed  every 
means   of    legitimate  agitation    secret 
societies  would    assuredly  be   formed. 
Carey  himself  had  declared  at  Kilmain- 
ham that  the  **  inner  circle"  was  formed 
because  the  country  was  under  coercion, 
and  its  leaders  were  in  prison,  all  con- 
stitutional action  being  denied,  and  that, 
therefore,  recruits  for  the  infamous  work 
were  easily  obtained.     That  point  should 
be  accentuated,  because  it  would  dispose 
of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment (Mr.  Oorst).    That  Amendment, 
and  that  suggestion,  read  by  the  light 
of  the  roeeches  of  other  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House, 
was  designed  to  fasten  on  the  Govern- 
ment complicity  with  assassination,  and 
fellowship  with  those  who  were  charged 
with  erime.     But  that  was  a  dangerous 
suggestion  to  send   down  to  the   un- 
thinking portion  of  the  constituencies. 
It  was  also  attempted  to   connect  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Paraell),  and  other  Irish  Members,  with 
the  recent  outrages ;  but  a  comparison  of 
dates  would  show  that  they  were  under 
lock  and  key  at  Kilmainham  when  the 
conspiracy  was  concocted.    It  had  been 
admitted  that  Ireland  was  in    a    bad 
state  before  May  last,  and  that  it  had 
improved  since.     Did  hon.  Gentlemen 
regret  that  the  assassins  had  been  un- 
earthed?    He  asked  the  question  be- 
cause he  had  not  heard  a  single  word  of 
commendation  from  the  other  side  for 
what  the  Gk>vemment  had  succeeded  in 
doing.    It  was  not  at  all  too  soon  in  May 
last  to  change  the  policy  up  to  that  time 
porstied,  and  to  set  free  the  Members  of 
Parliament  who  were  in  prison.    The 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lora  Lieutenant, 
on  the  4th  of  August,  tiiree  months 
^r  their  liberation,  said  that  the  Go- 


vemment    had   been  firmly  convinced 
that  there  would  be  no  disadvantage  in 
releasing  the  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  that  their  decision  had  been  justified 
by  the  result ;  that  there  were  255  "  sus- 
pects" in  prison  when  Lord  Spencer 
went  over,  and  in  the  course  of  three 
months    200    of    them   were  released, 
while  crime  had  diminished  as  rapidly 
as  could  have  been  hoped,   and  was 
still  diminishing.    The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  let 
out  yesterday  the  real  meaning  of  the 
Amendment,  which  was,  if  possible,  to 
create  a  panic  in  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  England  and  of  the  Government,  so 
as  to  make  any  further  remedial  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland  impossible.     But  the 
unfairness  of  bringing  forward  such  an 
Amendment  for  such  a  purpose  at  that 
moment  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bipon  (Mr.  Goschen).     The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  showed  what 
was  in  his  mind  when  he  said  that  he 
trusted  that  legislation  of  an  experi- 
mental character  should  be  postponed, 
and  when  he  only  discussea- the  rela- 
tive value  of  different  kinds  and  quali- 
ties of   force    and   coercive  measures, 
and  went  on  to  explain  the  original 
cause  of  the  prevailing  discontent  in 
Ireland.     But  that  xsause  was  getting 
more  and   more    understood   in  Eng- 
land— it   was    clearly    a   land    system 
which  had  destroyed  all  sense  of  seen- . 
rity  on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  and  had 
made  many  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
through  the  poverty  it  inflicted,  despair 
of  improvement,  thereby  engendering 
in  their  hearts  a  hatred  of  England. 
The  result  of  that  was  the  state  of  things 
they  had  seen.     The  history  of  the  last 
60  years  showed  that  nearly  all  reme- 
dial measures  for  Ireland  had,  in  that 
House  or  in    ''another    place,"  been 
either  kicked   out  or  so  toutilated  by 
Amendments  as   to   be  rendered  use- 
less.     When  the  present  Government 
came  in,  their  first  remedial  measure 
—  the  Disturbance  Bill  —  was  thrown 
out  by  the  House  of  Lords,  and  a  feel- 
ing of  despair  took  possessionr  of  Ire- 
land.     Then  came  the  Coercion  Act, 
which,  operating  on  the  minds  of  a  people 
convulsed  with  passion,  produced  bad 
effects,  which  were  intensified  when  it 
was  perceived  that  that  Act  was  a  mere 
rent-collecting  measure,  or  one  to  super- 
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intend  evictions.  At  first  the  people  of 
Ireland  remrded  the  Liberal  Gorem- 
ment  with  hope,  but  they  failed  to  un- 
derstand that  the  Government  might 
not  be  able  to  carry  out  their  wishes.  It 
would  be  folly — folly  almost  amounting 
to  crime — to  presume  to  be  surprised  at 
the  dreadful  state  of  affairs  recently 
existing  in  Ireland.  The  reasons  for 
their  discontent  were  well  known,  and 
had  led  to  a  state  of  things  in  which  he 
was  now  glad  to  acknowledge  an  im- 
provement, from  whatever  cause.  If 
the  situation  in  Ireland  had  really  im- 
proved, as  he  believed  it  had,  it  was 
important  to  discover  the  cause  of  the 
change  and  keep  it  in  operation.  Many 
hon.  Members  thought  the  change  due 
to  the  careful  enforcement  of  the  Crimes 
Act ;  but  that  he  entirely  denied.  The 
condition  of  Ireland  had  lately  been 
better,  not  by  reason  of,  but  in  spite  of, 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  it  was  a  fatal  thing 
for  the  present  Government  that  they 
never  brought  in  a  remedial  measure 
but  they  accompanied  it  with  an  irri- 
tating and  repressive  measure  which  de- 
stroyed all  the  grace,  and  very  often  the 
effect,  of  the  intended  remedy.  In  his 
opinion,  the  credit  of  the  improvement 
belonged  to  the  remedial  legislation  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  to  the  general  re- 
duction of  rent  by  about  20  per  cent, 
and  to  the  granting  of  fixity  of  tenure. 
Their  effect  had  been  to  turn  many 
suffering  tenants  from  the  ranks  of  active 
discontent.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  had  said  that  the  Amendment 
related  to  the  future ;  and  the  question 
no  doubt  was,  what  was  to  be  the  future 
of  Ireland  ?  The  Irish  Members  them- 
selves proposed  Home  Bule,  the  Opposi- 
tion wished  to  keep  the  country  in  order 
by  bayonets  and  police  ;  but  neither  of 
these  remedies  would  suit  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment ;  for  on  that  side  of  the  House 
the  problem  was  so  perplexing  as  ac- 
tually to  undermine,  in  the  cases  of  a  few 
hon.  Members,  the  principles  of  Liberal- 
ism itself.  Bepression  could  be  no  cure 
for  the  evils  of  Ireland;  and,  if  he 
might  give  advice  to  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment, it  was  to  seize  a  time  of 
peace,  when  Ireland  was  better,  when 
outrage  had  ceased,  when  there  was 
nothing  but  a  Constitutional  demand, 
without  any  of  those  terrible  doings,  to 
bring  in  measures  of  reform  for  Ireland, 
and  bring  them  in  quickly.    Otherwise 


there  would  be  too  much  foundation  for 
the  charge  that  was  abroad  that  the 
EngHsh  Government  gave  nothing  to  the 
sense  of  justice,  but  only  to  agitation. 
Ask  her  only  peacefully  for  reform,  and 
the  reply  was,  '*  There  is  no  demand  for 
it,  and  we  shall  not  grant  it."  Agitate, 
and  the  reply  was,  **  We  cannot  give  in 
to  tumult."  So  that,  unfortunately,  if 
these  two  doctrines  were  to  obtain,  there 
were  too  many  who  would  pay  no  atten- 
tion to  peaceful  demands  and  who  after- 
wards would  say  they  could  not  give  in 
to  violence,  bo  that  between  the  two  they 
would  never  yield  anything  at  all,  and 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  men  getting 
their  rights.  He  confessed  himself  an 
advocate  of  the  widest  self-government 
in  Ireland  that  was  consistent  with  the 
unity  of  the  Empire.  The  taunt  that 
he  was  advocating  this  concession  to  win 
Irish  support  did  not  apply,  because  he 
had  not  one  Irishman,  he  thought,  in 
his  constituency.  Suppose  they  sent  a 
message  to  the  Mayor  and  Corporation 
of  some  Irish  city  that  from  the  let 
January,  1884,  they  should  have  the 
full  management  of  their  own  affairs 
and  be  responsible  for  the  peace  of  the 
city,  he  considered  they  would,  in  doing 
so,  be  making  an  advance  towards  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land which  they  could  never  make  by 
Coercion  Acts.  If  Birmingham  or  Man- 
chester had  to  submit  to  a  militaiy 
man  sent  from  Paris  to  govern  them 
there  would  soon  be  riots  and  uproar. 
The  only  hope  for  the  future  of  Ireland 
was  that  they  should  continue  on  the 
lines  of  remedial  legislation.  He  had 
risen  to  speak,  because  he  feared  the  ter- 
rific speeches  which  had  been  delivered 
from  the  Opposition  might  frighten 
the  Government  into  abandoning  fur- 
ther remedial  legislation.  They  should 
not,  as  Englishmen,  grudge  two  or  three, 
or  more.  Sessions  to  legislate  for  Ire- 
land ;  because  they  had  to  repair  the 
terrible  wrongdoings,  not  merely  of 
generations,  but  of  almost  of  centuries 
of  English  Governments.  That  would 
be  a  difficult  task,  inasmuch  as  there 
were  two  Irelands  to  be  legislated  for, 
though  not  in  the  sense  in  which  one 
hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  two  Ire- 
lands.  There  was  the  greater  Ireland 
of  the  masses  of  the  people,  which  it 
was  not  judicious  to  rule  by  ooercion. 
The  Conservative  Party  might  adopt 
that  policy ;  for  it  was  one  which  they 
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alone  ooald  oonsistentlj  carry  out.  No 
Government  could  govern  bj  coercion 
unless  it  resolved  to  carry  it  out  as 
in  Poland.  The  Irish  people  had 
*'  kept  along,"  although  there  had  been 
sufficient  coercion  to  have  extirpated 
them  long  ag^,  and  he  supposed  they 
would  stUl  '*  keep  along."  They  must 
legislate  remedially,  until  every  man  in 
Ireland  should  feel  that  he  was  a  self- 
fi^oveming  man.  They  had  another 
Ireland,  represented  by  the  territorial 
classes.  They  formed  a  small  Party, 
which  was  steady  in  its  demands  for 
coercion  to  sustain  laws  which  they 
themselves  made.  It  was  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  decide  which  Ireland  they 
would  choose.  If  they  went  on  the 
lines  of  remedial  legislation  they  would 
have  the  opposition  of  the  territorial 
Party  in  England  and  Ireland — a  Party 
with  such  ramifications  throughout  so- 
ciety as  gave  them  immense  power, 
and  having  ample  means  of  making 
that  power  felt.  That  was  the  problem 
before  the  English  Government.  The 
present  Government  could  perhaps  hardly 
solve  it,  but  the  time  could  not  be  far 
distant.  Irishmen  had  spread  through 
the  English  constituencies.  At  no  dis- 
tant date  they  would  hear  at  the  poll* 
ing  boothsEnglish  candidates  questioned 
as  to  remedial  measures  for  Ireland. 
Then  they  would  have  to  struggle  with 
the  territorial  classes,  fighting  for  dear 
life ;  but  if  they  proceeded  on  the  lines 
of  self-government,  they  would  have 
Ireland  as  peaceful  a  part  of  the  British 
Empire  as  Devonshire. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portee)  said,  he  had 
waited  partly  in  expectation  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  would  have  haa  something  to 
say  upon  this  Amendment,  seeing  that 
other  Irish  Members  had  addressed  the 
House  upon  matters  that  were  germane 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  more  particularly  did  he  ex- 
pect that  would  be  the  case  after  the 
appeal  made  to  him  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) ; 
but,  as  he  had  not  done  so,  it  must  be 
assumed  that  he  was  reserving  his  re- 
marks until  his  own  Amendment  came 
before  the  House.  He  must  say  his 
expectation  was  not  mainly  founded  on 
the  appeal  made  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dub- 


lin University  (Mr.  Gibson),  because, 
although  the  appeal  appeared  to  have 
the  sympathy  of  the  House,  it  was  quite 
within  the  discretion  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  yield  to,  or  disregard  it.     It  was  a 
matter  which  concerned  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, his  associates,  and  his  Party,  with 
which  he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land) could  not  suppose  the  conscience 
of  the  House  or  of  the  country  was  im- 
mediately concerned.   He  did  not  intend 
to  enter  into  matters  which  had  been 
dealt  with  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  as  it  would  be  especially  unbe- 
coming in  him  to  enter  into  the  discus- 
sion of  matters  in  reference  to  which  the 
Eublic  mind,  however  excited,  could  not 
ave  been  thoroughly  informed.    It  was 
entirely  a  matter  for  the  consideration 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  whether  they 
should  observe  a  different  rule,  and  he 
presumed  that  they  took  their  own  time 
and  opportunity.     He  had  listened  to  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  debate  that 
day  with  some  anxiety  to  endeavour  to 
ascertain  what  was  the  precise  object 
with  which  those  who  supported  the 
Amendment  had  brought  it  before  the 
House,  and  he  thought  it  was  idle  to 
suppose  it  was  anything  but  a  Vote 
of  Censure  upon  the  Government.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.    Gorst),    who  introduced    it,   had 
passed  a  high  eulogium  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Forster)  and  his  Administra- 
tion in  Ireland,  as  well  as  upon  Lord 
Spencer  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chief  Secretary.     But  there 
appeared,    according   to   the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  statement,  to  be  an 
interregnum   between    those    two  Ad- 
ministrations, during  which   a  change 
had    taken    place  in  the  Government 
policy.     He  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland)  could  only  speak  of  a  portion  of 
the  regime  of  his  rignt  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford;   but,  so  far  as 
he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  becoming 
acquainted  with  the  motives  and  objects 
which  had  regulated  the  conduct  of  both 
right  hon.  Gentlemen,  there  had  been  no 
change  whatever.     The  policy  of  both 
had  been  regulated  by  an  anxious  desire 
to  do  two  things — to  remove  abuses  and 
causes  of  complaint,  and  at  the  same 
time,  by  firm  determination,  to  assert  as 
far  as  possible  the  authority  of  the  law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  had  not  at  his  disposal  those 
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weapons  which  had  eince  been  placed  in 
the  hanidsof  the  Irish  Government.  How- 
erer  unsatisfactory  and  incomplete  mi^ht 
have  been  the  working  of  the  Act  which 
he  was  then  administering,  it  should,  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Government,  at 
the  time,  had  no  other  means  of  grap- 
pling with  the  state  of  affairs  which  un- 
happily existed.  If  the  present  Amend- 
ment were  intended  merely  to  point  out 
the  insufficiency  and  incompleteness  of 
the  machinery  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  to  grapple  with  crime,  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act,  the 
discussion  merely  resolved  itself  into  one 
upon  the  merits  of  two  different  Acts  of 
Parliament,  one  of  which  was  passed  in 
1881,  and  the  other  last  year,  though  he 
hardly  thought  that  could  have  been  the 
intention  of  the  hon.  and  lesurned  Mem- 
ber, and  he  declined  to  enter  into  such  a 
discussion.  The  charge  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  one  solely  in  reference  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  in  not  having  intro- 
duced the  Grimes  Act  at  an  earlier  date, 
and  in  having  ordered  the  release  from 
prison  of  certain  hon.  Members  of  the 
House,  This  latter  had  been  discussed 
over  and  over  again  in  the  course  of  the 
present  debate ;  but  he  had  not  heard 
one  single  statement,  fact,  or  argument 
which  had  not  been  addressed  to  the 
House  in  the  course  of  last  Session.  No 
new  materials  had  been  produced,  be- 
cause none  existed ;  therefore  the  discus- 
sion in  the  Session  of  1883,  so  far  as 
the  Amendment  to  the  Address  was  con- 
cerned, was  merely  a  repetition  of  the 
discussions  of  1881  and  1882.  The  re- 
lease of  the  "suspects"  was  a  mere 
question  of  public  order,  and  was  regu- 
lated solely  by  considerations  of  public 
safety.  It  should  be  remembered  that 
in  any  case  those  prisoners  would  have 
been  released  in  September ;  and  no  one 
could  contend  that  it  was  not  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  release,  not  only 
the  Members  of  Parliament,  but  any 
"suspects,"  if  there  were  reasonable 
grounds  for  thinking  that  it  could  be 
done  with  safety.  No  evidence  had  been 
forthcoming  that  any  evil  had  accrued 
from  the  release  of  the  imprisoned  Mem- 
bers ;  and,  so  far  as  he  was  aware,  no  fact 
or  argument  had  been  adduced  to  show 
that  the  Govemtnent  were  in  error  in 
taking  the  course  they  had  taken,  or 
that  any  mischievous  consequences  had 
resulted  from  their  action.    It  had  been 
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stated  that  the  outrage  in  the  Phcs- 
nix  Park  was  to  some  extent  a  conse- 
quence of  the  release  of  the  suspects ; 
but  anyone  who  had  read  the  evidence 
recently  g^ven  in  Dublin  could  not  fail 
to  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
secret  societies  were  in  existence,  and 
that  there  was,  long  prior  to  the  outrage, 
a  state  of  affairs  wnich  would  not  un- 
naturally lead  to  the  commission  of 
crime.  But  it  had  also  been  said  that 
there  was  a  change  of  policy  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  because,  after  the 
6th  of  May,  a  Bill  was  introduced  which 
was  of  the  utmost  value  to  the  Executive 
of  Ireland.  He  could  inform  the  House 
that  such  a  measure  was  not  only  in  con- 
templation, but  in  course  of  actual  pre- 
paration, prior  to  the  6th  of  May ;  and 
although  it  was  quite  true  that  the  in- 
troduction of  that  Bill  would  not  have 
taken  place  at  so  early  a  period  as  it  did 
but  for  the  fatal  events  of  that  day,  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  its  introduc- 
tion was  dependent  only  on  the  passing 
of  the  Procedure  Buies.  Had  those 
Hules  been  passed  they  would  have  con- 
siderably facilitated  the  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  which  would  have  come  into 
force  at  the  conclusion  of  the  Session ; 
and  although  the  assassinations  in  the 
Phoanix  Park  had  doubtless  accelerated 
the  passing  of  the  measure,  the  policy 
which  dictated  it  was  identical  with  that 

{)reviously  pursued.  The  right  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  advanced  an  argument  that  the 
change  of  policy  was  a  change  from  the 
remedial  land  legislation  to  a  policy  of 
non-intervention  in  such  matters.  That 
was  entirely  a  different  line  of  argu- 
ment, but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  also  gone  further.  He 
blamed  the  Government  for  not  having, 
in  1880,  renewed  legislation  which  would 
have  had  the  effect  of  altering  the  state 
of  things  in  Ireland.  In  order  to  be 
logical,  and  if  they  were  to  go  back  to 
that  period,  would  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to 
inform  the  House  what  the  course  of  the 
last  Government  was  in  1879-80,  in  re- 
ference to  the  agitation  which  he  con- 
demned? Because  he  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  asserted — and  any- 
one acquainted  with  the  facts  would 
admit — that  the  agitation  which  he  so 
much  condemned  was  one  which,  under 
the  Conservative  Government,  was  al- 
lowed   to    attain   dangerous   and   un- 
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manageable  proportions.  It  was  not 
grappled  ^th  by  the  late  QoTemment. 
There  was,  to  be  sure,  a  sham  prosecu- 
tion, wbich  was  never  intended  to  be 
gone  on  with,  and  which  was  allowed  to 
drop.  Even  the  ordinary  powers  of  the 
law  were  not  put  into  force  until  the 

Sowers  of  the  JLand  League  had  been 
eyeloped — until  the  organization  had 
been  completed,  until  the  country  had 
been  excited,  and  the  mischief  had  been 
done.  GoTemment,  he  admitted,  were 
hound,  when  they  found  the  powers  con- 
ferred upon  them  inadequate  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  law,  to  apply  to  Par- 
liament for  further  powers.  That  they 
had  done,  and  it  seemed  to  him  idle,  in 
the  face  of  the  absolute  unanimity  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  Ire- 
land, to  bring  forward  such  an  Amend- 
ment as  that  they  were  discussing.  He 
regretted  the  tone  of  the  remarks  made 
hy  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Ceilings).  Such  remarks  might  be 
very  well  fitted  for  the  study,  and  little 
objection  might  be  taken  to  them  on 
philosophical  grounds;  but  it  was  a 
dangerous  thing  to  say  that  the  crimes 
and  outrages  which  had  disgraced  Ire- 
land were  the  natural  outcome  of  the 
state  of  things  which  had  so  long  existed 
in  that  country.  Such  observations 
would  appear  to  some  persons  to  be  a 
justification  of  crime  and  outrage.  He 
did  not  impute  to  his  hon.  Friend  for 
one  moment  that  he  ever  contemplated 
Buoh  a  result  of  his  remarks ;  and  he  was 
sure  that  his  hon.  Friend  would  agree 
with  himself  and  with  the  Government 
that  the  first  duty  of  a  Government  was 
to  protect  the  sanctity  of  human  life — 
to  protect  persons  and  to  keep  property 
in  safety.  When  that  task  was  accom- 
plished, then  the  other  wants  of  the 
community  might  be  attended  to.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  the  Grimes 
Act  as  an  irritating  measure.  No  doubt 
it  had  proved  irritating,  and  more  than 
irritating,  to  the  criminal  classes  ;  but, 
as  administered  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Trevelyan),  it  had  not  been  a  source 
of  irritation  to  anyone  else.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
had  said  that  the  Crimes  Act  had  pro- 
duced the  crimes  in  Dublin  about  which 
BO  much  had  been  heard ;  but  when  it 
was  remembered  that  the  crimes  in  Dub- 
lin occurred  on  the  6th  of  May,  and  that 
the  Grimes  Act  was  not  passed  until  the 
12th  of  July,  the  House  could  hardly 


agree  with  the  deductions  of  the  hon. 
Member,  who,  he  supposed,  referred  not 
to  the  Grimes  Act,  but  to  the  Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  Act. 

Mr.  G'BBIEN:  I  referred  to  the 
crimes  that  have  occurred  since  the 
Grimes  Act  was  passed. 

Thb  ATTGENEY  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  it  was  the  Grimes  Act 
that  was  referred  to,  for  the  charges 
brought  against  the  Administration  in 
Ireland  were  charges  against  the  Ad- 
ministration by  Judge  and  jury  in  Green 
Street.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Packed 
juries.]  Me  absolutely  and  emphatically 
denied  it,  for  every  person  knew  exactly 
that  the  contrary  had  been  the  case. 
Until  the  power  was  obtained  of  tryinar 
persons  at  a  distance  from  the  scene  ana 
the  surroundings  of  their  crime — until 
the  power  was  obtained  of  having  them 
tried  by  a  jury  unconnected  with  them, 
there  was  no  possibility  of  getting  con- 
victions. But  the  moment  tnose  powers 
were  given  and  vigorously  applied,  the 
result  was  that  the  law  was  vindicated 
in  many  cases  that  otherwise  must  have 
gone  unpunished;  and,  as  a  necessary 
consequence,  that  which  was  foreseen 
and  told  to  this  House  followed,  and 
with  the  punishment  of  crime  the  occur- 
rence of  crime  itself  had  almost  ceased. 
He  believed  he  could  say  that  since  the 
Maamtrasna  outrage,  which  occurred  in 
August,  and  could  have  had  no  connec- 
tion with  the  Grimes  Act,  the  country 
had  been  almost  free  from  the  crime  of 
murder.  He  believed  one  murder  had 
occurred  in  that  time.  Let  them  com- 
pare that  with  the  three  preceding  years, 
during  which  upwards  of  60  undetected 
murders  were  committed.  They  had 
heard  that  freedom  of  speech  and  free- 
dom of  writing  had  been  interfered  with 
in  Ireland.  That  he  admitted  to  be  the 
truth ;  but  of  what  kind  of  writing  and 
speaking  was  that  spoken  ?  There  were 
such  speeches  and  such  writing  as, 
owing  to  the  circumstances  of  the  people 
and  the  neighbourhood,  actually  led  to 
the  commission  of  crime,  and  those  he 
trusted  would  always  be  prevented  when 
necessary  to  the  public  service.  It  was 
not  true  that  freedom  of  any  other  kind 
in  speaking  and  writing  was  interfered 
with.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  congratulated  the 
House  on  the  acquisition  it  had  gained 
by  the  arrival  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Mallow,  and  had  said  that  from  the  Irish 
everywhere — from  the  Islands  of  the  Pa- 
cific to  the  man  on  the  omnibus — would 
come  the  cry — **Well  done,  Mallow!" 
He  had  also  drawn  a  picture  of  the  state 
of  Ireland  both  before  and  after  the 
rigime  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bradford  ;  and  he  had  the 
courage,  standing  in  that  House  and 
among  persons  who  knew  the  facts,  to 
describe  the  agitation  of  the  Land  League 
as  a  Constitutional  agitation.  No  doubt 
it  resembled  a  Constitutional  agitation  in 
this — that  it  was  carried  on  ostensibly 
on  public  platforms ;  but  it  was  an  agita- 
tion illegal  in  itself,  illegal  in  its  objects, 
working  by  illegal  means ;  the  effect  of 
which,  wherever  it  was  applied,  even  in 
those  modes  which  were  thought  to  be 
least  illegal,  aimed  at  effecting  its  ends 
by  depriving  everyone  opposed  to  it  of 
the  smallest  shred  of  personal  liberty. 
They  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  liberty 
of  Constitutional  agitation  and  personal 
freedom.  Would  any  person  picture 
to  himself  the  position  of  the  Irish 
peasant,  of  the  Irish  merchant,  of  the 
Irish  agent,  or  of  the  Irish  landlord,  who 
came  under  the  ban  of  the  Land  League 
at  the  time  when  it  was  in  a  position 
and  power?  He  had  no  liberty  to 
contract ;  he  had  no  liberty  to  act. 
His  liberty  was  to  be  at  the  mercy 
of  the  community,  which  had  been 
drilled  and  taught,  and  in  many  cases 
coerced,  to  deprive  him  of  every  civil 
right.  But  it  was  Inown  that  it  did  not 
stop  there  ;  and  whether  it  was  intended 
or  not,  wherever  it  went,  as  had  been 
demonstrated  in  that  House  over  and 
over  again,  its  steps  had  been  traced  by 
crime  and  outrfiige.  The  Land  League 
was  suppressed  in  the  days  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, and  that  without  exceptional 
powers.  The  organization  was  put 
down,  and  the  Land  League  was  driven 
out  of  existence  by  powers  which  were 
the  ordinary  powers  of  the  Common 
Law  of  the  land.  He  knew  from  per- 
sonal association  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  with  whom  it 
was  a  source  of  pride  to  him  to  have 
been  associated,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  desire  was  to  act,  in  every 
case,  in  the  spirit  of  the  law,  and  never 
to  interfere  where  it  was  possible  to 
avoid  interference  with  personal  liberty. 
There  was  a  very  remarkable  fact  that 
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these  recent  revelations  had  brought  to 
light.  He  did  not  allude  to  recent 
matters  in  Dublin,  but  to  what  had  been 
brought  to  light  in  the  course  of  many- 
trials  which  had  taken  place  since  August 
la^t.  These  revelations  had  shown  how 
just  and  how  true  and  precise  were  the 
knowledge  and  the  information  on  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  acted,  because 
there  had  been  very  few  cases  in  which 
the  principal  agents  in  proved  crime 
had  not  been  among  the  persons  who 
had  been  arrested  during  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  rigime  under  the  Protection 
of  Person  and  Property  Act.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  last  speech  to  which  the 
House  had  just  listened,  while  he  would 
allow  that  it  had  been  delivered  in  a 
philosophic  and  calm  manner,  yet  he 
greatly  questioned  its  prudence.  It  was 
a  dangerous  thing  to  tell  the  inhabitants 
of  a  country  convulsed  with  a  spasm  of 
crime  that  that  state  of  things  was  just 
what,  under  the  circumstances,  was  to 
be  expected.  That  a  philosopher  in  his 
study  might  understand  ;  but  to  say  that 
crime  was  only  what  was  to  be  expected 
might  very  possibly  be  construed  into 
this — that,  under  the  circumstances,  it 
might  not  be  so  very  reprehensible  after 
all.  The  present  Government  had  shown 
that  while  they  could  be  firm  in  repres- 
sive measures,  it  could  also  have  sym- 
pathy, it  could  also  have  a  regard  to  the 
social  wants  of  the  community  it  was 
called  upon  to  govern.  He,  for  one, 
looked  not  to  so  remote  a  future  as  that 
figured  out  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  George  Kus- 
sell).  He  looked  forward  to  the  effect 
of  the  Land  Act  and  other  measures  of 
the  present  Government  operating  in  a 
very  much  shorter  time ;  and  he  hoped 
in  a  very  few  years  to  find  peace,  order, 
loyalty,  and  happiness  restored  to  Ire- 
land. He  had  only  to  submit,  in  con- 
clusion, that  the  Amendment  before  the 
House  could  be  productive  of  nothing 
but  mischief. 

'  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 
— {^Mr,  J,  Zowther.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate    further    adjourned    till     To* 
morrow. 
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MOTIONS. 


TESLPVrUAL  LBA8SS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Babclat,  Bill  to  enable 
CorporationB  and  limited  owners  to  grant  per- 
petual leaaeB  of  land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Babclat,  Mr.  Howabd,  and  Dr.  Fabqu- 


^Ulpreamied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  97.] 

nrCOMX  TAX  ADMUnSTRATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hubbabo,  Bill  to  amend 
the  administration  of  the  Income  Tax,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hubbabd,  Mr.  Wkft- 
x.xT»  Sir  CuABLEs  FoBflTEB,  and  Mr.  Eowabd 


Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  98.] 

PATKKT8  FOB  INVENTIOKS  (NO.    3)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Andebsox,  Bill  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Laws  relating  to  Patents  for 
InventionSy  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
AimjUiSOK,  Mr.  Bbown,  Mr.  Bboadhubst,  Mr. 
Jackson,  and  Mr.  Hinde  Palmeb. 

BUljfresenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  99.] 

Honse  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  22nd  Fshruary,  1883. 


MJNUTES.]  — Select  Cohmitteb  —  Office  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  op- 
poinied  and  nominated;  Standing  Orders  Com* 
mitUie,  appointed  9Ji!l  nominated;  Committee 
of  Selection,  appointed  and  nominated, 

PuBLTC  Bill — Firet  Reading — Local  Govern- 
ment (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (Limerick 
Waterworks)  •  (3). 

OFFIOB  07  THE  CLERK  OF  THE  PARLIA- 
1CENT8  AND  OFFIOE  OF  THE  OBNTLEMAK 
rSHEB  OF  THE  BLACK  BOD. 

Select  Committee  appointed :  The  Lords  fol- 
lowing were  named  of  the  Committee : 


Ld.  Chancellor. 
Ld.  President. 
Ld.  Privy  SeaL 
D.  Richmond. 

D.  Saint  Albans. 
M.  Lansdowne. 
M.  Salisbory. 
M.  Bath. 

M*  Hertford. 
Ld.  Steward. 
£.  Devon. 

E.  Doncastcr. 
E.  Tankerville. 
^Oamarron. 


E.  Bradford. 

£.  Granville. 

E.  Kimberley. 

E.  Redesdale. 

E.  Lathom. 

y.  Hawarden. 

y.  Hardinge. 

V.  Eversley. 

Ld.  Chamberlain. 

L.  Colville  of  Colross. 

L.  Monson. 

L.  Colchester. 

L.  Aveland. 


8TAia)IKO  ORDE&S  OOMHITTEE. 

Appointed:  The  Lords  following,  with  the 
Chairman  of  Conrniittees,  were  named  of  the 
Committee : 


D.  Somerset. 
M.  Winchester. 
M.  Lansdowne. 
M.  Bath. 

M.  Hertford. 
Ld.  Steward. 

E.  Devon. 

E.  Carnarvon. 
E.  Cadogan. 
E.  Belmore. 
E.  Chichester. 
E.  Powis. 
E.  yeriilam. 
E.  Morley. 
E.  Stradbroke. 
E.  Amherst. 
E.  Camperdown. 
E.  Lathom. 
y.  Hawarden. 
y.  Hutchinson. 


y.  Hardinge. 

y.  Eversley. 

y.  Halifax. 

L.  Saye  and  Sele. 

L.  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 

L.  Colville  of  CulroiBS. 

L.  Boyle. 

L.  Monson. 

L.  Digby. 

L.  Carrington. 

L.  Colchester. 

L.  Silchester. 

L.  De  Tabley. 

L.  Sudeley. 

L.  Belper. 

L.  Ebury. 

L.  Hartismere. 

L.  Penrhyn. 

L.  Wolverton. 


PRIVATE  BILLS. 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  during  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee unless  otherwise  ordered. 

OOMMITTEB  OF   BBLBOTION. 

The  Lords  following ;  viz., 

M.  Lansdowne.  L.  Colville  of  Culross. 

E.  Lathom.  L.  Boyle. 

were  appointed,  with  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, a  Committee  to  select  and  propose  to 
the  House  the  names  of  the  five  Ijords  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  consideration  of 
each  opposed  Private  Bill. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSyAAL 

BOERS. 

QXJESTIOir.      OBSERYATIOKS. 

Lord  BEABOUBNE,  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  report  is  correct  that  the 
Transvaal  Boers  have  been  employing 
dynamite  against  the  native  tribes ;  ana 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
taken  any  steps  to  prevent  the  persecu- 
tion of  those  tribes  which  remained  faith- 
ful to  Her  Majesty  during  the  British 
administration?  said  his  Question  re- 
quired a  little  explanation.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  remember  that  upon  the 
accession  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment to  power  the  rising  of  the 
Transvaal  Boers  against  Her  Majesty's 
authority  was  at  its  commencement,  and 
there  was  a  very  noisy  clamour  from  a 
Party  in  this  country  in  favour  of  re- 
storing the  Transvaal  to  the  Boers.    On 
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that  occasion  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
lay  before  their  Lordships  an  account  of 
the  past  doings  of  the  Boers  and  their 
uniformly  bad  treatment  of  the  Native 
Tribes.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley),  who  then  held  the  Seals  of 
the  Colonial  Office,  replied  that  he  hoped 
that  this  charge  against  the  Boers  was 
of  particular  rather  than  universal  ap- 
plication, and  things  would  improve. 
The  Boers  at  the  time  to  which  he 
referred  were  generally  considered  to  be 
rebels;  but  having  waylaid  and  shot 
down  &  detachment  of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's regiments,  without  any  declara- 
tion of  war,  and  obtained  two  or  three 
successes  over  small  bodies  of  our  troops, 
they  received  the  brevet  rank  of  patriots 
at  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Q-ovem- 
ment.  He  would  not  dwell  upon  those 
incidents  and  events,  constituting,  as 
they  did,  in  his  opinion,  one  of  the 
darkest,  the  most  painful,  and  humi- 
liating chapters  in  our  Colonial  history. 
But  there  was  one  bright  spot  in  that 
darkness  and  in  the  transactions  which 
followed,  and  that  was  to  be  found  in 
the  solicitude  expressed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  the  Native 
Tribes  should  not  suffer  from  the  transfer 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the 
authority  of  the  Boers.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  be  prepared  to  admit  that, 
if  the  Boers  were  entitled  to  the  name 
of  patriots,  the  Native  Tribes  who  were 
there  before  them  had  at  least  an  equally 
legitimate  claim  to  the  title.  He  had 
noticed  in  some  of  the  papers  state- 
ments that  the  Boers  had  employed 
the  resources  of  civilization  against  the 
Native  Tribes,  and  on  further  investiga- 
tion he  found  that  the  employment  of 
the  resources  of  civilization  in  this  in- 
stance signified  the  employment  of  dyna- 
mite for  the  purposes  of  blowing  up  those 
who  were  opposed  to  them.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  give  any  authentic  informa- 
tion upon  the  subject,  and  whether  they 
had  thought  it  right  to  remonstrate 
with  the  Boers  for  thus  blowing  up  the 
Natives,  many  of  whom  had  distin- 
guished themselves  by  their  loyalty  to 
this  country  ?  He  would  like  to  know 
whether  those  people  would  be  protected 
by  this  country  ?  He  was  quite  aware 
that  by  giving  up  the  Transvaal  this 
country  got  rid  of  certain  responsibili- 
ties ;  but  when  a  great  country  attempted 
to  get  rid  of  responsibilities^  such  tnfles 
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as  character  and  reputation  were  some- 
times got  rid  of  at  the  same  time.     This 
country  had  always  preserved  a    cha- 
racter and  reputation  for  humanity  and 
justice  in    her    dealings    with    Native 
Tribes,  and  we  were  bound  to  prevent 
those  from  being  sacrificed,  whose  chief 
offence  had  been  loyalty  to  our  autho- 
rity and  confidence  in  our  goodwill  and 
ability  to  protect  them.     He  hoped  that 
the  noble  Earl  who  now  held  the  Seals 
of  the  Colonial  Office  would  give  their 
Lordships  spme  assurance  that  dynamite 
had  not  been  used,  and  that  it  was  un- 
true that  the  Natives  had  been  perse- 
cuted and  destroyed   because  of  their 
loyalty  to  this  country. 

The  Earl  of  DEBBY  :  In  answer  to 
the  Question  that  has  been  put  to  me  b  j 
my  noble  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  I 
have  looked  carefully  through  the  de- 
spatches relating  to  Transvaal  affairs, 
and  I  cannot  find  any  mention  in  them  of 
the  statement  to  which  my  noble  Friend 
refers — namely,  that  dynamite  has  been 
used  in  military  operations  against  the 
Natives.    I  confess  I  do  not  attach  quite 
the  importance  which  my  noble  Friend 
does  to  the  circumstance.    It  may  or 
may  not  be  right  that  military  opera- 
tions should  be  carried  on ;  but  if  thej 
are  carried  on,  I  do  not  see  that  there  is 
necessarily  more  inhumanity  in  the  em- 
ployment of  dynamite  than  in  the  em- 
plo3rment  of  gunpowder.    The  only  case 
in  which  I  have  seen  it  publicly  stated 
that  dynamite  has  been  used  was  in 
certain  operations  against  a  Chief  of  the 
name  of  Mapoch,  who  owns,  or  at  least 
claims  to  own,  a  territory  of  more  than 
3,000  square  miles  situated  in  the  in- 
terior of  the  Transvaal    country,   and 
claims  the  position  of  an  independent 
Buler.     This  Chief  can  hardly  be  said 
to  have  been  one  of  those  who  remained 
faithful  to  the  British  Government,  as 
the  only  record  of  him  which  I  can  find 
is  this — that  during  the  whole  time  that 
the  Transvaal  was  administered  by  Bri- 
tish authorities  he  steadily  and  persist- 
ently refused  payment  of  taxes,  and  he 
never  did  pay  any,  but  maintained  a 
position  of  independence.    In  October 
last  Mr.   Hudson,  our  Agent  at  Pre- 
toria, wrote  that  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment were  anxious,  if  possible,  to  avoid 
a    war  upon    this    Chief;    but  it  ap- 
pears that  it  has  not  been  possible  to 
avoid  it,  and  some  military  operations 
are  going  on.    In  answer  to  the  moos 
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general  Qaestion  of  my  noble  Friend,  I 
liare  not  seen  any  evidence  of  that  to 
'wfaich  he  refers — ^namely,  that  a  syste- 
matic persecution  has  been  directed 
Against  the  Native  Tribes  who  remained 
faithful  to  the  British  Goyemment.  Un- 
fortunately, there  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  filibustering  outside  the  borders  of 
the  Transvaal  State.  That  has  been 
carried  on  by  irresponsible  adventurers, 
partly  Boers,  and  partly,  I  am  afraid, 
Englishmen;  and  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
Temment  are  now  in  communication 
^ith  the  local  authorities  at  the  Cape, 
irith  a  view  to  take  such  measures  as 
may  be  possible  to  check  proceedings  in 
the  country.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
do  not  feel  very  sanguine  because  of  the 
difficulties  in  the  way.  We  have  to  deal 
with  a  savage  country,  where  there  are 
no  roads,  and  which  Hes  far  beyond  the 
borders  of  the  British  Empire.  Under 
these  circumstances,  unless  we  establish 
a  Protectorate  over  the  country,  which  I 
do  not  think  anybody  would  desire, 
I  do  not  think  it  will  be  easy  to  pre- 
Tent  disorder ;  but  we  shall  do  what  we 
can;  and,  as  I  have  said,  we  are  in  com- 
munication with  the  Cape  Government 
on  the  subject.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
motives  of  these  filibusters  have  been  of 
a  political  character;  it  rather  seems  to 
me  that  the  disturbances  have  arisen  from 
a  desire  to  acquire  land  without  paying 
for  it.  It  is  impossible  to  deny  that  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal  have  not 
done  all  that  they  might  have  been 
called  on  to  do,  in  order  effectually  to 
repress  these  disorders.  But  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  give  a  general  account  of  the 
state  of  matters  in  a  brief  answer  to  a 
Question ;  and  perhaps  the  best  answer 
I  can  give  my  noble  Friend  is,  that  the 
whole  of  the  Papers  on  this  subject  are 
in  the  hands  of  the  printers,  and  will  be 
delivered  in  the  course  of  the  next  few 
days ;  and  when  he  has  read  them,  he 
and  your  Lordships  will  be  in  a  position 
to  know  as  much  as  I  know  what  is 
taking  place  in  that  country. 

HIGHWAYS— LEGISLATION. 
QUESTIOK.      OBSEBYATIOKS. 

Eabl   DE  la  WABR,   in   asking, 
Whether  Her   Majesty's    Government 

Propose  to  introduce  any  measure  this 
ession  on  the  subject  of  highways,  or 
in  any  other  manner  to  afford  relief  to 
ratepayers  in  consequence  of  the  heavy  I 


burdens  with  which  they  were  charged 
to  maintain  them  ?  said,  their  Lordships 
would  remember  that  a  Select  Committee 
was  appointed  last  Session  to  inquire 
into  all  questions  affecting  highways 
and  the  working  of  the  Highway  Acts. 
A  large  amount  of  evidence  was  given, 
showing  that  amendments  in  those  Acts 
were  much  needed,  and  that  burdens 
upon  the  ratepayers  had  considerably 
increased,  owing,  in  a  g^eat  measure,  to 
the  charges  for  the  maintenance  of  main 
roads,  since  the  abolition  of  turnpikes, 
and  ijso  in  consequence  of  expenses  in 
the  working  of  Highway  Boards.  Last 
year  assistance  was  given  in  the  shape 
of  a  payment  from  the  Treasury ;  but, 
as  there  must  be  uncertainty  about  this 
in  the  future,  there  was  naturally  some 
anxiety  as  to  what  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  do.  There  was, 
no  doubt,  an  increasing  feeling  in  the 
country  that  main  roads,  which  were  so 
much  used  by  the  public,  should  be 
made  a  national  charge,  or  that  some 
alteration  should  be  made  in  that  direc- 
tion. He  begged  to  ask  the  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HEBTFOBD  said, 
that,  before  the  noble  Lord  answered 
the  Question,  he  should  like  to  say  that 
ho  could  endorse  all  that  the  noble  Earl 
had  advanced  in  regard  to  highway 
rates.  The  noble  Earl's  Question  was 
asked  in  the  interests  of  the  farmers, 
whose  prospects,  he  feared,  were  more 
depressed  than  most  people  were  aware. 
Judging  from  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  he  doubted  whether  the  Go- 
vernment sufficiently  realized  the  terri- 
ble straito  to  which  the  agricultural  in- 
terest had  been  reduced.  Had  the  Go- 
vernment been  alive  to  all  the  sad  facts 
of  the  case,  they  would  have  reg^arded 
the  relief  of  agriculture  as  a  question 
deserving  of  a  prominent  place  in  their 
list  of  proposed  measures ;  whereas,  in 
fact,  they  had  mentioned  no  Bills  affect- 
ing the  farmers,  except  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill,  the  BiU  for  the  Oonser- 
vanoy  of  Bivers  and  the  Prevention  of 
Floods,  and  the  proposal  more  effectually 
to  secure  to  tenants  compensation  for 
improvemente.  Most  of  these  measures 
were  unquestionably  necessary ;  and  if 
they  were  brought  forward  without  any 
Party  spirit,  and  with  a  sincere  desire  to 
benefit  both  landlords  ai^d  tenants,  would 
be  well  received  on  that  side  of  the 
House.   Those  proposals,  however,  good 
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as  they  were,  would  not  give  any  real 
help  to  the  impoverished  farmers.  The 
depression  had,  in  many  cases,  been 
most  severe  where  the  tenants  were 
already  in  a  good  position  as  regarded 
their  landlords,  and  for  efficient  relief  it 
was  necessary  to  look  to  the  removal  of 
local  burdens.  Surely  it  vras  a  mon- 
strous injustice  that  on  the  abolition  of 
the  turnpikes  the  whole  of  the  charges 
of  the  highways  should  be  borne  by  the 
land.  Personal  property  paid  nothing 
whatever  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
roadsy  which,  nevertheless,  were  freely 
used  and  out  up  by  the  carts  of  brewers, 
coal  merchants,  and  timber  merchants. 
The  desired  change  might  be  difficult  of 
accomplishment,  but  could  not  be  impos- 
sible. Again,  there  was  the  question  of 
heavy  education  rates,  especially  where 
there  are  board  schools,  and  he  would 
point  out  how  landed  property  was  taxed 
to  the  relief  of  the  rest  of  the  community. 
He  hoped  to  have  an  early  opportunity 
of  discussing  this,  and  the  other  unjust 
burdens  at  present  imposed  on  the  land. 
He  trusted  that  better  seasons  would 
come,  and  that  farmers  would,  with  re- 
newed and  increased  energy,  apply 
themselves  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil, 
and  not  be  led  astray  by  agitators  who 
were  simply  trying  to  set  class  against 
class.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  put  aside  all  Party  feelings,  and 
do  their  best  to  pass  good  measures 
which  would  be  a  relief  to  the  agricul- 
turists, who  were  as  hard  working,  law- 
abiding,  and  loyal  a  class  as  any  in  the 
Kingdom. 

Lord  OAERINGTON,  in  reply,  said, 
that  £250,000  was  voted  by  Parliament 
last  year  in  relief  of  the  highway  rates, 
and  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  propose  to  continue  the  arrange- 
ment on  the  same  basis,  though,  from 
more  accurate  knowledge  of  ibe  sums 
required,  there  might  be  some  slight 
difference  in  the  amount. 

LOOAL  OOYBBNMBNT  (IBELAND)  FBOYI- 
SIONAX  OBDEB  (UMEBIOK  WATEBWOBKs) 
BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  ProviBional  Order  of  the 
Locid  Government  Board  for  Ireland  relating 
to  Waterworks  in  the  City  of  Limerick— Was 
pretented  by  The  Loan  Privt  Seal  ;  read  I*  ; 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners.     (No.  3.) 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock,  till 

To*morrow,  a  quarter  past 

Ten  o'clock. 

T/ie  Marquess  of  Merlford 
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MINXJTES.l — Select  Committee— Canals,  ap^ 
pointed  ;  Printing,  appointed  and  nominated ; 
Public  Accounts,  nominated. 

Public  Bills — JUeolution  in  Committee — Ordered 
—  Firet  Reading — Isle  of  Man  (Harboon) 
[101]. 

Ordered — Firet  Reading — Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Closing  of  Public  Houses)  *  [102]  ; 
County  Courts  •  [103]. 

QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE— MAILS  TO  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 

Mb.  BAXTEB  asked  the  Acting  Post- 
master General,  with  reference  to  the  in- 
creasing complaints  made  by  the  mercan- 
tile community  that  letters  to  the  United 
States  are  frequently  sent  by  slow 
steamers,  If  any  arrangements  are  beings 
made  for  the  regular  transmission  of  the 
mails  by  the  fastest  boats  on  the  Atlantic 
to  whatever  Company  they  may  happen 
to  belong  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  Sir,  that 
service  is  performed  by  three  of  the  best 
Oompanies  running  steamers  across  the 
Atlantic  —  namely,  the  White  Star, 
Inman,  and  Cunard  Companies,  and 
the  average  of  their  passages  compares 
favourably  with  those  of  other  lines. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General,  in  reply  to  a  similar  Question 
addressed  to  him  last  November,  stated 
that  there  are  other  elements  besides 
speed  to  be  considered  in  arranging  mail 
contracts,  it  being  very  important  to 
secure  as  much  regularity  as  possible  in 
the  arrival  and  departure  of  mails.  This 
would  not  be  attained  by  employing  one 
or  two  exceptionally  fast  steamers  in 
rotation  with  others  of  average  speed; 
and  for  the  present  there  seems  to  oe  no 
advantage  in  upsetting  the  existing  mail 
contract;  which  secures  both  regijdarity 
and  efficiency. 

TREATY  OF  TIENTSIN— THE  OPIUM 

DUTIES. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  revision  of  thatpor- 
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tion  of  the  Treaty  of  Tientsin  which 
relates  to  the  Duty  on  Opium,  or  as  to 
the  ratification  of  that  portion  of  the 
Chefoo  Conrention  relating  to  the  same 
subject  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAimiOE: 
Sir,  no  arrangement  has  yet  been  con- 
cluded between  the  Governments  of  Great 
Britain  and  China  respecting  opium; 
but  negotiations  on  the  subject  are 
about  to  take  place  with  the  Chinese 
Minister,  who  has  just  arrived  in  London 
for  the  purpose,  and  it  is  hoped  that 
they  will  result  in  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  questions  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Baronet. 

COOLIE  (INDIAN)  LABOUR  —  QUEENS- 
LAND. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  the  Colonial  Office  sano- 
tioned  the  arrangements  under  which 
Ceylonese  and  Indians  have  been  ex- 
ported from  Ceylon  to  Queensland  ;  whe- 
ther, before  these  people  were  exported, 
under  indentures  binding  them  down  to 
labour  for  a  term  of  years,  enforced  by  a 
highly  penal  Law,    an  Ordinance  was 
passed  in   Ceylon   providing  for  their 
protection,  in  the  same  way  as  they  are 
protected  in  India ;  whether  the  Penal 
Laws  enforcing  contracts  of  service,  now 
existing  in  Queensland,  apply  equally 
to  whites  and  blacks ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  many  of  the  Coolies  imported  from 
Ceylon  were  sent  to  prison  for  alleged 
breach  of  contracts  of  ser^ce  by  benches 
of  magistrates  themselves  sugar  planters 
and  employers  of  labour;  whether  the 
immigration  of  Chinese  into  Queensland 
is  now  free,  and  not  hindered  by  any 
special  taxation  or  special  Laws  against 
them ;  and,  whether  the  Colonial  Office 
permits  the  recruiting  of  coloured  labour, 
under  indenture,  for  any  Colony  which 
restricts  the  immigpration  of  free  Chinese 
labour  ? 

Ma.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Sir,  the 
Colonial  Office  did  not  sanction  the 
arrangements  under  which  Singalese 
have  on  a  recent  occasion  been  exported 
to  Queensland.  There  was  at  the  time 
no  Ordinance  in  force  which  empowered 
the  GK)vemor  to  detain  them ;  but  since 
then  an  Ordinance  has  been  passed 
under  which  the  Governor  is  instructed 
to  prevent  the  exportation  of  Singalese 
labourers  to  any  place  where  the  regu- 
lations in  force  for  their  protection  have 


not  been  previously  approved  by  the 
Government.  The  Acts  regulating  the 
relations  of  master  and  servant  in 
Queensland  apply  equally  to  Whites 
and  Blacks,  except  that  there  are  some 
special  laws  as  to  labourers  brought 
from  Polynesia.  We  know  nothing 
about  the  newspaper  statements  as  to 
the  magistrates  in  the  case  under  inquiry 
being  all  sugar  planters.  The  immi- 
gration of  Chinese  into  Queensland  is 
not  prohibited;  but  there  is  a  special 
tax  of  £10  a  head  on  each  Chinaman, 
payable  on  landing.  The  Colonial  Office 
consider  these  two  questions  of  Chinese 
free  immigration  and  of  indentured 
labour  as  £stinct,  and  has  never  made 
the  allowance  of  one  to  depend  on  that 
of  the  other. 

IBISH   CHORCH  ACT,  1869-THE   PUR- 
CHASERS—FAIR RENTS. 

Ma.  T.  A.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether,  having  regard  to  the 
ascertainment  of  fair  rents  by  the  Land 
Commission  in  Ireland,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  prepared  to  consider 
the  claims  of  tenants  and  other  persons 
who  purchased  their  holdings  under  the 
Irish  Church  Act  of  1 869  on  a  rental 
greatly  in  excess  of  what  has  been  ascer- 
tained to  be  fair  and  reasonable,  to 
relief,  either  by  a  reduction  of  the  inte- 
rest to  which  &ey  are  liable,  or  of  the 
capital  sum  for  which  they  purchased 
their  holdings  and  still  remaining  un- 
paid, or  by  extending  the  period  for  the 
repayment  of  the  purchase  money  by 
reduced  instalments  r 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  Land 
Commissioners  have  at  present  in  course 
of  preparation  a  Beport  on  the  position 
of  the  class  of  persons  mentioned. 
When  completed  it  will  be  considered 
by  the  Government ;  but,  of  course,  this 
answer  must  not  be  taken  as  giving  any 
indication  of  the  views  held  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

THE  EGYPTIAN  SLAVE  TRADE. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  asked  the 
tJnder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreien 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  what  progpress  has  been  made  in 
the  negotiation  with  the  Khedive  for 
the  abolition  of  Egyptian  Slave  Trade 
and  Slavery  since  the  Despatch  of  Lord 
Granville  to  Lord  Dufferin  on  November 
3rd,  1882? 
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LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE :  I 
The  despatch  from  Lord  Dufferin,  to 
which  I  have  already  had  occasion  to 
refer,  contains  a  Beport  on  the  question 
of  slavery  and  the  slaye  trade  in  Egypt. 
No  decision  has  yet  been  arrived  at 
upon  the  subject  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment,  who  are  considering  Lord 
Dufferin's  recommendations.  The  De- 
spatch, as  was  stated  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  will  be 

Presented  to  Parliament  at  as  early  a 
ate  as  possible. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
SEC.  31— APPLICATIONS  FOR  LOANS. 
Colonel  COLTHUEST  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  bis 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter  in 
the  '' Freeman's  Journal"  of  the  13th 
instant,  from  six  occupiers  of  land  in 
Boscommon,  complaining  of  the  delay 
in  issuing  the  preliminary  forms  requi- 
site in  applications  for  loans  under  sec- 
tion 31,  Land  Act  (Ireland),  1881  ;  whe- 
ther these  forms  can  be  deposited  with 
the  local  postmaster  or  others  so  as  to 
facilitate  the  working  of  the  system ; 
and  whether  there  is  now  an  adequate 
staff  of  inspectors,  with  their  work  so 
arranged  as  to  avoid  §l11  needless  delay 
in  sending  in  their  reports  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  I  have  read 
the  letter  to  which  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  refers,  and  have  also  seen  the 
explanation  in  the  same  paper  on  the 
16th,  which  shows  that  the  former  letter 
must  have  been  written  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. In  another  case  I  find 
there  was  really  a  delay  of  a  week,  which 
I  reg^t,  but  believe  it  is  not  likely  to 
occur  again,  as  the  office  staff  has  been 
increased.  There  are  now  18  Inspectors 
at  work,  so  distributed  as  to  do  their 
work  with  the  minimum  of  delay ;  and 
as  these  officers  are  supplied  with  forms 
for  distribution  in  addition  to  those  which 
can  be  obtained  on  applicatioi^  to  the 
Dublin  Office,  I  do  not  think  it  at  present 
necessary  to  enter  upon  the  difficulties 
which  distribution  through  post  offices 
would  involve? 

INDIA— COOPER'S  HILL  COLLEGE. 

Mr.  B.  SAMUELSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that,  by  a  Memo- 
randum of  the  Indian  Engineering 
College  at  Cooper's  Hill,  the  Professor 
of  Physios   is  required  to  be   a   Pro- 


testant, and  is  required  ''to  attend 
morning  Chape\,and  Sunday  Service  with 
reasonable  regularity ;  "  whether  it  is 
true  that,  whilst  these  conditions  are 
attached  to  the  appointment,  no  mention, 
was  made  of  the  fact  in  a  recent  adver- 
tisement announcing  the  vacancy  of  the 
Professorship ;  whether  similar  condi- 
tions are  attached  to  the  appointment  of 
other  Professors  in  the  College ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  have  been  brought  under  tbe 
notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  have 
not  been  disallowed  by  him  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  the  facts  of  the  case  are  cor- 
rectly represented  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
The  Memorandum  in  question  was 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  before  any  appointment  had 
been  sanctioned ;  and  an  advertisement 
was  at  once  issued  from  the  India  Office 
inviting  further  applications  for  the  post 
up  to  the  3l8t  of  March,  and  stating  that 
**  the  appointment  will  not  be  subject  to 
any  requirements  in  respect  of  religious 
tenets  or  observances."  No  conditions 
as  to  religious  requirements  have  been 
required  of  any  of  the  Professors  in  the 
College. 

SCOTLAND— DEPOPULATION  OF  LAND 
IN  ORDER  TO  MAKE  DEER  FORESTS 
—EXTENSION  OF  THE  PRACTICE. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  system  of  depopu- 
lating large  tracts  of  land  in  Scotland  for 
the  purpose  of  maVing  deer  forests, 
which  has  so  extensively  prevailed  in 
recent  years  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
a  Mr.  Winans  has  an  area  of  over  150 
square  miles  exclusively  devoted  to  deer ; 
whether  there  has  been  a  case  before  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Scotland,  at  the  in- 
stance of  Mr.  Winans,  to  procure  the 
eviction  of  crofters  for  the  purpose  of 
further  extending  his  deer  forest ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  contemplate 
any  measure  for  preventing  the  further 
depopulation  of  the  Highlands  for  this 
purpose  ? 

Tm  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  It  is  the  fact.  Sir,  that  large 
tracts  of  land  in  Scotland  have  been 
made  into  deer  forests  in  recent  years, 
and  it  has  been  asserted  that  these  tracts 
have  been  depopulated  for  that  purpose. 
On  the  other  hand,  this  assertion  has 
been  denied ;  and  it  ha&been  stated  that 
the  tracts  of  land  in  question  had  pre- 
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▼ioualy,  in  so  far  as  occupied  at  all,  been 
under  iJieep,  and  that  as  many  persons 
are  employed  in  the  care  of  the  deer 
forests  as  were  engaged  in  tending  the 
sheep.     I  am  not  in  possession  of  evi- 
denoe  to  show  which  of  these  opposing 
alleg^tioiis  is  correct.    I  am  aware  that 
Mr.  Winans  has  a  veiy  large  area — I 
might  almost  say  an  enormous  area — 
devoted  to  deer,  and  that  he  is  atpresent 
ining  an  action  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Scotiand  for  thepurpose  of  haying  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  of  Ejntail,  ordained  to  re- 
move the  tenants  and  other  occupants 
from  certain  parts  of  Kintail  let  to  Mr. 
Winans  as  a  deer  forest.    This  action  is 
TOfiiBted  by  Mr.  Mackenzie,  who  asserts 
that  it  neyer  was   intended   that  the 
crofters  should  be  removed ;  and  he  haQ 
obtained  a  judgment  in  his  favour  from 
the  Lord  Ordinary,  who  has  refused  to 
decree  specifio  performance  of  what  Mr. 
Winans  maintains  to  be  Mr.  Mackenzie's 
obligation.  That  judgment  is  at  present 
under  appeal.    I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
promise  legislation  on  the  subject  of  this 
question. 

EDUCATION— SCIENCaE  AND  ABT— THE 
NATIONAL  GALLERY— rNSTTP- 
FICIENCY  OF  SPACE. 

Mb.  OOOFE  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  Whether,  regarding 
the  present  inadequate  accommodation 
for  the  pictures  (the  property  of  the 
Nation)  in  the  National  Galleiy,  as  well 
as  for  such  works  of  art  as  may  be  pre- 
sented or  bequeathed,  he  is  now  prepared 
to  sanction  a  considerable  enlargement 
of  the  building  at  the  rear  of  the  present 
Gallery,  on  property  already  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government;  and,  pending  this 
extension,  whether  he  is  willing  to  sanc- 
tion the  lighting  of  the  Galleiy  by  elec- 
tricity, so  as  to  give  increased  facilities 
to  those  desiring  to  visit  the  Gkdlery,  and 
especially  to  those  who,  owing  to  their 
avocations,  can  only  do  so  in  the  even- 
ings, after  their  day's  work  ? 

Mju  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  Sir,  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  glad  to  hear  that 
the  Government  recognizes  the  necessity 
of  adding  to  the  buildings  of  the  National 
Gallery ;  and  I  shall  submit  a  Vote  in 
the  Estimates  of  this  year  for  commenc- 
ing these  buildings,  and  I  am  now  in 
conununicatioxi  with  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery.  With  respect  to  the 
lighting  of  the  Gallery  by  the  electric 
light,  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  said  last 
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year,  that  the  responsibility  for  lighting 
the  Gallery  at  night  rests  with  the  Trus- 
tees; but  that,  apart  from  other  objeo* 
tions,  I  could  not,  with  reference  to  the 
little  experience  we  have  of  the  electric 
lieht,  especially  as  regards  its  safety, 
advise  them  to  adopt  it. 

METROPOLITAN  FIHE  BRIGADE. 

Mb.  OOOPE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, with  a  view  to  the  greater  protection 
of  life  and  property  in  the  Metropolis 
from  fire,  he  is  disposed  to  take  steps 
whereby  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  may  be  empowered  to  increase 
the  force  of  the  Fire  Brigade  to  such  an 
extent  as  may  ensure  the  much  needed 
security  to  life  and  property,  and  avert 
from  the  Metropolis  the  calamity  of  a 
great  conflagration  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOURT  :  lam 
informed,  Sir,  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board,  who  have  already  lax^ely  in* 
creased  the  force  of  the  Fire  Brigade, 
intend  this  year,  in  a  Money  Bill,  to 
make  application  to  Parliament  to  remove 
certain  hmits  which  restrain  them  from 
eztendine  that  force  as  desired.  This 
seems  to  do  a  proper  application  on  the 
part  of  the  Metropolitan  Board. 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SOHEME. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  OEOIL  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther the  Government  have  as  yet  arrived 
at  any  decision  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  CSiannel  Tunnel  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Sir,  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Government  upon  the  present 
state  of  this  question  was  announced  in 
the  last  Session  in  the  month  of  August, 
when  I  said,  in  moving  that  the  Order 
for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Channel 
Tunnel  Bill  should  be  discharged,  that 
the  Government  had  felt  it  their  duty  to 
appoint  early  next  Session  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses  to  consider  the 
question.  In  accordance  with  that  deci- 
sion the  Government  intend  shortly  to 
propose  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
to  inquire  ana  report  whether  it  is  expe- 
dient that  Parliamentary  sanction  should 
be  given  to  a  submarine  communication 
between  England  and  F^rance;  and,  if 
so,  on  what  conditions.  It  will  probably 
be  expedient  that  the  second  reading 
of  the  two  Bills  now  before  the  House 
should  be  postponed  until  that  Committee 
has  reported.    The  proposal  is  that  the 
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Joint  Oommittee  shall  oonsiBt  of  five 
Members  of  this  House  and  of  five  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Lords. 

EGYPT  —  RE-ORGANIZATION  —  REPRE- 
SENTATIVE GOVERNMENT. 

Bib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will  in- 
struct Lord  Dufferin  and  Sir  Edward 
Malet  not  to  assent  to  any  scheme  for  the 
future  government  of  l^gypt  which  does 
not  secure  to  the  people  of  that  country, 
within  the  limits  of  international  obliga- 
tions, a  share  of  control  over  their  own 
interests,  financial  or  otherwise,  by 
means  of  representatives  yearly  elected 
by  the  people  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE : 
Sir,  the  proposals  of  Lord  DufiPerin  for 
securing  the  objects  indicated  by  the 
hon.  Member  are  contained  in  the  de- 
spatch from  his  Excellency  to  which  I 
have  already  referred  in  this  House, 
which  is  now  under  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  which 
will  be  laid  before  Parliament  at  an 
early  date ;  but  neither  Lord  Dufferin  or 
Sir  Edward  Malet  are  empowered  to 
assent  to  any  scheme  for  the  future 
government  of  Egypt  without  instruc- 
tions from  Her  Majesty's  Government. 


MAIN  ROADS  (ENGLAND)- GRANT  FOR 
MAINTENANCE. 

Mb.  E.  W.  HAECOUET  asked  Mr. 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What  as- 
sistance it  is  in  contemplation  of  the 
Government  to  give  this  year  to  rate- 
payers in  the  matter  of  the  maintenance 
of  main  roads? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  need  only  state  now 
that  he  will  see  in  the  Oivil  Service 
Estimates  for  1 883-4  that  the  arrange- 
ment made  for  the  current  year  is  provi- 
sionally continued  on  the  same  basis, 
although  there  will  be  a  slight  difference 
in  the  amount  arising  from  more  exact 
knowledge  of  the  sums  required. 

Me.  E.  W.  HAECOUET  asked  whe- 
ther the  sum  would  be  more  or  less  than 
before  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  theEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Gentieman  had  better  wait  till 
he  saw  the  Estimates. 

J/r.  Chamberlain 


EGYPT— REBELLION  IN  THE  SOUDAN- 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Gt)veniment  hare 
any  reason  to  believe  the  alarming  re- 
ports of  the  progress  of  the  rebellion  izL 
the  Soudan  and  the  imminent  danger  of 
Khartoum ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  they 
have  advised  the  Egyptian  Government 
to  take  to  replace  the  raw  conscripts  who 
are  represented  as  being  chained  in 
batches  and  driven  like  slaves  to  join 
the  headquarters  of  their  regimentis  at 
the  front  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
received  information  that  Obeid  and,  it 
is  believed,  Bara  have  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  the  rebels,  but  that  there  is  no 
reason  to  apprehend  danger  to  Khar- 
toum.  The  suppression  of  the  rebellion 
in  the  Soudan  is  a  matter  which  has 
been  left  entirely  to  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment, as  has  been  stated  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  neither  Lord  Dufferin  nor  Sir 
Edward  Malet  has  been  concerned  in 
any  of  the  arrangements  made.  No  in- 
formation of  such  a  treatment  of  con- 
scripts as  is  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  has  been  received  at  the  Foreign 
Office ;  but,  as  the  recruits  are  said  to  be 
under  misapprehension  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  recruitment,  the  Elhedive  has  per- 
mitted some  English  officers  to  be  pre- 
sent at  the  places  of  enlistment. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  the  Soudan  was 
only  a  recent  conquest  of  Egypt,  and 
had  been  the  scene  of  massacre.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  instruct 
I^rd  Dufferin  to  use  his  influence-^ 
which  was  considerable — with  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  to  prevent  the  further 
invasion  of  that  Province  by  the  Egyptian 
Forces  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
requested  that  Notice  should  be  given 
of  that  Question. 

south  africa—the  transvaal- 
repay:\ient  of  advances. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  With  reference  to  a  statement 
in  the '' Yolksstem,"  the  organ  of  the 
Government  of  the  Transvaal,  on  the 
16th  of  December  last,  that  there  was 
in    the  Transvaal    Treasury   ''on    the 
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30tli  September  last  a  favourable  cash 
balance  of  orer  £15,000/'  and  that 
**  iS30,000  besides  have  been  put  aside 
ioT  futurepayments,"  what  is  the  amount 
tluit  the  llransyaal  Gbvemment  engaged 
to  repay  to  the  British  Treasury  within 
tlie  year  1882-3  on  account  of  the  sums 
paid  out  of  British  funds  in  settlement 
of  eompensation  claims,  and  what  is  the 
aum  that  it  has  actually  repaid  on  this 
account  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Whether 
that  balance  was  in  the  Transvaal  Trea- 
sury or  not  in  September  last,  I  would 
remind  the  hon.  Member  that  by  the 
CJonvention  the  British  Debt  is  only  a 
second  charge  on  the  Transvaal  Beve- 
nues ;  so  there  were  other  demands  to 
be  met  first.  Apart  from  the  interest 
payable  on  the  whole  British  Debt, 
which  has  been  hitherto  paid,  the  only 
capital  sum  which  the  Transvaal  Go- 
Ternment  engaged  to  pay  within  the 
year  1882-3  was  £100,000,  in  terms  of 
the  Convention,  since  reduced,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Colonial  Office,  to  £50,000. 
Of  this  they  have  paid  as  yet  nothing. 

THE  INSTITUTE  OF  SURVEYORS. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Privy  Council,  To  ex- 
plain under  what  circumstances,  or  under 
what  powers,  a  Hoyal  Charter  came  to 
be  granted  to  a  body  calling  itself  the 
Institute  of  Surveyors,  in  restraint  of 
Trade,  and  tending  to  establish  a  privi- 
leged monopoly  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  a  Charter 
was  g^ranted  in  1881  by  Her  Majesty, 
with  the  adyice  of  Her  Privy  Council, 
to  the  Institute  of  Surveyors  on  the 
petition  of  that  Society.  The  effect  of 
that  Charter  is  to  incorporate  a  very  im- 
portant and  useful  body,  whose  position 
nas  been  specially  recognized  by  Par- 
liament. The  hon.  Member  is  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  Charter  confers 
any  monopoly,  or  interferes  in  any  way 
in  restraint  of  trade. 

THE  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS- 
CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  BBOADHUHST  asked  the  Yiee 
President  of  the  Privy  Council,  The 
cause  of  the  delay  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners in  laying  before  the  House 
the  new  scheme  for  the  administration 
of  Christ's  Hospital ;  and,  whether  he 
wiU  promise  his  assistance  that  the  in- 


tentions of  the  Founder,  King  Edward 
the  Sixth,  shall  be  scrupulouuy  carried 
out? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have 
received  the  following  answer  to  my 
inquiries  from  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners : — 

^  **  The  scheme  which  we  published  some  time 
since  for  the  great  foundation  of  Christ's 
Hospital  in  the  City  of  London,  and  to  which 
objections  so  voluminous  have  been  taken  as  to 
call  for  minute  and  protracted  investigation  on 
the  part  of  one  of  our  Assistant  Commissioners 
and  of  ourselves,  is  still  under  our  anxious  con- 
sideration." 

In  reply  to  the  second  branch  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  can  only 
promise  to  be  guided  by  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  under  which  these  schemes 
are  framed.  A  good  deal  has  happened 
since  the  days  of  Edward  YI. 

THE  CITY  LIVERY    COMPANIES— THE 
ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  BEOADHUEST  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, The  cause  of  the  delay  in  the 
presentation  of  the  Eeport  of  the  Eoyal 
Commission  on  the  City  Livery  Com- 
panies, when  such  Commission  will 
resume  its  sittings,  and  when  the  Ee- 
port may  be  expected  to  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
that  the  Commission  had  resumed  its 
sittings,  and  he  understood  that  it  was 
expected  to  make  its  Eeport  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— EXA- 
MINATION OF  WITNESSES. 

Mb.  G'BEIEN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  an  official  shorthand 
writer  was  present  at  the  whole  or  any 
part  of  the  examinations  of  witnesses  in 
Dublin  Castle  by  Mr.  J.  A.  Curran, 
Q.C.,  under  the  sixteenth  Clause  of  the 
Crimes  Act;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  transcript 
of  the  shorthand . writer's  notes;  and, 
whether  he  will  state  the  length  of  time 
during  which  such  witnesses  were  under 
examination,  and  whether  it  is  true  that 
they  or  any  of  them  were  proffered  intoxi- 
cating drmk  during  their  detention  at 
the  Castle,  or  that  mey  or  any  of  them 
were  subjected  to  threats  or  improper 
inducements  by  the  presiding  mag^- 
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trate,   or  bj  any  police  officer   in  his 
presence  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  an  official 
shorthand  writer  was  present  during 
the  greater  part  of  the  inquiry,  but  I 
cannot  undertake  to  lay  a  transcript  of 
his  notes  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 
The  length  of  time  during  which  the 
witnesses  were  under  examination  can- 
not be  given.  They  were  not  subjected 
to  threats  or  improper  inducements 
during  the  inquiry,  which  was,  I  am 
assured  by  those  responsible,  conducted 
with  propriety.  No  intoxicating  drink 
was  proffered  them.  The  consequences 
of  connecting  the  notion  of  intoxication 
with  a  judicial  inquiiy  have  already 
proved  so  dangerous  to  Ufe  that  I  trust 
nothing  more  will  be  heard  of  this 
utterly  unfounded  suggestion. 

BEIiDEP  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND) 
ACT— SEED  LOANS. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment has  fully  considered  the  represen- 
tations made  by  the  Castlebar  Board  of 
Guardians  and  the  Boards  of  other 
Unions  as  to  their  inability  to  pay  the 
remaining  portions  of  the  seeds  loans 
advanced  under  the  Relief  of  Distress 
Act ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  dis- 
tressed condition  of  the  Unions  referred 
to,  he  will  introduce  a  short  Bill  for  the 
remission  of  the  loans  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  repre- 
sentations referred  to  have  been  fully 
considered.  The  purchasers  of  seed  in  the 
Castlebar  and  many  other  Unions  have 
already  been  granted  much  indulgence 
in  respect  of  the  repayment;  and  the 
Guardians  of  the  Union  named  have  been 
informed  that  the  Government  does  not 
contemplate  the  introduction  of  any  fur- 
ther legislation  on  the  subject.  I  cannot 
hold  out  any  prospect  of  that  decision 
being  altered. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
SEC.  SI—APPLICATION   FOR  LOANS. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  now 
inform  the  House  what  steps  the  Trea- 
BUiy  propose  to  take  so  as  to  allow 
tenants  to  make  joint  applications  for 
loans  on  the  joint  security  of  their  tenant 
light,  in  accordance  with  Uie  thirty-first 
section  of  the  Land  Law  Act  ? 

Mr.  (TBrien 


Mb.  COURTNEY:  The  suggestion 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
makes  has  been  carefully  considered  l>y 
the  Irish  Q-overnment  and  the  Treasury  ; 
buti  am  sorry  to  say  weare  not  yet  ia  a 
position  to  announce  a  decision. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DISTRESS  IN  TKB 
WEST— THE  DEPUTATION  OF 
CATHOLIC  BISHOPS. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  decision  has  been  ar- 
rived at  in  reference  to  the  proposals  laid 
before  His  Excellency  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant by  a  deputation  of  the  Irish  Roman. 
Catholic  Bishops  on  the  9th  of  January 
last,  and  which  relate  to  the  distress  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  and  the  condition 
of  the  small  farmers  in  that  part  of  the 
Country  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  this 
question  had  interested  the  Irish  Office 
very  much ;  but  the  answer  to  it  would, 
he  thought,  come  in  official  form  from 
the  Treasury,  with  whom  the  decision 

Mr.'  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
hoped  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justin  M'Carl^y)  moved  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  the  Chief  Secretary  would  take 
the  opportunity,  in  the  further  stages  of 
the  debate  on  the  Address,  to  give  the 
House  some  information  on  this  sub- 
ject. 

OOREA— TREATIES  WITH  GBEAT 

BRITAIN  AKD  THE  UNITED 

STATES. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreic:n 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  tue 
United  States  Senate  has  ratified  Uie 
Treaty  with  Corea;  and,  whether  tiiie 
Treaty  between  that  Country  and  Great 
Britain  has  been  ratified ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  state  the  sfrounds  upon 
which  the  ratification  is  d^yed  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZAtAURIOE  : 
Sir,  the  American  Treaty  with  Corea  has 
been  ratified  by  the  United  States  Senate, 
but  it  is  understood  that  the  text  will 
not  be  published  until  promulgated  by 
the  President.  The  Treaty  between  this 
country  and  Corea  has  not  yet  been 
ratified,  and  is  still  under  the  considera- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who 
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are,  at  the  present  time,  inoommumcatioxi 
witli  Tarious  Ohamben  of  Oommeroe  on 
the  subjecst. 

EDUCATION  (SOOTLANB)  ACTS— THE 
OOMFULSOET  CLAUSES. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  asked  the  Vice 
President   of  the  Council,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  certain  re- 
cent deoieions  of  Sheriff  Lamond,  one  of 
the  Sheriff  Substitutes  of  the  county  of 
Fif  Of  to  the  effect  that  the  requirements 
of  the  Oompulsozy  Clauses  of  the  Scotch 
Education    Acts  woiUd  be  sufficiently 
satisfied  by  children  being  sent  to  school 
at  tweWe  T o&n  of  age,  as  the  necessaiy 
amount  of  education  might  be  given  in 
the  twelTe   months  before  the  age  of 
thirteen  years  was  reached ;  and,  whe- 
ther,  if  the  Iiaw  is  correctly  laid  down  in 
these  decisions,  he  is  prepared  to  amend 
the  Aoty  ao  as  to  prevent  the  intention  of 
the  Legialature  from  being  virtuaUy  dis- 
regarded? 

Ma.  PBE8T0N  BBUCE  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  tiiie 
School  Boards  affected  by  these  decisions 
had  any  right  of  appeal;  and,  if  not, 
what  means  they  had  of  testing,  by 
reference  to  a  higher  Court,  Sheriff 
Lamond's  interpretation  of  the  Educa- 
tion Aiot  ? 

ICa.  MUNDELLA :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fifeshire  f Mr.  Preston  Bruce),  I  may 
say  that  I  believe  the  School  Boards  had 
the  right  of  appeal,  but  th^  did  not 
exercise  it  within  the  prescribed  time. 
In  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
IJniversibr  of  Olasgow  (Mr.  J.  A.  Camp- 
bell), I  have  to  say  that  I  have  read 
with  some  surprise  the  decision  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers,  which,  if  cor- 
rectly reported,  is  distinctly  at  variance 
with  what  I  understand  to  be  the  correct 
interpretation  of  the  law.    But  there 
has  been  a  great  variety  of  conflicting 
opinions  as  to  what  constitutes  **  gross 
neglect  "  on  the  part  of  a  jparent  in 
providinp^  elementary  education.    This 
has  aenously  interfered  with  the  en- 
foioement  of  the  compulsozy  clauses  of 
the  Education  Act  in  Scotland ;  and  we, 
therefore,  propose  to  introduce  a  short 
measure  which  will  remove  all  doubts 
oa  the  subject,  and  thus  facilitate  the 
▼ork  of  School  Boards  in  the  disdiarge 
^  their    responsible    and    important 
duties,  ^ 


TEEATY  WITH  MADAaASOAE— 
ARTICLE  6. 

Ma.  A.  M<  ABTHUB  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  before  the  departure  of  the 
Mala^as^  Envoys  to  the  United  States, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  made  any 

E regress  with  the  revision  of  the  Treatv 
etween  England  and  Madagascar,  and, 
in  particular,  whether  he  can  confirm 
the  statement  that  Article  5,  relative  to 
the  occupancy  of  leasing  land  bvBritidi 
subjects,  in  the  amended  form,  nasbeen 
signed  on  behalf  of  the  respective  Go- 
vernments by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  and  the  Envoys? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  an  agreement  has  been  come  to 
with  regard  to  Article  5,  and  the  decla- 
ration embodying  it  is  already  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members.  The  other 
points  which  have  been  the  subject  of 
negotiation  are  reserved  for  decision 
until  the  return  of  the  Ambassadors 
ficom  the  United  States. 

JUDICATUBE  AMENDKBNT  ACT,   1S76 
—THE  JUDGES'  RULES-JURISDIC- 
TION OP  ENGLISH  HIGH    COURTS 
OYER  DOMICILED  SCOTCHMEN. 
Mb.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  What  steps  have  been  taken 
for  the  removal  of  the  hardship  inflicted 
upon  domiciled  Scotchmen,    m    being 
sunmioned  to  the  English  High  Courts, 
under  BiUes  framea  by  the    English 
Judges  under  the  English  Judicature 
Act  of  1875  ? 

Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfovb):  Sur,  representations  have 
been  made  in  the  proper  quarter  for  the 
{purpose  of  having  the  Kules  in  ques- 
tion altered,  and  fdterations  intended  to 
remove  the  grievance  are  now  in  draft. 

ARMY  — THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES— 
THE  IRISH  MILITIA. 

Mb.  OBEEB  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Gk)vemment  to  call  out  the 
Irish  Militia  for  training  this  year  ? 

ThxMabquxss  op  IHiBTINGTON: 
It  is  intended,  Sir,  to  make  provisions 
in  the  Army  Estimates  for  the  ensuing 
year  for  the  training  of  the  Irish  Militia, 
and  orders  have  been  issued  to  re-open 
recruiting.  Oi  course,  the  actual  train- 
ing will  depend  upon  the  state  of  the 
country  at  tne  time. 
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EGYPT— NETTTRALIZATION  OF  THE 
SUEZ  CANAL. 

Mb.  GOUELEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  the  proposals  of  the  Government  rela- 
tive to  the  neutralization  of  the  Suez 
Canal  are  likely  to  be  accepted  by  the 
European  Powers  and  the  proprietors  of 
the  property ;  and,  whether,  if  the  pro- 
posals are  ratified,  negotiations  are  to  be 
opened  with  the  Porte  for  the  purpose 
of  purchasing  the  suzerain  rights  of  the 
Sultan  on  lines  similar  to  those  agreed 
to  with  Denmark  for  the  abolition  of 
her  pecuniary  rights  in  the  navigation 
of  the  Straits  of  Elsinore  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  the  answers  as  far  as  they  have 
been  received  are,  in  general  terms, 
each  of  a  favourable  character.  The 
Sultan  has  no  direct  pecuniary  interest 
in  the  navigation  of  the  Suez  Canal. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  — MR 
BOLTON,  CROWN  SOLICITOR  FOR 
TIPPERARY  CO. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M^OAETHY  (for  Mr. 
Sexton)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther Mr.  George  Bolton,  Crown  Solicitor 
for  the  county  of  Tipperary,  and  Solici- 
tor to  the  Valuation  Office  in  Ireland,  is 
the  same  person  who  was  concerned  as 
a  defendant  in  the  case  of  MacDermott 
and  King  v,  Bolton  and  others,  lately 
heard  before  the  President  of  the  Pro- 
bate and  l^ivorce  Division,  London ; 
whether  Mr.  Bolton,  being  examined  as 
a  witness  in  the  case,  admitted  that  he 
had  acted  as  a  solicitor  in  drawing  up 
his  own  marriage  settlement ;  that  his 
wife  instituted  against  him  a  suit  in  the 
Chancery  Division  in  respect  of  the  said 
marriage  settlement;  that  she  charged 
him  on  the  pleadings  with  unprofes- 
sional and  fraudulent  conduct ;  that  she 
Bwore  his  reply  to  her  statement  of 
claim  was  untrue ;  that  he  had  induced 
his  wife  to  agpree  to  the  sale  of  shares  to 
the  amount  of  over  £16,000  to  pay  for 
a  property  which  cost  only  £15,000; 
ana  that  he  instructed  his  counsel  in  the 
Chancery  suit  to  submit  to  a  decree 
against  him;  whether  he  further  ad- 
mitted that  Mr.  Justice  Fry,  the  judge 
who  tried  the  suit  in  the  Chancery 
Division^  had  written  respecting  his  con- 
duct in  the  matter  to  the  Lord  Ohan- 


ceUor  of  Ireland ;  whetlier  the  President 
of  the  Probate  and  Divorce  Division  de* 
clared,  in  his  charge  to  the  jury,  that, 
apart  from  the  question  of  fraud,  tlie 
marriage  settlement  drawn  up  by  Mr. 
Bolton,  on  his  own  behalf,  was  a  most 
astonishing  settlement,  and  how  any 
man,  whether  solicitor  or  no  solicitor, 
could  have  thought  otherwise  it  was  not 
easy  to  see,  since  it  was  the  A.B.C.  o£ 
marriage  settlements  that  a  woman, 
should  have  the  first  interest  in  the  pro- 
perty which  she  brought  into  settlement, 
whilst  the  effect  of  the  settlement  drawn 
up  by  Mr.  Bolton  was  to  denude  the 
woman  (the  wife)  of  the  great  portion 
of  her  property ;  whether  the  jury  foond 
against  Mr.  Bolton,  and  the  judge  gave 
costs  against  him ;  and,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  retain 
him  in  the  public  service  in  Ireland? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  Mr.  Bolton, 
Crown  Solicitor  for  Tipperary,  is  the 
same  person  who  was  concerned  as  de- 
fendant in  the  probate  suit  mentioned  in 
l^e  Question.  As  to  the  alleged  matters 
of  fact  referred  to  in  the  second  part  of 
the  Question,  the  case  stands  thus: — 
Mr.  Bolton  was  defendant  in  a  Chancery 
suit  brought  some  years  ago  by  his  wife 
for  the  purpose  of  setting  aside  the  mar- 
riage settlement.  In  that  case  a  decree 
was  pronounced  against  Mr.  Bolton,  but 
with  his  consent,  after  negotiating  with 
his  wife,  and  before  the  defendant's  evi- 
dence was  heard  ;  and  the  truth  of  some 
of  the  allegations  which  had  been  made 
could  not  be  established  without  re-hear- 
ing the  cause.  It  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Justice  Fry,  before  whom  the  Chancery 
suit  was  heard,  did  make  a  communica- 
tion to  the  then  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land under  the  late  Government,  the 
Bight  Hon.  John  T.  Ball,  who,  in  con- 
junction with  the  Law  Officers,  fully 
considered  the  matter,  and  they  all  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  a  case 
calling  for  the  interference  of  the  Exe- 
cutive. In  the  probate  suit  recently 
heard,  no  additional  facts  appeared  in 
reference  to  the  Chancery  litigation,  and 
the  Qovemment  cannot  go  back  on  the 
decision  arrived  at  some  years  ago  on  the 
same  state  of  facts  after  mature  official 
consideration. 

THE    DIPLOMATIC  SEKVTCE— H.M. 

MISSION  IN  PERSIA. 
Mb.    WABTON    asked    the    Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
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What  is  the  oost  of  Ker  Majesty's  Mis- 
sion to  Persia;  and,  what  portion  of  that 
cost  is  borne  by  the  Imperial  and  Indian 
fieTenues  respectively? 

liOKD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  the  average  annual  cost  of  the  Per- 
sian Mission,  indudinc^  interest  on  the 
capital,  outlay  on  bnilding^,  and  their 
maintenance  and  repairs,  is  £15,000. 
The  Indian  (Government  contribntes 
£  1 0, 000  per  annum  towards  this  amount. 

PRISONS     (ENGLAND    AND   WALES)— 
^WARI>CRS  IN  CONVICrr  PRISONS. 

Mr.  :B.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  will  shortly  announce  the 
measures  of  relief  which  he  is  prepared 
to  grant  to  the  warders  of  Her  Majesty's 
Convict  Prisons,  in  response  to  the  nearly 
nine  hundred  petitions  which  they  have 
recently  sent  to  the  Home  Office,  praying 
for  amelipsaticn  as  to  their  scales  of 
payment  and  hours  of  duty  ? 

SiaWnJilAMHAROOURT:  There 
is  a  Committee  sitting  on  this  question, 
and  we  sball  be  shortly  able  to  come  to 
a  decision  upon  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  TRUCK  ACT, 

Ma.  M'liABEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of   State   for  the  Home    Department, 
Whether  he  is  able  to  take  any  steps  to 
check  the  contraventions  of  the  Truck 
Act  which  are  habitually  taking  place  in 
Staffordshire  and  East  Worcestershire, 
among  the   nailmakers,    chainmakers, 
and  boltmakers  there ;  and,  whether  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  re- 
specting   the    defective    inspection    of 
workshops  in  those  districts,  with  the 
view  of  ameliorating  the  condition  of 
boys  and  girls  of   tender  years   now 
employed  in  those  trades  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOUBT :  Yes, 
Sir;  I  will  make  inquiries  into  the 
matter. 

THE  DIPLOMATIC  PENSION  LIST. 

M&.LABOnOHEEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  no  unnecessary  addition  will 
be  made  to  the  Diplomatic  Pension  list 
untiL  the  House  has  had  an  opportunity 
of  deciding  upon  the  Besolution  standing 
in  his  name,  that  such  additions  are  in- 
expedient ? 

Ix>w>  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Bit,  no  appointment  which,  in  the  opi- 


nion of  the  Secretary  of  State,  will 
cause  an  unnecessary  addition  to  the 
Diplomatic  Pension  List  will  be  made, 
but  his  discretion  will  be  exercised  under 
the  ordinary  conditions  of  Ministerial 
responsibili^. 

EGYPT— OMAR  SUPKI  PASHA. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Omar  Sufki  Pacha,  now  Egyp- 
tian Minister  of  War,  is  the  same  Pacha 
who  was  Oovemor  of  Alexandria  when 
the  massacres  occurred  in  that  town,  and 
who  took  no  steps  to  hinder  them  until 
the  Foreign  Consuls  had  telegpraphed  to 
the  Khedive  and  to  Dervish  Pacha,  in- 
forming them  of  what  was  transpiring  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  present  E^rptian  Minister  for  War, 
Omar  Sufki  Pasha,  was  Governor  of 
Alexandria  at  the  time  of  the  riots.  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  have  no  informa- 
tion connecting  him  with  the  massacres^ 
but  my  hon.  Friend  will  find  all  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  in  the  Parliamen- 
tary Paper,  "  Egypt,"  No.  16,  pages  5, 
6,  9,  and  11,  which  was  laid  before 
Parliament  at  the  close  of  last  Session. 

EGYPT— SALE  OF  DOMAIN  LANDS. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
he  has  been  informed  that  seven  lots  of 
Egyptian  domain  land  were  sold  on 
the  15th  inst.  to  Baron  Menasce  for 
£84,000 ;  what  was  th6  extent  of  land 
comprised ;  and,  whether  any  conditions 
of  resale  to  Egyptian  cultivators  were 
attached  to  the  purchase ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  Lord  Dufferin  has  been  in- 
structed to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Elhedive's  Government  to  the  matter  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  this  question  was  answered  in  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  reply  which  I  gave 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Kilmarnock 
Burghs  (Mr.  Dick-Peddie)  on  Monday. 
I  may,  however,  add  that  it  is  believed 
that  tiie  sales  referred  to  were  confined 
to  house  property  in  Alexandria,  of  which 
the  extent  is  not  known,  and  were  in 
accordance  with  the  Decree  which  I 
quoted. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— THE  NATIVE  INDIAN 

ARMY. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
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is  true  that  soldiers  in  the  Native  Indian 
Arm  J  are  required  to  serve  for  thirty  and 
forty  years,  and  that  no  pension  is  due 
nntil  after  some  thirty  years  of  service ; 
whether  the  duration  of  the  service  of 
Native  Officers  in  the  ranks,  previous  to 
promotions  to  Commissions,  varies  from 
twenty  to  thirty  and  forty  years ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  ''Bombay 
Gazette,"  that  the  pay  and  service  are  so 
unpopular  in  Bombay  that  "only  the 
scum  of  the  Dekkan  enter  the  Native 
Army;  and,  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
introduce  any  reform  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  Sir,  soldiers  in  the 
Native  Indian  Army  are  not  required  to 
serve  for  80  and  40  years.  In  time  of 
peace  they  may  take  their  discharge,  at 
their  own  pleasure,  at  any  time  after 
three  years'  service,  provided  that  their 
troop  or  company  is  not  10  per  cent 
below  establisned  strength.  They  are 
entitled  to  pension  after  32  years  in  the 
Line  or  40  in  a  local  corps ;  and,  if  in- 
valided, they  are  entitled  to  pension  or 
gratuity  according  to  their  length  of 
service.  The  duration  of  the  service  of 
Native  officers  in  the  ranks,  previous  to 
their  promotion  to  commissions,  varies 
from  short  periods  up  to  30  years.  Oc- 
casionally Native  gentlemen  are  ap- 
pointed to  commissions  without  serving 
m  the  ranks,  but  such  appointments  are 
made  on  probation.  The  proportion  of 
soldiers  from  the  Deccan  in  the  Bombay 
Native  Army  is  less  than  one-fourth.  I 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  these  men 
are  the  "  scum  of  the  Deccan."  It  is  not 
proposed  to  introduce  any  special  re- 
forms on  this  subject. 

INDIA  (MADRAS)— GOLD  MINING  COM- 
PANIES AND  GOVERNMENT 
OFFICIALS. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretajy  of  State  for  India,  The  result 
of  the  inquiries  promised  in  answer  to 
Question  of  the  23rd  November  regard- 
ing the  connection,  in  1880,  of  the  offi- 
ciating Deputy  Adjutant  General  of  the 
Madras  Army,  and  certain  Secretaries 
to  Government,  with  the  promotion  of 
certain  Joint  Stock  Gold  Mining  Com- 
panies, having  a  capital  of  one  million 
sterling ;  and,  Eeturn  of  Lands  alienated 
in  the  Native  State  of  Mysore,  asked 
for  in  the  same  Question  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  GROSS  :  Sir,  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State  requested  the  Madras 
Government  to  furnish  the  information 

Mr.  O'Donn^if 


asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member^  and  the 
reply  of  that  Government  was  received 
by  last  mail.  If  the  hon.  Member  will 
move  for  an  Address  for  Copies  or  ex- 
tracts of  this  Correspondence,  the  Papers 
will  be  presented. 

INDIA— NATIVE  STATES— MTSOKB. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Wlien  it  is 
intended  to  carry  out  the  engagement  of 
the  Imperial  Government  to  mow  self- 
government  to  the  Eajah  and  People  of 
Mysore  ? 

Mb.  J.  K  OEOSS :  Sir,  the  Province 
of  Mysore  was  transferred  to  the  rule  of 
the  present  Maharajah  on  the  25th  of 
March,  1881. 

PUBMO  HEALTH  (IRELAND)— WATER 

SUPPLY  TO  CARDONAGH, 

DONEGAL. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, "What  process,  if  any,  has  been 
made  by  the  sanitary  authorities  of  Oar- 
donagh,  Donegal,  towards  procuring  a 
pure  water  supply  for  that  town  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  :  It  appears,  by 
a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Boaid  of 
Ouardians  on  the  19th  instant,  that  they 
have  given  attention  to  this  matter,  and 
expect  the  steps  they  are  taking  will 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  town. 


LAW  AND   JUSTICE— CASE  OP  ELIZA- 
BETH WHEELER. 

Mb.  BUBT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  an  inqniiy 
recently  held  at  the  House  of  Correc- 
tion, Tothill  Fields,  Westminster,  touch- 
ing the  death  of  Elizabeth  ^Wheeler; 
if  he  can  state  whether  it  is  true  that  the 
woman  was  sentenced,  when  in  a  dying 
state,  to  three  months'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour,  her  offence,  as  specified  in 
the  warrant,  being  that 

'*  she  was  found  lodging  in  an  outhoufe,  not 
haying  any  visible  means  of  subsistence,  and 
not  giving  a  good  account  of  herself ; " 

whether,  when  seriously  ill,  she  was  re- 
moved during  severe  weather  from  Guild- 
ford to  London  ;  whether  Dr.  Lewis,  the 
medical  officer  of  the  prison,  declared 
at  the  inquiry  that  her  conveyance  to 
London  was  most  injudicious,  and  that 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  her 
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death  waa  accelerated  by  her  removal ; 
and,  whether,  if  the  facts  be  as  al- 
leged, he  can  take  any  steps  to  jpnnish 
the  responsible  parties  for  their  con- 
duct? 

Sin  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT :  This 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  seems  to 
liaye  been  founded  on  a  report  of  the 
first  day's  inquiry,  when  tnere  seems 
to  have  been  some  impression  that  the 
police  at  Guildford  had  injudiciously  re- 
moved  the  woman.  I  do  not  know  why 
that  impression  prerailed ;  but  I  should 
like  to  caU  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  fact  that  the  foreman  of 
the  jury,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  in- 
quiry, expressed  an  opinion  to  that  effect, 
but  two  or  three  jurymen  then  remarked 
that  they  did  not  agree  with  that  opi- 
nion, and  thought  the  authorities  were 
not  to  blame.  I  think,  therefore,  the 
further  proceedings  remored  the  former 
impression  that  prevailed. 

lb.  MAOFARTiANE  asked  if  the 
li^ht  hon.  Gentleman  had  conununicated 
with  the  magistrates  in  regard  to  the 
sentence  of  three  months'  imprisonment 
passed  on  this  woman  for  sleeping  in  an 
outhouse,  a  sentence  generally  passed 
upon  men  who  had  almost  killed  their 
wires? 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET :  Sir, 
the  question  of  the  grounds  of  the  sen- 
tence has  not  come  before  me ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  thinks  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  made,  perhaps  he  will  give 
me  Notice  to  that  effect. 


RAILWAYS  (RATES  AND  FARES)— THE 
SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  TOMUNSON  asked  the  F^resi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  is  the  proper  public 
authority  to  carry  out  the  recommen- 
dations, numbered  4,  of  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  on  Bailways  (Bates  and  Fares) ; 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  any 
other  public  authority,  will  provide  that, 
during  this  Session,  attention  will  be 
directed,  on  the  application  by  a  Bail- 
way  undertaking  for  Parliamentary 
powers  to  the  proposed,  and,  in  the 
case  of  an  existing  Company,  to  the 
existing  rates  or  fares,  with  a  view  to 
their  consideration  by  the  Committee ; 
and,  wheti^r  any  provision  has  been 
made,  or  will  be  made,  for  giving  per- 
sons affected  by  such  rates  or  fares  a 
locus  standi  before  such  Committee  ? 


Mb.  CKAMBEBLAIN:  Sir,  this  mat- 
ter is  regulated  by  Standing  Order  No. 
90  of  the  House  of  Lords,  which  pro- 
vides that  no  Bill  under  the  powers  of 
which  maximum  rates  for  the  convey- 
ance of  passengers,  goods,  and  animals 
are  increased  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  until  a  Beport  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  reference  to  it  has  been  laid 
on  the  Table  of  that  House.  In  ac- 
cordance with  that  Standing  Order,  it  is 
the  practice  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
make  a  Beport  to  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  I  am  not  aware  that  any  practical 
consequences  have  resulted  from  such 
Beport.  There  is  no  such  Standing 
Order  in  this  House.  As  regards  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question,  that  is  rather 
a  matterjfor  the  Authorities  of  the  House, 
and  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  the  information  he  desires. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION- 
PAYMENT  OF  ARBEARS. 

Colonel  COLTHUBST  asked  the 
Chief  Secret^jr  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  IreUmd,  When  the  payments  on  ac- 
count of  arrears  wiU  be  made  to  land- 
lords or  others  interested  ? 

Ma.  TBEVELYAN :  I  am  informed, 
Sir,  by  the  Land  Commissioners  that 
orders  have  been  made  for  payments  to 
the  extent  of  about  £70,000,  and  that 
payments  in  these  cases  await  the  appli- 
cation of  the  landlords  entitled,  up  to 
this  date  payments  have  been  actually 
made  to  the  amount  of  £30,000,  in  the 
case  of  4,259  holdings.  It  is  expected 
that  by  the  end  of  May  orders  for  pay- 
ment will  have  been  made  in  all  joint 
applications. 

PARLIAMENT— THE   NEW   RULES   OP 

PROOBDURE— STANDING 

COMMITTEES. 

Mb.  BAIKES  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  under- 
take to  afford  facilities  for  the  proposal 
and  discussion  by  private  Members  of 
Besolutions  for  the  regulation  of  Proce- 
dure in  Standing  Committees ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
now  reconsider  their  intention  to  refer 
to  those  bodies  important  Bills  without 
any  direction  as  to  the  order  of  business 
in  dealing  with  them  P 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  HABTINGTON  : 
It  has  already  been  pointed  out  by  you, 
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Bir,  tliat  the  Standing  Order  relating  to 
Standing  Committees  provides  that  the 
procedure  in  such  Committees  shall  be 
the  same  as  in  Select  Committees  unless 
the  House  shall  otherwise  order.  I  have 
no  reason  to  suppose  at  present  that  any 
important  modification  in  that  particular 
"wiU  be  required  in  the  case  of  Standing 
Committees ;  but  I  maj  point  out  that 
Standing  Order  220  C.  provides  that  on 
the  appointment  and  nomination  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection  of  the  Chair- 
man's panel,  that  panel  shall  appoint 
from  among  themselves  the  Chairman  of 
each  Standing  Committee.  It  is  very 
evident  that  when  that  Committee  shall 
have  been  nominated,  the  appointment 
of  the  Chairmen  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees will  be  an  important  appoint- 
ment ;  but  until  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion have  been  nominated  it  is  not  de- 
sirable, even  if  it  were  in  the  power  of 
the  Government,  to  give  facilities  for 
the  proposal  and  discussion  by  private 
Members  of  Eesolutions  for  the  regula- 
tion of  procedure  in  Standing  Commit- 
tees. 

Mb.  BAIEES  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice, 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  in  the  event  of  no 
such  course  being  taken,  on  the  first 
occasion  wlien  it  is  proposed  to  refer  a 
Bill  to  a  Standing  Committee  I  will 
move — 

"  That,  in  the  absence  of  any  definite  regpila- 
tion  for  the  procedure  of  such  Committee,  it  is 
inexpedient  to  transfer  to  such  bodies  the  juris- 
diction over  Public  Bills  hitherto  exercised  by 
this  House.*' 

MERCANTILE  MAKINE— SIGNAL 
STATIONS. 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  Committee  of  Lloyd's  applied  to  the 
Admiralty  in  August  last  for  a  few  yards 
of  land  near  Dangeness  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  a  signal  station  for  the 
benefit  of  the  shipping  and  mercantile 
community,  and  how  soon  a  decision  on 
the  subject  will  be  arrived  at  and  com- 
municated to  the  Committee  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNEEMAN  : 
I  hope,  Sir,  we  shall  be  able  shortly  to 
send  an  answer  to  the  Committee  of 
Lloyd's.  There  has  been  some  delay  in 
the  matter,  partly  because  the  question 
of  signalling  duties  being  undertaken 
by  the  Coastguard  was  involved,  and 
partly  because  the  piece  of  land  referred 
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to  is  the  property  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment, and,  therefore,  correspondenoe 
between  the  two  Offices  was  necessary. 

ARMY— ARMY  PAY  DEPARTMENT- 
PAYMASTERS. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  th  e  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether,  seeing  that 
twenty-five  regiments  are  without  pay- 
masters owing  to  the  difficulty  in  induc- 
ing Volunteers  to  serve  in  the  Army  Pay 
Department,  he  is  prepared,  with  a  view 
to  giving  confidence  to  those  qualified, 
to  place  that  department  on  the  same 
footing  as  other  departments — namely, 
with  one  of  its  own  officers  at  its  head 
to  represent  it  at  the  War  Office  ? 

Sib  ARTHUR  HAYTER:  Sir,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Maidstone,  I  beg  to  say  that  the 
question  of  representing  the  Army  Pay 
Department  at  the  War  Office  by  one  of 
its  own  members  has  been,  with  other 
questions  affecting  the  Pay  Department, 
under  the  consideration  of  a  Committee 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  The  Report  of  the  Committee 
has  just  been  concluded,  and  will  shortly 
be  laid  before  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
his  decision.  It  would  be  premature  to 
anticipate  his  decision  on  this  particular 
point. 

SPAIN  —  INTERNATIONAL  LAW—  SUR- 
RENDER OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  (for 
Sir  R.  AssHETOK  Cboss)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
with  reference  to  the  illegal  expulsion  of 
certain  Cuban  refugees  from  Gibraltar, 
What  steps  have  been  taken  to  procure 
their  release  by  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment; and  when  any  further  Papers 
will  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOB: 
Sir,  a  despatch  has  been  addressed  to 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid,  for 
commimication  to  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, stating  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  the  case,  and  the  grounds 
on  which  they  still  entertain  the  hope 
that  the  appeal  made  to  the  generosity 
of  the  Spanish  Government  on  behalf  of 
the  prisoners  will  meet  with  a  favourable 
response.  No  reply  from  the  Spanish 
Government  has  yet  been  received.  Fur- 
ther Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  at 
as  early  a  date  as  possible. 


ORDER    OF  THE  DAT. 
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the  Grown,  any  comments  upon  his 
official  acts  might  not  unfairly  oe  cha- 
racterized, as  some  others  had  rather 
unfairly  heen  described,  as  partaking  of 
the  character  of  ancient  history.  At  the 
same  time,  he  knew  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  think  he  was  acting 
with  any  discourtesy  towards  him  when 
he  said  that  the  Home  Secretary  haying 
drawn  that  inference  from  the  statement 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  he  felt 
bound  to  disclaim  in  any  shape  or  form 
its  being  assumed  from  his  silence  as  to 
the  specific  acts  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's administration  that  he  endorsed 
his  official  procedure.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  expect  him  to  pass 
any  opinion  on  the  Disturbance  Bill,  or 
the  Land  Act,  or  on  the  appointment  of 
Land  Oommissioners.  Those  matters  did 
not  come  within  the  purview  of  the 
Amendment,  and,  so  far  as  he  was  con* 
cerned,  he  was  disposed  to  pass  them  by. 
But  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  the 
Home  Secretary  informed  the  House, 
would  continue  to  be  responsible  for 
every  action  performed  by  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman's  administration  during 
his  existence  in  Office ;  and,  therefore, 
so  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  concerned,  he  did  not  feel  equally 
at  liberty  to  allow  them  to  remain  under 
the  impression  that  their  official  acts 
during  the  first  two  years  had  been  for- 
gotten by  the  country  or  condoned  by 
those  on  that  side  of  the  House.  The 
other  misapprehension  to  which  he 
had  referred  had  found  its  way  into 
the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  more  notably  into  that  of  the  At- 
torney  General  for  Lreland.  The  latter 
said  that  there  came  from  that  side  of 
the  House  nothing  but  encomiums  on 
the  administration  of  Lord  Spencer ;  and, 
therefore,  as  they  were  erroneously  sup- 
posed to  endorse  the  proceedings  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  and  had  heaped  nothing  but 
encomiums  on  Lord  Spencer,  there  must 
be  very  little  indeed  open  to  their 
censure.  But  the  misapprehension  to 
which  he  had  now  drawn  attention  was 
as  gross  a  one  as  that  of  which  he  had 
previously  spoken.  Now,  the  adminis* 
tration  of  Lord  Spencer  had  not  even 
been  referred  to  by  his  hon  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gorst),  with  one  exception^* 
namely,  the  administration  of  the  Grimes 
Act.  With  the  other  proceedings  of  his 
administration  the  speech  of  his  hon. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS   SPEECH. 

[ABJOTTBinSD  DXBATB.]     [siXTH  NIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [20th  February] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [15th  Feb- 
ruary.]— []8ee  page  98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

In  paragraph  10,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  upheld,"  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  and  we  venture  to 
express  our  earnest  hope  that  the  chanp^e  of 
policy  which  has  produced  these  results  will  be 
maintained,  and  that  no  further  attempts  will  be 
made  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons  disaf- 
fected to  Her  Majesty's  Kule,  by  concessions  to 
lawless  agitation;  and  that   the  existence  of 
dangerous  secret  societies  in  Dublin  and  other 
parts  of  the  Country  will  continue  to  be  met  by 
unremitting  energy  and  vigilance  on  the  part 
of  the  ExecntiTe,"'- (ifr.  Oortt,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  there  ap- 
peared to  be  some  misapprehension  on 
the  part  of  many  of  the  speakers  on  the 
opposite  side  with  regard  to  the  Amend* 
ment  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst), 
which  he  thought  it  was  desirable  should 
be  removed  from  the  mind  of  the  House, 
especially  as  those  misapprehensions  had 
found  their  way  into  the  speeches  of  the 
two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  House  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.    The  misapprehensions  to  which 
he  referred  were  these : — First,  that  the 
Amendment  of    his  hon.   and  learned 
Friend  in  any  way  expressed  approval 
of  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment prior  to  the  date  to  which  it  more 
particularly  called  attention.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,   by  a  method  of  reasoning 
which  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  could  not 
follow,  attempted  to  fasten  upon  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  position 
that  he  approved  of  the  official  career  of 
the  right  non.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  With 
Yogard  to  that,  he  would  simply  say 
that,  having  ceased  to  be  a  Mimster  of 
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and  learned  Friend  had  nothing  to  do. 
He  had  said  that  the  Gbyemment  of 
Lord  Spencer,  so  long  as  it  persevered 
in  this  course  of  action,  would  have  the 
support  of  that  side  of  the  House.  But 
he  must  not  be  supposed  for  one  moment 
by  sajring  that  to  express  an  opinion 
tiiat  Lord  Spencer,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Cabinet,  responsible  for  the  ffoyemment 
of  Ireland  during  &e  last  three  years, 
had  any  right  to  daim  the  gratitude  of 
his  countrymen  on  any  grounds  other 
than  those  to  which  he  had  just  now 
referred.  There  was  one  act  in  the 
official  career  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  which  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  say  deserved  the  recognition  of  the 
oounfoy,  and  one  act  only,  and  that  was 
his  withdrawal  from  the  position  he 
occupied.  In  the  same  way  Lord  Spencer 
would  upon  one  ground  alone  command 
the  confidence  of  those  who  sat  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House ;  and  that 
was  as  lone  as  his  Oovemment  per- 
severed  in  the  visorous  course  of  action 
upon  which  it  had  recently  entered. 
Now,  he  did  not  like  to  make  invidious 
comparisons.  But  tiie  Home  Secretary 
said  the  other  night  that  he  would  ac- 
cept the  assistance  of  anybody,  whoever 
he  was,  provided  that  his  energies  wwe 
enlisted  in  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order. « He  would  not  make  so  general  a 
statement  as  that ;  but  he  would  suppose 
the  case  of  a  person  offending  affainst 
the  ordinary  canons  of  domestic  life — 
let  him  say  in  being  guilty  of  the  im- 
prudence of  smoking  in  bed,  and  thus 
being  the  cause  of  setting  fire  to  his 
room;  and  then  saying  to  the  household — 
''  Do  not  raise  an  almn ;  the  fire  engine 
will  be  of  no  service,  for  I  do  not  behove 
that  water  is  at  all  an  effectual  element 
with  which  to  subdue  fire.  I  have  got  a 
patent  eztin^^sher  in  my  possession ;  it 
IS  charged  with  the  produce  of  an  Ameri- 
can oil  well ;  it  commonly  passes  by  the 
name  of  petroleum;  ana  though  there 
may  be  a  popular  superstition  as  to  the 
highly  inflammable  character  of  this  oil, 
yet,  if  you  trust  to  me,  and  not  call  the 
firemen,  I  will  put  out  the  fire.''  He 
thought  that  that  was  very  much  what 
had  been  done  by  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment,  including  Lord  Spencer,  up  to  a 
certain  time.  If,  however,  the  unfortunate 
man  who  had  been  the  cause  of  the  fire, 
whose  remedy  had  failed  to  ezting^uish 
the  fire,  and,  on  the  contrary,  had  pro- 
moted its  growth,  had  in  the  last  resort 
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risked  his  own  life  with  great  personal 
bravery  in  assisting  to  rescue  the  in- 
mates of  the  adjoining  house,  they  would 
not  be  justified  in  declining  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  aid  he  proffered  to 
those  who  suffered  from  the  calamity  he 
had  done  so  much  to  bring  about.  That 
was  the  position  of  the  Government  and 
Lord  Spencer  with  r^curd  to  Ireland  at 
the  present  time.  Their  exertions  now 
in  the  cause  of  that  law  and  order  they 
had  done  so  much  to  put  down  were 
gladly  accepted  by  the  Opposition,  and 
they  would  strenp^then  their  hands  in 
every  way  in  their  power.  On  Thurs- 
day, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary — who  was  not 
now  in  his  place — made  a  very  special 
appeal  to  him.  He  went  so  far  as  to 
intimate  that  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  was 
in  honour  bound,  as  an  English  gentle- 
man, to  offer  an  apology  for  certain  ex- 
pressions that  he  made  use  of  last  vear 
with  reference  to  what  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman — taking  advan- 
tage of  the  absence  of  his  Chief— made 
bold  to  call  the  **  Kilmainham  negotia- 
tions." He  thought  it  rather  too  bad  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Ghntleman 
to  so  describe  it.  He  should  remember 
that  the  Prime  Minister  said — '^  It  is  an 
act  done  without  any  negotiation,  pro- 
mise, or  engagement  whatever."  With- 
out playing  upon  words,  however,  he 
would  remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  and  the  House  that  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  observation  referred  to. 
He  remembered  veiy  well  what  took 
place,  because  the  incident  was  im- 
pressed on  his  mind  more  especially 
from  the  fact  that  during  the  time  that 
he  had  mixed  in  public  life  it  so  hap- 
pened that,  with  that  one  exception,  it 
never  fell  to  his  lot  to  apologize  for,  ex- 
plain, or  qualify  any  observation  that  he 
ever  made.  But  on  that  occasion  he  pur- 
sued a  course  which  was  peculiar,  as  he 
had  said,  in  his  political  career.  He 
was  charged  by  the  Prime  Minister  with 
having  used  what  he  considered  to  be 
strong  language  on  this  subject.  He 
was  charged  with  having  said  that  the 
Kilmainham — the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  having 
entered  the  House,  he  would  say  ''  ar- 
rangement," came  within  '<  measurable 
distence  of  infamy,"  and  was  scarcely 
distinguishable  from  an  act  of  the 
grossest  political  ooxruption.    Welli  he 
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at  once,  when  called  on,  offered  to  the 
Hooae  the  fullest  apology  in  his  power 
when  he  said— >' '  I  most  offer  my  apology 
for  the  extremely  inadec^nate  language 
in  which  I  referred  to  this  incident,  and 
the  exceedingly  mild  terms  which  I  ap- 
plied to  the  matter."     That  was  the 
apology  he  offered  at  the  time;   and 
since  then  a  ^^at  deal  had  happened  in 
oonneotion  with  this  subject.    They  had 
had  conrersations,  explanations,  and  re- 
ferences to  it,  of  yanous  kinds ;  and  if 
what  had  since  taken  place  had  thrown 
any  materially  fresh  light  on  the  question 
— ^had  enabled  him  to  form  an  opinion 
different  from  that  to  which  he  pre- 
▼ioosly  gaye  expression,  he  would,  in 
the  intensts  of  the  honourable  character 
of  public  life  in  this  country,  gladly 
withdraw  those  enressions,  and  regret 
that  he  oyer  used  them.    But  he  was 
BOfury  to  say  that  the  more  consideration 
he  had  been  enabled  to  giye  to   the 
matter  had  more  fully  oonfinned  the  im- 
pression he  originally  formed.    Charges 
of  that  kind,  howeyer,  in  his  opinion, 
ought  not  to  be  freely  bandied  about 
between   the   opposing   sides   of    the 
House  of  Oommons  without  any  notice 
being  taken  of  them ;  and,  therefore,  he 
would  remind  the  Goyemment  that  eyeiy 
opportunity  had  been  presented  to  them 
of  instituting  full  and  impartial  inquiry 
into  tiie  wh<He  of  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  this  incident,  but  that  that 
opportunity  had  not  been  ayailed  of  by 
them,  and  that  if  the  GK)yemment  of  the 
Queen  did  not  think  it  consistent  with 
their  sense  of  honour  to  remain  under 
charges  of  that  kind,  the  remedy  was  in 
their  own  hands.    The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  more  especially  drew 
attention  to  the  fEMst  that  he  (Mr.  J. 
IiOwther)said  that  the  nroceedings  which 
culminated  in  the  withdrawal  of  tiie  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  from  Office  were  set  in  motion 
by  a  state  of  things  that  had  ite  ramifi- 
cations within  the  cirde  of  the  Cabinet. 
What  he  said  was,  he  thought,  an  ex- 
pression of  an  opinion  which  was  shared 
in  by  the  great  mass  of  people  in  all 
parts  of  the  country.    They  had  seen 
that  articles  had  constantly  appeared  in 
certain  journals  which  were  popularly 
bcdieyed  not  to  be  whol^  dissociated 
from  die  influence  of  the  Caucus.    And 
the  Home    Secretary  desired  a  with- 
drawal of  the  statement — ^why?     Be- 
cause it  was  denied  by  the  right  hon. 


Member  for  Bradford.  He  would  re- 
mind the  Home  Secretaiy  that  they  had 
it  on  high  authority  that  "  in  yain  is 
a  net  spread  in  the  sight  of  any  bird." 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
was  the  last  man  to  be  aware  of  the 
machinations,  and  he  would  go  a  step 
farther,  and  acquit  the  Home  Secretary 
of  any  likelihood  to  possess  any  infor- 
mation for  precisely  similar  reasons,  for 
he  must  confess  to  hayinff  a  not  yezy 
indistinct  suroioion  that  ulb  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  was  marked  out  as  the  next 
yictim.  It  had  been  pointed  out  that 
the  Gbyemment  as  a  whole  were  respon- 
sible for  eyezy  offidal  act  committed 
during  their  continuance  in  Office,  and 
it  was  a  principle  which  they  could  not 
ignore.  More  than  once  he  had  said  that 
the  present  Goyemment,  finding  in  Ire- 
land a  comparatiye  state  of  oraer,  had 
succeeded  in  producing  a  condition  of 
affiurs  the  most  deplorable  that  oyer 
existed  in  any  country  in  the  world.  He 
was  scarcely  an  impartial  authority ;  but 
what  did  the  CMei  Secretary  say  of  the 
stote  of  thinffs  when  he  took  Office? 
He  said  that  he  found  the  best  elemente 
in  the  country  depressed,  and  the  worst 
elemente  triumphant.  This  was  after 
rather  more  than  two  years  of  that 
benign  rule  which  they  were  told  was 
to  bring  peace,  happiness,  and  content- 
ment to  Lreland.  The  Chief  Secretaiy 
went  on  to  giye  the  reason.    He  said — 

"When  we  went  to  Irelaad  last  May,  we 
found  society  prof onndlYdiaorganiced;  we  found 
the  best  elements  in  it  aepressed,  and  the  worst 
elements  triumphant.  And  how  should  it  he 
otherwise,  when^nstead  of  the  law  being  a  terror 
to  evil-doers,  eril-doers  were  a  terror  to  the  law- 
abiding  and  indnstrioos  P  There  Ib  no  country 
in  the  world  which  would  not  go  from  had  to 
worse  as  long  as  crime  was  unpumshed  in  pro- 
portion as  it  was  grave,  and  that  was  the  case 
in  Ireland." 

The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  was  not  alone 
in  that  opinion  of  the  result  of  his  Pre- 
decessor's policy ;  but  he  felt  a  natural 
delicacy  in  expressing  any  opmion  of 
his  own  tenure  of  Office.  Howeyer 
much  anyone  might  differ  firom  him, 
no  one  would  accuse  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Ghentleman  of  a  self-seeking  spirit.  But 
he  was  able  to  turn  to  another  impar- 
tial authori^  for  a  dear  and  definite 
expression  of  opinion  as  to  the  net  result 
of  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyem- 
ment in  Ireland  from  their  accession  to 
Office  up  to  the  present  time.    As  to 
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the  results  of  the  mingled  policy  of  con- 
ciliation and  coercion,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  speaking  on  the  1st 
of  February,  said — 

"Ireland  is  still  hostile  and  unreconciled. 
Coercion  has  failed  to  extort  submission.  Con- 
cession has  been  powerless  to  soften  her  ani- 
mosity. I  do  not  wonder  sometimes  that  dis- 
appointment should  fill  the  minds  of  men  whon 
they  see  the  efforts,  the  unexampled  and  unre- 
mitting efforts,  which  were  made  in  the  last  two 
Sessions  by  the  English  Parliament  to  do  justice 
to  Ireland,  met  by  words  of  malice  and  insult, 
and  followed  by  worse  than  words,  by  deeds,  by 
crime,  by  violence,  by  cowardly  assassinations." 

Personally,  he  had  been  subjected  to  a 
certain  amount  of,  perhaps,  not  over 
scrupulous  criticism;  he  had  been  hunted 
out  of  Office  and  out  of  Parliament ;  he 
had  been  denounced  up  hill  and  down 
dale  all  over  the  country ;  but  he  was 
happy  to  think  that  no  one  was  ever 
able  to  pronounce  upon  his  official 
career  such  a  deliyerance  as  he  had 
just  read.  In  the  Queen's  Speech  there 
was  a  return  to  the  old  optimist  delu- 
sions which  had  too  long  figured  in 
Boyal  Speeches  on  the  subject  of  Ire- 
land ;  there  was  still  the  old  fallacy  of 
material«improyement  in  the  state  of  the 
country.  He  was  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  state  of  the  country  since  the 

g resent  Government  had  been  in  Office 
ad  always  presented  this  one  feature, 
which  might  hold  out  the  promise  of 
rapid  improvement — that  it  was  in  such 
a  state  that  human  ingenuity  could  not 
conceive  of  the  possibility  of  its  being 
worse.  This  condition  of  things  pre- 
vailed last  year.  So  widely  did  the 
opinion  gain  ground  that  some  of  his 
own  Friends  were  disposed  to  concur 
with  the  Government  last  year  in  think* 
ing  that  at  last  they  were  about  to  touch 
the  bottom  of  the  apparently  fathomless 
abyss,  and  that  they  might  expect  im- 
provement. He  was  unable  to  share 
these  optimist  delusions,  and,  at  the  risk 
of  being  denounced  as  a  pessimist,  he 
pointed  out  that  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Government  based  their  hopeful  out- 
look were  misleading,  and  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  considerations  of  prac- 
tical men.  One  reason  assigned  was  that 
at  the  then  recent  Winter  Assizes  con- 
victions had  been  obtained  in  cases  of 
agrarian  outrage;  but  he  pointed  out 
that  these  sigpis  were  delusive,  because 
the  jurors,  who  had  courageously  done 
their  duty  before  their  God  and  their 
country,  were  special  jurors,  and  did  not 
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represent  the  popular  opinion  of  tlie 
country.  For  that  remark  he  brought 
down  upon  his  head  the  strong  denun- 
ciation of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  as- 
serted that  the  verdicts  indicated  an 
improved  state  of  public  feeling.  On 
the  contrary,  he  pointed  out  that  the 
jurors  in  question  were  drawn  from  a 
superior  class  of  society,  instead  of  from 
the  low  class  of  which  juries  were 
composed  under  that  most  mischievous 
of  measures,  LordO*Hagan's  Juries  Act. 
There  was,  as  he  had  before  remarked, 
a  recurrence  of  the  old  fallacy  in  the 
present  Queen's  Speech.  It  was  said 
that  there  was  a  sensible  diminution  of 
agrarian  crime,  and  that  the  law  was 
upheld,  and  this  was  regarded  as  a  sign 
of  improvement.  But  the  fact  was 
ignored  that  the  jurors  who  had  done 
their  duty  were  special  jurors,  and  in  no 
way  represented  the  masses  of  the  people. 
It  was  suggested  that  popular  feeling 
had  been  acted  upon,  not  by  the  Crimes 
Act  or  by  the  vigorous  administration  of 
the  Criminal  Law,  but  by  those  disturbing 
elements  which  were  popularly  known 
in  the  mouths  of  Ministerial  speakers  as 
remedial  measures.  No  one  pretended  or 
could  suppose  that  murderers  could  be 
reached  by  measures  of  that  kind.  If 
there  was  an  improved  feeling  one  might 
expect  to  find  it  in  the  attitude  of  the 
people  towards  criminals ;  and  yet  they 
found  that  crowds  assembled  daily  to 
cheer  persons  whom  the  Home  Secretary, 
with  his  judicial  mind,  termed  "culprits," 
but  whom  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  preferred 
to  describe  as  men  charged  with  very 
grave  crimes.  That  brought  him  to  a 
point  upon  which  he  would  like  to  say 
a  word — namely,  the  popular  feeling  in 
Ireland  with  regard  to  British  rule.  He 
had  stated  on  many  occasions  that,  in 
his  opinion,  a  large  numerical  proportion 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  bitterly  hos- 
tile to  British  rule.  It  was  a  fact  which 
he  deeply  deplored ;  but,  in  his  opinion, 
no  one  deserved  the  name  of  a  statesman 
who  declined  to  recog^nize  disagreeable 
facts  when  they  were  presented  unmis- 
takably to  his  view.  He  was  told  of 
someone  who  said  of  his  statement  to 
that  effect  last  year — "It  is  perfectly 
true,  but  he  should  never  have  said  so." 
On  the  contrary,  he  did  not  believe  in 
playing  the  rdU  of  the  ostrich,  and,  bury- 
ing their  heads  in  the  sand,  decline  to 
recognize  palpable  and  unpleasant  facts. 
It  was  said  that  in  Ireland  Government 
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was  nndnlj  centralized.    Nobody  disap- 
proved more  than  he  did  of  undue  cen- 
tralization. He  looked  upon  the  judicious 
co-operation  between  the  ordinary  ele- 
ments of  society  in  local  affairs  as  a  great 
national  boon.  He  had  always  considered 
the   action  of  the  unpaid  magistrates 
in  Ireland,  the  ex  officio  Guardians,  the 
fiscal  powers  exercised  by  country  gentle- 
men on  the  Grand  Juries,  and  the  respect- 
able  middle  classes  in  the  Municipal 
Coroorations  as  of  very  great  advantage 
in  Ireland.      What  was  the   state  of 
matters  now  ?    Where  were  the  country 
gentlemen  ?    They  were  in  London  or 
Paris.     Where  were  the  unpaid  magis- 
trates ?     Their  Hves  were  tnreatened — 
and  in  too  many  cases  they  had  been 
actually  taken — in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty.     Where  were  the  ex  officio  Guar- 
dians ?    They  were  hunted  out  of  the 
board  rooms.     That  was  the  centraliza- 
tion which  now  existed,  brought  about, 
he  ventored  to  say,  entirely  oy  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Gk>Yemment.    What  was  the 
remedy  for  this  centralisation?    They 
heard  it  popularly  remarked  that  some 
Members  of  the  Goyemment  entertained 
crotchets  very  closely  bearing  upon  the 
wildest  schemes  propounded  by  the  Party 
of  Home  Bule ;  and  he  hoped  before 
the  close  of  the  debate  to  hear  some 
authentic  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
Government  as  to  their  views  and  inten- 
tions on  this  important  subject.  Scarcely 
any  criminal  was  indicted  for  an  offence 
who  could  not  quote  in  his  defence  argu- 
ments which  had  been  used  by-  some 
Minister  of  the  Grown.     He  noticed  the 
other  day  the  proceedings  in  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  in  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy).    He  would  read  some  extracts 
from  an  account  of  what  passed  on  that 
occasion.     This  was  not  ancient  history, 
but  what  occurred  only  the  other  day, 
and  it  conveyed  a  lesson  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  lay  to  heart 
as  a  warning  against  indulging  in  vague 
and  reckless  language  in  the  fhture. 
This  was  what  tne  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  said— 

"  Bat,  mj  Lord,  I  would  aak  who  stated  that 
the  GoTonunent  we  ^haye  in  Ireland  is  the 
wont  form  of  GoTemment  in  Europe  P  If  I 
•aid  that  I  can  imagine  the  thundering  decla- 
mation that  would  be  hurled  against  me  b^  the 
Attorney  QeneraL  It  was  not  I  who  said  it ; 
it  is  the  statement  of  tiio  son  of  the  Prime 
'luuster,  the  son  of  the  (Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Qoreniment  who  is  bringing  forward 


this  prosecution.  '  The  principle  that  a  coun- 
try has  a  right  to  regulate  the  afiurs  of  neigh- 
bouring countries  for  its  own  oonTenienoe  is  a 
lawless  and  revolutionary  principlei  and  no 
doctrine  more  utterly  and  intensely  evil  was 
ever  hatched  within  the  precincts  of  the  Com- 
mune.' It  was  not  I  who  uttered  that  state- 
ment. It  is  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government." 

A^ain,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
said-^ 

''Who  told  the  Lancashire  electors  that.  .  .  . 
the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Churoh  had 
been  brought  about  by  the  intensity  of  Fenian- 
ism  F  Is  that  a  justification  of  Fenianism,  or  is 
it  not?  ....  That  expression  which  I  have 
quoted  is  entitled  to  be  used  as  the  charter  of 
every  secret  society  in  the  country.  Who  said 
that  the  blowing  down  of  Clerkenwell  Prj^n 
broup^ht  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
withm  the  range  of  practical  politics  P    If  it 

were  used  by  me it  woula  be  said  I  gave 

encouragement  to  secret  conspiraoies  to  indulge 
in  similtf  blowings  up,  in  burnings,  in  assassi- 
nations." 

It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  state 
who  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  in- 
formed the  Court  was  the  author  of  that 
most  mischievous  saving.  In  his  opi- 
nion, Her  Majesty's  Government  having 
stamped  out  every  independent  element 
that  stood  between  the  Executive  and 
the  masses  of  the  people,  having  de- 
prived themselves  oi^the  co-operation  of 
the  gentry  and  of  the  upper  and  the 
upper-middle  classes  in  Ireland,  now 
stood  face  to  face  with  a  hostile  and  dis- 
affected people.  It  was  right  that  the 
Government  should  clearly  realize  the 
position  in  which  they  were  placed.  If 
any  idea  were  entertained  that  the  sup- 
port of  the  people  could  be  purchased 
Dy  further  instalments  of  the  property 
of  the  loyal  and  well-affected  classes — 
if  any,  indeed,  remained  for  further  con- 
fiscation— such  an  idea  might  be  dis- 
missed as  illusory.  The  Government 
should  clearly  realize  the  fact  that  they 
had  to  face  the  task  of  governing  a 
country  against  the  wishes  and  the  opi- 
nions of  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
that  country.  This  was  not  a  pleasant 
task,  but  it  was  one  which  could  not  be 
made  more  pleasant  by  an  ignorant 
and  an  arrogant  optimism,  and  by 
denying  the  existence  of  palpable  facts. 
He  dia  not  say  that  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  would  always 
remain  in  a  state  of  ferment.  Dis- 
content in  Ireland  was  always  seething 
more  or  less  vehemently,  and  although 
the  dragon  of  discontent  was  some- 
times  scotched,    it  was   never  killed. 
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The  OoYemment,  by  a  wise  administra* 
tion  of  the  law,  and  bj  encouraging  the 
loyal  element  of  socieiy,  might  sncceed 
in  building  up  some  support  of  the 
British  Crown.  They  had  g^t  rid  of 
the  pillar  of  the  Church,  and  they  had 
got  rid  of  the  pillar  of  those  who  sup- 
ported law  and  order  among  the  owners 
of  property.  The  land,  under  the  aus- 
pices of  Her  Majesty's  Qoyemment,  had 
practically  been  handed  over  to  the  dis- 
affected elements  of  society ;  but,  never- 
theless, by  a  vigorous  administration  of 
the  law,  and  by  protecting  those  who 
were  in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  Bri- 
tish rule,  the  Government  might  succeed 
even  now  in  preserving  some  form  of  so- 
ciety in  Ireland.  In  conclusion,  he  ex- 
pressed a  wish  that  in  the  discussion  of 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham,  the 
House  would  realize  the  fact  that  there 
was  an  intention  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  to  sup- 
port the  GK>vernment  in  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  order,  without  for  a  moment 
withdrawing  the  opinion  they  had  always 
consistently  held,  that  the  greatest  evil 
which  had  hitherto  befallen  Ireland  was 
the  legislation  introduced  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

Me.  W.  B.  FOESTEE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther)    began    his   remarks    by  kindly 
saying  that  he  should  pass  by  all  my 
actions  in  the  Ofiice  in  which  I  succeeded 
him.     Perhaps  he  will  not  be  surprised 
if  I  think  I  may  return  the  compliment 
by  saying  that  I  can,  without  much  in- 
terference with  the  arguments  which 
ought  to  be  brought  forward  this  even- 
ing,  pass    by  his  speech.      Only  one 
remaric    I  will  make  with  regard  to 
it.    I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  really  produced   the  best   defence 
of  hon.  Mlembers  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  from  Ireland,   and  whom  I 
shall  have  further  to  allude  to  before  I 
sit  down.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  is   the  strongest    defence  ever 
xnade   for    them,   and  far  stronger,   I 
think,  than  any  thev  made  for  them- 
selves. Considering  the  deplorable  facts 
we  have  to  contend  with,    of  magis- 
trates   being    murdered,    of    ex   officio 
Guardians  being  hunted  out  of  Boards, 
what  did  he  say  ?  Not  that  it  was  owing 
to  what  we  considered  to  be  unscrupulous 
and  reckless  agitation,  but  that  it  was 
brought  about  by  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
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jesty's  Government.    There  could  not 
be  a  greater  apology  for  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gungway.     But  I  would  re- 
mind him  that  we  found  that  the  agita- 
tion was  already  begun,  and  in  striving^ 
to  put  it  down  we  had  no  assistance 
from  what  had  been  done  under  his  ad- 
ministration.     There  was  one  remark- 
able omission  in  the  speech  of  the  rig^ht 
hon.  Gentleman.    He  had  before  him  a 
very  important  Amendment — an  Amend- 
ment which  is  really  a  Vote  of  Censure  ; 
and  he,  perhaps,   of   all  Members   of 
the  Opposition,  is  the  one  who  would 
be  expected  to  give  their  reasons  for 
that  Vote  of    Censure,  as  it  concerns 
that  administration  which    he  himself 
at  one  time  conducted.    Not  one  word 
has  he  said  in  support  of  the  Amend- 
ment.   He  never  alluded  to  it,  except 
just  at  the  very  end,  when  he  said  that 
he  hoped  some  result  would  come  from  its 
discussion.    I  think  he  must  have  oome 
to  the  opinion  which,  I  imagine,  is  felt 
a  good  deal  on    the  other   side,    that 
although  there  is  an  advantage  in  the 
discussion,  it  was  a  mistake  to  have 
brought  forward  the  Amendment.    The 
Amendment,  if  carried,  will  have  the 
effect  of  destroying  the  Gbvemment  at 
a  critical  time.    No  one  can  doubt  that. 
It  must  be  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
weakening  the  Government.    If  it  was 
considered  necessary  to  bring  it  forward, 
no  argument  has  been  shown  or  proof 
adduced   in  favour  of  that  necessitj; 
because  the  hon.  and   learned   Mem- 
ber who  brought  it  forward,  and  those 
who  supported  him,  say  they  wish  to 
secure  that  there  should  be  firm  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  they  have  said  that 
they  fully  approve  of  me  policy  as  re- 

fards  law  and  order  since  my  noble 
'riend  (Earl  Spencer)  assisted  by  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretaxy, 
and  with  the  Cabinet  supporting  them, 
assumed  Office,  and  that  they  really  can 
find  no  fieiult  with  that  policy.  That 
being  so,  there  can  be  no  necessity  for  the 
Amendment.  It  may  be  said — **  Oh, 
this  is  only  a  mode  of  raising  a  dis- 
cussion, and  bringing  forward  in  strong 
language  a  Yote  of  Censure;  but  we 
know  it  cannot  be  carried,  and  we  mean 
it  to  be  a  sham  Motion."  But  I  must 
be  allowed  to  say  this  matter  is  too 
serious  to  be  treated  in  this  way.  I 
really  do  not  know  that  there  is  more 
to  be  said  regarding  the  Amendment 
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itself;  bat  1  suppose  some  remarks 
must  be  made  on  the  discussion  which 
has  followed  the  introduction  of  the 
Amendment.  Several  allusions  have 
been  made  to  myself,  and  to  the  dififer- 
eoce  which  I  was  forced  to  realize 
between  myself  and  my  Colleagues.  I 
wish  the  House  to  understand  that  I 
diould  not  have  referred  to  that  matter 
nalees  it  had  been  thus  brought  forward ; 
and  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  have 
referred  to  it  now,  but  that  there  are 
one  or  two  mistaken  impressions  which 
I  feel  it  is  due  to  myself,  as  well  as  to 
tbe  House,  that  I  should  endeavour  to 
remove.  Just  before  I  allude  to  them, 
may  I  make  one  statement  with  regard 
to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
nid,  and  what  other  Qentlemen  have 
laid.  All  difference  with  my  Colleagues 
was  confined  to  that  point  upon  which 
I  resigned.  I  am  responsible  for  all  that 
was  done  before  my  resignation.  I  joined 
with  them  in  this  responsibility,  and — I 
wish  to  make  this  statement — I  received 
from  them  loyal  support.  Allusions 
have  been  made  to  newspapers.  It  has 
not  been  my  habit  in  this  House  to  make 
any  allusions  or  reference  to  articles  in 
newspapers,  and  can  it  be  that  I  am 
supposed  to  have  been  driven  out  of 
Office  by  articles  in  newspapers?  Is 
there  any  Member  on  either  Front 
Bench  at  this  moment  who  would  be 
hounded  out  of  Office  by  articles  in 
newspapers?  We  have  to  deal  with 
articles  in  newspapers  often  enough, 
and  we  take  those  personal  articles 
for  what  they  are  worth,  knowing 
very  well  the  country  is  not  misled,  or 
even  very  much  led  by  them.  I  am 
sorry  to  have  to  make  any  reference  to 
this,  because  there  are  questions  of  infi- 
nitely more  importance  than  the  compa- 
ratively personal  one  whether  I  was 
right  or  wrong.  I  think  that  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, in  his  speech,  produced  two  im- 
pressions— I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Uoose  felt  them — but  I  think  I  must, 
to  some  extent,  allude  to  them.  I  think 
the  impression  was  given  that  I  origi- 
nated—I do  not  like  to  use  tho  word 
''n^^tiation  " — correspondence  or  com- 
monication 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  did 
not  say  that ;  I  said  you  promoted  it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  My  right 
iiOB.  and  learned  Friend  said  I  promoted 
it.    That  is  hardly  the  case.    This  com- 
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munication  had  begun,  and  the  result 
was  that  I  stated  that  I  should  take  the 
same  course  with  regard  to  the  three 
Members  of  Parliament  who  had  been 
arrested  as  ''  suspects  '*  as  I  should  take 
with  any  other  **  suspects ; "  that  if  I 
had  reason  to  believe  that  from  any  pub- 
lic promise  they  had  given  it  would  be 
safe  to  let  them  out,  I  should  let  them 
out.  I  did  not  ask  for  such  a  promise 
— I  should  never  have  thought  of  ask- 
ing for  it — but  if  it  had  been  offered,  I 
should  have  undoubtedly  thought  it  ad- 
visable to  accept  it.  Why  should  I  have 
accepted  it  ?  Mainly  on  this  account — 
that  this  public  promise  would  have  de^ 
prived  those  hon.  Members  of  what  I 
conceived  to  be  their  power  for  evil 
which  they  had  been  using.  I  may  add 
that  directly  that  promise  had  been 
made,  all  the  American  subsidies  to  the 
Land  League  would  have  disappeared. 
What  has  since  happened  has  caused  a 
very  great  disappearance  of  those  subsi- 
dies. I  must  say  that  I  did  not  expect 
this  promise.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  George 
Russell)  is  right  in  that  supposition.  I 
thought  it  was  just  possible  that  the 
promise  might  be  made.  I  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell)  might  have  found  out 
whither  the  course  he  was  following  was 
leading.  But  I  was  not  sanguine  in 
that  matter.  My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  mentioned  some  words  that  I 
used  with  reference  to  the  visit  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea),  in 
which  I  said  there  was  hope  and  expec- 
tation. But  he  did  not  give  the  words 
which  immediately  followed.  The  words 
were — **  I  must  say  I  was  not  sanguine 
as  to  the  result  of  the  visit  of  the  hon. 
Member."  The  next  impression  which 
I  wish  to  remove  is  this.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  seemed  to  suppose, 
and  perhaps  the  House  would  suppose, 
that  it  was  solely  because  the  assurances 
were  not  satisfactory  to  me,  but  were 
satisfactory  to  him  and  the  rest  of  my 
Colleagues,  that  I  left  the  Cabinet.  That 
is  not  the  way  in  which  I  should  put  it. 
It  was  because,  not  receiving  assurances 
which  I  repeat  I  did  not  expect,  I  did 
not  get  the  fresh  powers  which  I  thought 
absolutely  necessary.  It  is  true  the 
assurances  were  not  satisfactory  to  me 
because  they  were  conditional  upon 
the  Arrears  Bill,  and  because  I  did 
not  want  assistance  from  Mr.  Sheridan, 
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or  from  any  other  organizer  of  the 
Land  League.  I  must  admit  that  I 
tlioiiglit  these  assurances  were  not  only 
not  satisfactory,  but  I  did  not  desire  any 
private  communications  with  the  **  sus- 
pects." I  felt  that  it  would  do  more  harm 
than  good — that  it  would  give  the  impres- 
sion in  Ireland  that  we  could  not  govern 
without  the  assistance  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork.  I  may  also 
mention  that  the  name  of  Sheridan 
shocked  me.  I  am  quite  sure  that,  had 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
my  experience,  it  would  have  shocked 
him  also.  Nothing  can  be  more  mis- 
taken than  the  supposition  which  has 
been  made,  that  Sheridan  has  been  made 
use  of  by  the  Government.  That  is  an 
absolutely  unfounded  supposition.  From 
the  moment  that  the  Crimes  Act  was 
brought  forward,  or  Notice  given  of  it, 
Sheridan,  I  believe,  took  very  good  care 
not  to  be  in  Ireland.  It  was  perfectly 
true  the  warrant  under  the  Protection 
Act  was  not  cancelled,  and  even  when 
that  Act  expired  Shendan  did  not  return. 
The  chief  and  main  reason  why  I  could 
not,  under  the  circumstances,  assent  to 
the  release,  was  that  we  had  obtained  no 
fresh  powers.  What  was  our  position  ? 
It  was  clear  that  we  wanted  those  fresh 
powers.  I  am  not  going  to  fight  the 
battle  over  again  with  regard  to  the 
Protection  Act.  I  do  not  propose  now 
to  defend  my  administration  of  it.  [Mr. 
Caxlan  :  Hear,  hear !]  I  am  ready  to 
answer  any  detailed  charges  with  regard 
to  our  policy  if  anyone  makes  them. 

Mr.     O'KELLY:     Mr.     Speaker, 

before  the  right   hon.   Gentleman 

["Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  possession  of  the  House. 
He  is  entitled  to  proceed  without  inter- 
ruption. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  the  hon.  Member  was  going 
to  make  the  charge  that  I  have  heard, 
that  I  was  too  lenient  in  the  administra- 
tion. Undoubtedly  that  Act  would  have 
been  more  efficient  if  we  had  had  it  two 
months  earlier.  It  was  stated  that  it 
would  have  been  more  efficient  if  a  larger 
number  of  arrests  had  been  made  at 
first,  or  if  the  leaders  of  the  agitation  had 
been  then  arrested.  I  would  ask  those 
hon.  Members  who  entertain  that  opi- 
nion to  consider  what  would  have  been 
the  feeling  of  the  country,  or  of  the 
House,  if  that  course  had  been  taken. 
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Tou  must  judge  by  what  was  the  state 
of  things  at  the  time — by  the  knowledge 
of  the  country  generally  of  the  agita- 
tion, and  not  by  my  own  knowledge.     I 
had  to  consider,  from  time  to  time,  what 
could  be  done,  and  I  had  to  sacrifice — 
as  I  believe  any  man  in  my  position  who 
attempted  to  do  his  duty  would  have 
sacrificed — sometimes  my  own  opinion, 
and  sometimes,  as  I  well  knew,  my  own 
reputation,  for  the  good  of  the  country. 
It  would  have  been  no  advantage  to  the 
cause  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland  to 
have  brought  forward  measures  which 
we  knew  would    be    contrary  to    the 
public    opinion    of   the    country,     and 
could  not  be  passed.     Nothing  would 
have  been  a  greater  success  to  those  who 
were  opposed  to  law  and  order  than  for 
us  to  have  taken  such  a  course.     With 
regard  to  the  Protection  Act,  I  must  say 
this.     It  would  have  been  very  much 
more  efficient  if  we  had  combined  with 
it  some  of  the  powers  now  possessed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     But  I  do  not 
believe    that    the    House   would   have 
granted  the  powers  at  that  time.  I  must 
say,  in  addition,  that  at  that  time  it  would 
not  have  been  safe  to  rely  solely  upon 
even  such  an  Act  as  that  which  has  been 
passed.  That  Act  depends  upon  witnesses 
giving  their  evidence  ;  and  without  some- 
thing   like  the  Protection  Act  that  I 
brought  forward  those  witnesses  would 
not  have  been  so  ready  to  appear.  While 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
was  in  the  full  power  of  his  agitation,  I 
do  not  know  that  even  the  Crimes  Act 
would  have  stopped  the  agitation.  While 
he  was  in  full  power  witnesses  were 
afraid  to  come  forward  ;  and  this,  at  any 
rate,  the  Protection  Act  did  do — it  struck 
from  him  his  principal  weapon  to  a  great 
extent— the  weapon  of    ''Boycotting." 
Respectable  Boycottors  did  not  like  Kil- 
mainham,  and  it  enabled  me  to  depose 
the  ''uncrowned  King  of  Ireland,"  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  called  him. 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  It  enabled 
me  to  depose  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.  It  also  enabled 
me  to  break  up  the  Land  League ; 
and,  undoubtedly,  by  the  help  of  that 
Act,  we  were  beginning  to  produce 
a  somewhat  better  state  of  things.  It 
is  not  true  that  there  were  more  mur- 
ders.   The  murders  were  diminishing. 
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April  was  a  hopeful  month ;  and  if  Kil- 
mainham  vas  very  little  terror  to  the 
morderery    it  certainly    prevented    his 
committing    murder.      Murders    were 
stopped  and  checked  in  many  districts 
of  Ireland.     No  wonder.     For  instance, 
I  could  mention  a  district  in  which  at 
one  time  I  had  shut  up  almost  every  pos- 
sible murderer.  Undoubtedly  we  wanted 
firreater  power  against  secret  societies. 
The  Protection  Act  gave  us  little  power 
to  contend  with  secret  societies.    I  dare- 
say we  shall  be  told — '*Does  not  that 
show  what  a  g^eat  mistake  you  have 
made.     It  was  you  who  caused  the  secret 
societies."     [Loud  Irish  cheers'].    Those 
Gentlemen  cheered  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Lowther).  I  wonder 
he  does  not  cheer  them  in  return.  What 
does  that  cheer  mean  ?    It  means  that 
the  Government  should  allow  an  open 
defiance  of    the  law — should   allow    a 
system  of  terrorism  to  take  advantage  of 
laws  which  have  been  made  for  a  per- 
fectly different  state  of  things,  and  not 
dealing  with  such  an  agitation  as  we  have 
had  to  deal  with — that  they  should  allow 
that  terrorism  to  continue  unchecked,  and 
let  the  unwritten  law  replace  the  law  of 
the  land,  because,  if  those  trying  to  break 
the  law  were  defeated  in  that  object,  they 
might  resort  to  secret  societies.    It  is 
not  my  opinion  that  we  ought  to  take 
that  course.     We  were  bound  to  assert 
the  law  of   the  land  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his 
Friends.     And  if   secret  societies  fol- 
lowed from  our  so  doing,   the  blame 
lies  on  him  and  his  Friends  ;  for  when 
action  at   their   instigation — '^  Boycot- 
ting," for  instance — was  found  difficult, 
or  impossible,   or  dangerous,  then  the 
men  who   were  following  their  advice 
took,  not  very  unnaturally,   to    secret 
societies,  to  outrage  and  murder.  I  must 
just  say  one  word  with  regard  to  the 
Crimes  Act,  which,  I  am  glad  to  say,  has 
been  passed  and  firmly  acted  upon  since 
I  left  Office.     I  desire  to  correct  one  un- 
intentional misapprehension  with  regard 
to  that  Act.  I  should  not  have  mentioned 
the  matter  had  not  reference  been  made 
to  it  by  my  late  Colleagues ;  but  it  is  not 
quite  correct  to  say  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Grimes  Act  had  been  accepted  by 
the  Cabinet  before  my  resignation.  I  had 
let  my  Colleagues  know  what  I  thought 
should  be  the  main  provisions  of  that 
Bill,  the  introduction  of   which  I  re- 
garded as  necessary  and  urgent,  and  I 


had  had  a  draft  prepared  ;  but,  in  point 
of  fact,  the  Cabinet  had  come  to  no  actual 
decision  with  regard  to  those  provisions, 
although  it  was  admitted  by  all  of  us 
that  some  Bill  of  the  kind  was  abso- 
lutely necessary.  I  should  have  made 
no  allusion  to  anything  about  the 
Cabinet  having  come  to  a  conclusion, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  remark  made 
by  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  William  Harcourt).  Let  not  the 
House  for  one  moment  suppose  that 
my  Colleagues  had  opposed  those  pro- 
visions, or  that  I  had  any  notion 
at  the  time  that  they  would  oppose 
them— all  I  say  is,  that  they  had 
not  agreed  to  them  before  my  resigna- 
tion. That  was  the  condition  of  affairs 
when  the  question  of  the  release  of  the 
three  Members  of  Parliament  came  be- 
fore us.  Then  came  in  the  question  of 
time,  which,  to  my  mind,  was  a  very 
serious  question.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
can  do  better  than  read  to  the  House 
what  I  stated  to  the  House  at  the  time 
of  my  resignation.  After  saying  that  I 
believed  that  since  that  battle  was 
begun — that  is,  the  battle  of  law  and 
order,  which  was  begun  in  the  time  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  my  Predecessor 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther) — there  never  was  a 
time  in  which  it  was  more  dangerous  to 
relax  the  authority  of  the  law,  I  went 
on  to  say  that — 

**  There  was  a  third  condition,  and  that  was 
the  one  to  which  I  myself  looked  forward  as 
the  condition  upon  which  we  should  he  ahle  to 
opon  the  prison  doors.  That  was  the  passing  of 
a  fresh  Act,  which  seemed  to  be  required  hy 
the  special  circumstances." 

I  then  said  that  I  did  not  think  that  if 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
had  been  in  Ireland  he  would  have  given 
the  Kules  of  Procedure  the  preference. 
After  alluding  to  what  I  conceived 
should  be  the  chief  and  main  provisions 
of  the  Act — namely,  greater  certainty  of 
punishment  and  more  appeals  to  districts 
to  make  them  interested  in  the  preven- 
tion of  crime — I  went  on  to  say  that — 

*'  The  Act  should  be  passed,  and  then  I  had 
fully  hoped  that  we  might,  at  any  rate,  have 
tried  the  experiment  not  merely  of  releasing 
these  three  Gentlemen,  or  those  who  were  ar- 
rested on  similar  pounds,  hut  of  releasing  all 
whom  we  had  detained  without  trial." 

This  matter  of  the  difference  of  time  of 
release  before  the  fresh  powers  were 
obtained  may  seem  unimportant ;  but 
I  had  to  consider  the  government  of 
Ireland,  and,  to  my  mind,  it  would  have 
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made  all  the  difTerence.    I  believe  that 
if  these  terrible  murders  had  not  hap- 
pened— if   there    had    been    no    other 
immediate  outbreak,  somewhat  similar 
to  those  murders,  obliging  a  Crimes  Act 
to  be  pressed  forward — Ireland  would 
speedily  have  become  almost  ungovern- 
able ;  and  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
have  thought  that,  in  fact,  it  was  the 
hon.    Member   for    the    City  of   Cork 
who  was  governing  Ireland.     Now,  I 
have  very  nearly  said  all    I    have   to 
say  upon  this  matter.    There  has  been 
a  great  deal  of  almost  grotesque  state- 
ment with  regard  to  it ;  but  I  will  give 
what  I  believe  was  the  simple  meaning. 
My  Colleagues  had  not  been  in  Ireland, 
and  I  had.     Had  I  been  in  their  place, 
I    might,    perhaps,    have    thought  as 
they  did ;  but  if  they  had  been  in  mine 
I  believe  many  of  them  would  have  done 
as  I  did.     That  is  the  only  difference. 
We  agreed  upon  other  matters  ;  and  I 
cannot  say  how  entirely  I  support  their 
action    ever    since    this    difference     of 
opinion  occurred.     I   was  delighted  to 
hear  how  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  acknowledged  the  firmness, 
discretion,  and  ability  of  the  adminis- 
tration   of   Lord    Spencer  and  of   my 
right    hon.     Friend    (Mr.    Trevelyan). 
One    word    I    must    say  with    regard 
to  the  administrative  changes  to  which 
my    right    hon.    and    learned    Friend 
the    Home    Secretary  alludes,   and    I 
simply  say  that  in  vindication  of  the 
police    both    in    Dublin    and    in    the 
country.      My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  not,  I  am  sure,  intend  to 
make  a  charge  against  them  ;  but  natu- 
rally they  are  a  sensitive  body — they  can- 
not but  be  so,  with  their  dangers.  What 
has  happened  with  regard  to  the  police 
is  this.     I  am  not  aware — and  I  think 
my  right  hon.  Friend  my  Successor  will 
confirm  me  in  saying   that  I  am  not 
aware— of    any    administrative  change 
that  has  been  made.     There  has  been 
the  appointment  of  a  most  able  and 
courageous  gentleman  (Mr.  Jenkinson). 
The  only  other  administrative  change,  so 
called,  was  one  which  I  myself  initiated, 
and  that  was  the  dividing  the  disordered 
parts  of  Ireland  into   districts,  which 
were  put  under  special  magistrates,  in 
whom  we  had  full  confidence,  and  which 
I  am  glad  to  find  has  not  only  not  been 
discontinued,   but  has  been  continued 
and  further  developed  by  Lord  Spencer. 
But  it  is  said  that  the  police  are  more 
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effective  now  than  ever  they  were.    ITes. 
But  why?      Because  they  have   tnore 
powers.    I  do  not  like  to  name  them 
individually,   because  I   do  not   know 
how  far  they  would  be  safe  were  I  to 
do  so,  as  it  might  increase  their  dan- 
gers ;   but  there  are  men,  both  in   and 
out    of    Dublin,  whose  lives  I  know, 
and  they  themselves  knew,  were  in  the 
greatest  possible   danger  from    day  to 
day,  owing  to  their  attempts  to  detect 
crime.     They  were   frequently  on    the 
right  clue;    but  they  were  unable    to 
follow  it  up  until  these  fresh  powers 
were  given  them.    Take,  for  example, 
one  clause  of  the  Act  to  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  below  the  Gang-waj 
objected — and  I  am  not  surprised  at  it — 
which  has  enabled  witnesses  to  be  pri- 
vately examined.    [Mr.  O'Kellt  :  The 
Inquisition.*]  Inquiry  was  necessary  into 
the  murders  that  were  going  on.     That 
clause  has  undoubtedly  given  the  power 
by  which  men  who  murdered  innocent 
men  will,  in  alL probability,  be  brought 
to  punishment,  and  by  which  innocent 
men  are    made    safer    in    the    future. 
Under  that  clause  it  will  become  more 
difficult,  nay,  perhaps  almost  impossible, 
for  agitation  to  be  carried  on  by  the  fear 
of  those  innocent  men  that  they  may  be 
murdered  or  maimed.    That  has  become 
less  likely  on  account  of  this  inquiry, 
which  has  given   great    power  to   the 
police.     I  will  just  say  one  word  more 
about  the  Amendment.     May  I  make  an 
appeal  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  or,  if  he  is  not 
very  accessible  to  it,  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
whether  it  would  not  be  advisable,  as 
we  are  all  agreed,  with  very  slight  ex- 
ception, in   admiration  of  the   present 
government  of  Lord  Spencer,   and  as 
such  an  Amendment  as  this,  if  carried, 
would  destroy,  and  cannot  do  anything 
but  weaken  that  Government,  to  be  con- 
tent with  the  discussion  and  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment  ?    I  feel  I  cannot 
sit  down   without  making  some   other 
remarks.      Just     one     remark    on     a 
speech  that  was  made  yesterday.     I  am 
not  in  the  habit  generally  of  replying 
to  any  thing  that  is  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell). 
But  there  are  some  charges  which  can- 
not be  made  by   anyone  without  the 
necessity  of  some  reply  being  made  to 
them.     I  understood  him  to  say  that  I 
had  beon  the  cause  of  frequent  collisions 
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"^tli    the  people,   and  of   numbers  of 
^women  and  children  falling  before  buck- 
abot  cartridges.    I  must  just  state  what 
^ore  the  losses  of  life  during  my  term  of 
OfBce.    I  confess  that  I  do  look  back  with 
satisfaction  to  the  fact  that,  notwith- 
the  comparatiyelj  powerful  re- 
siatctnee  to  the  law  at  the  time,  notwith- 
at&nding  the  e£Fbrts  to  stimulate  mis- 
guided men  in  that  resistance,  I  did 
manage  to  get  through  with  so  little 
collision,  and  that  by  accumulating  large 
forces  where  collision  was  expected,  and 
by  giving  warning  that  that  force  would, 
if  necessary,  be  used,  I  did  manage  to 
prevent  loss  of  life  beyond  what  I  believe 
expected  on    either    side.    There 
six  persons  killed  besides  police- 
men during  my  tenure  of  Office.     On  the 
lat  of  June,  1881,  a  large  force  of  police 
were  assembled  at  Bodyke,  in  County 
Clare,  to  protect  a  process-server.    A 
riot  took  place ;  the  police  had  to  charge 
tbe  people,  and  one  man  was  killed. 
Am  I  to  blame  for  that  ?    In  Kilkenny, 
at  a  Land  League  meeting  at  Ballyrag- 
get  on   the   9th   of  October,    1881,   a 
collision  took  place  between  the  police 
and  the  people.    Twenty  police  were 
injured,  and  one  of  the  mob  was  killed 
by  a  bayonet  thrust.    Am  I  or  the  police 
to  blame  for  that?    In  County  Siigo, 
on  the  2nd  of  April,  1881,  four  police- 
men,   protecting    process-servers,  were 
attacked  by  a  mob,  and  one  of  them  was 
most  bratslly  murdered  ;  the  police  fired, 
and  killed  two  men.  They  were  perfectly 
justified  in  doing  so.    Nor  in  another 
case — which  I  admit  was  a  sorrowful 
one — was  anyone  to  blame.    It  was  not 
a  case  of  protecting  servers  of  process  for 
rent,  but  of  protecting  those  who  were 
serving  notices  for  the  poor  rate.     On 
the  27th  of  October,  1881,  at  Gratnill, 
County  Mayo,  the  police  were  resisted, 
and  were  put  in  great  danger,  and  then 
they  fired,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  two 
women   received  wounds  resulting  in 
death.     [Mr.  O'Kelly:  From  bayonet 
wounds.  J    No ;  I  satisfied  myself  upon 
that   point.     They  were    not  bayonet 
wounds. 

Mb.  O'KELLY:  Why  did  you  not 
allow  the  police  to  be  tried  ?  [^Criei  of 
"Name!"] 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  call  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bosoommon  not  further 
to  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
If  he  does,  I  shall  have  to  Name  him  to 
^e  £(ouse, 


Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  am  well 
aware  of  what  was  stated  by  the 
Coroner's  Jury,  and  of  the  verdict  of 
the  Coroner's  Jury,  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that,  if  the  Coroners'  Juries  had  been 
left  alone,  many  legal  murders  would 
have  been  committed.  [Mr.  Callan  : 
Ballina.]  I  have  nothing  to  do  with 
that.  It  took  place  after  I  left  Office. 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'CoNNOB :  The  day  after.] 
Now  I  will  say  nothing  more  about  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan.  [Mr. 
Callan:  Quite  enough.]  I  had  fully 
expected  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  would  have  spoken  in  this 
debate.  I  should  have  troubled  the 
House  earlier,  but  I  thought  he  would 
think  it  right  to  do  so.  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  recent  disclosures  are  not 
proofs ;  but  it  is  also  true  that  they 
have  increased,  not  merely  in  this  House, 
but  throughout  the  country,  the  sus- 
picion which  formerly  existed  that  the 
Land  League  organization,  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  is  the  Chief,  was  oon- 
oerned  in  the  outrages  that  took  place. 
I  think  that  public  opinion  was  ex- 

fressed  in  this  House  and  the  Press — 
Mr.  O'Kellt  :  The  English  Press]— 
when  it  was  said  that  Members  of  this 
House  did  expect  that  the  hon.  Member, 
considering  what  the  charge  was,  would 
have  attempted  to  remove  that  suspicion. 
[Mr.  Pabnell  :  What  charge  ?]  That 
it  was  expected  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  would  have  done  so 
at  the  first  meeting  of  the  House  with- 
out this  Motion— -[Mr.  Biooar:  What 
is  the  charge  ?]  —  at  any  rate,  that 
he  would  have  taken  the  opportunity 
a£Fbrded  him  by  this  Motion.  I  under* 
stand  that  he  will  address  the  House 
either  in  this  debate  or  in  moving  his 
own  Amendment.  Now,  I  wish  to  state 
that,  in  my  opinion — and  I  believe  that 
it  will  be  the  opinion  of  many  others — 
no  mere  disclaimer  of  connection  with 
outrage  will  be  sufficient.  We  have  had 
disclaimers  before ;  I  am  told  that  James 
Carey  even  wrote  a  letter  of  condolence 
to  Miss  Burke  on  the  murder  of  her 
brother.  Do  not  let  the  hon.  Member 
suppose  that  I  charge  him  with  having 
planned  any  murder,  or  with  complicity 
with  murder.  But  I  wish  there  to  be  no 
mistake  that  this  I  do  charge  the  hon.  . 
Member  and  his  Friends  with.  He  and 
they  allowed  themselves  to  continue  the 
leaders — he  the  avowed  Chief— of  an 
organization  which  not  merely  ostensibly 
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advised  and  urged  the  ruin  of  those  who 
opposed  them,  and  avowed  that  doctrine 
of  **  Boycotting,"   which  was  to  make 
life  almost  more  miserable  than  death, 
but  which  set  on  foot  an  agitation,  which 
organized  or  promoted  outrage  and  in- 
cited to  murder,  of  which  the  natural 
result  and  outcome  was  murder,   and 
the  hon.  Member  ought  to  have  known 
this  to  be  the  natural  outcome.    It  is 
very  hard  for  me  to  understand  how  he 
did  not  know  it,  and  how  he  did  not 
separate  himself  from  it  altogether,  and 
disavow  and  denounce  it.     Now,  let  me 
illustrate  my  meaning.     We  have  heard 
of  cases  in  which  Gentlemen  get  into 
this  House,  and  get  out  of  it,  by  bribery. 
Very  often  the  candidate  or  the  Member 
is  not  found  guilty  of  bribery  himself. 
What  happens  is  this — that  he  gives 
money,  but  takes  very  good  care  not  to 
know  what  are  the  acts  of  bribery.   But 
the  bribery  becomes  rampant ;  and  it  is 
very  hard,  I  believe,  in  some  cases  to 
say  that  these  candidates  have  not  known 
very  well  what  were  the  means  by  which 
they  hoped  to  get  a  seat  in  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of  Cork 
was  not  merely  in  the  position  of  a  can- 
didate ;  he  was  also  in  the  position  of 
the  Chairman  of  an  Election  Committee. 
He  was  the  man  who,  more  than  any 
otheri  derived  advantage   and  power, 
until  we  took  it  from  him — power  by 
help  of  this  terrorism.    What  I  say  is — 
he  has  to  show  us  how  it  was  that  he  did 
not  find  out  that  this  terrorism  was  so 
used,  and  what  steps  he  took  to  find  it 
out,  or  what  steps  he  took  to  discourage 
it ;  but  we  know  that  he  took  none,  and 
we  know  that  he  remained  content  to 
reap  the  advantages  of  this  agitation. 
The  hon.  Member,  I  have  no  doubt,  will 
make  a  full  speech.  It  is  rather  difficult 
to  discover  whether  he  means  to  perse- 
vere in  his  Amendment.    All  I  have 
heard  was  that  we  should  get  a  few  re- 
marks to-night,  and  possibly  might  have 
the  Amendment  also.     I  should  like  to 
give  him  some  assistance  in  framing  his 
speech  upon   the  Amendment.     There 
are  several  points,  and  detailed  points, 
upon   which  I  think  the  House  would 
expect    information,   and    the    country 
would  be  glad  to  get  information.  Ques- 
.  tions  have  been  asked  about  the  funds 
of  the  Land  League.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan    (Mr.   O'Donnell)    was 
very  bold  with  regard  to  these  funds ; 
but  nobody  suspects  him  of  being  in  the 
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counsels  of  the  League.     I  cannot  con- 
ceive any  sane  men,  connected  or  bound 
together  for  any  purpose,  bad  or  g-ood, 
admitting  the  hon.  Member  into  their 
counsels.     Now,   Sir,    what  I   want    to 
know  is  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
the    City  of   Cork,    either    before     liis 
arrest  or  since  his  release,  has  found 
out    what  has    been   done  with  those 
funds  ?      The    hon.   Member    for    the 
City  of  Cork  will,  no   doubt,  say  that 
during  the  time  he  was  in  Kilmainham 
he  knew  nothing.     Certainly  I  did  all  I 
could  to  prevent  communications  between 
him  and  his  associates  outside.  I  earned 
opprobrium  by  sending  Mr.   Brennan 
away  and  isolating    him.     Supposing*, 
however,   that  the  hon.   Member  was, 
as  I  hoped  he  was,  but  as  I  fear   he 
was  not,  shut  out  from  communication 
with  his  friends,  what  steps  did  he  take 
before  this  arrest  to  find  out  how  these 
funds  were  used,  and  what  step  has  he 
taken  since  his  release  ?    I  have  two  or 
three  questions  perhaps  more  detailed  to 
ask,  and  they  shall  relate  to  the  period 
before  the  arrest,  so  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  not  be  able  to  plead  his  resi- 
dence at  Kilmainham  as  a  reason  for  not 
according  the  information.    I  will  first, 
however,  make  one  remark  with  regard 
to  crime  before  and  after  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's release.    It  does  so  happen  that 
as  regards  the  most  serious  offence,  mur- 
der— and  I  ask  my  hon.   Friend   the 
Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Oollings) 
to  pay  attention  to  this — that  for  the 
three  months  before  the  release  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  there 
were  five  agrarian  murders,  and  in  the 
three  months  afterwards  there  were  nine, 
not  including  the  murders  of  Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish  and  Mr.  Burke  as  agrarian 
murders.      Now,   I  will  ask  questions 
relating  to  the  period  before  his  arrest, 
and  I  will  give  dates  and  particulars. 
I  ask  them  because  I  want  to  know  how 
far  the  hon.  Member  inquired  into  the 
actions  of  those  with  whom  he  was  asso- 
ciated ?    He  was,  and  is,  responsible  for 
them ;  and  the  only  ground  upon  which 
he  can   escape   responsibility  is    utter 
ignorance  of  their  conduct ;  and  if  there 
was  utter  ignorance,  it  was  a  careless 
and,  I  may  say,  a  reckless  ignorance.    I 
cannot  believe  in  his  absolute  ignorance. 
Did  the  hon.  Member,  for  instance,  in- 
quire into  the  actions  of  his  trusted  col- 
league, Mr.  Brennan,  the  paid  Secretary 
of  the  Land  League  of  which  he  was 
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Preeident  ?  [Mr.  Pabkbll  assented.! 
The  hon.  Member  sajs  he  did  inquire.  1 
ask  whether  these  facts  came  before  him  ? 
He  must  recollect  that  in  the  winter  of 
1880-1  an  unfortunate  child  was  mur- 
dered at  Salford  by  an  explosion  of 
dynamite.  Eeference  was  made  to  the 
subject  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
the  hon.  Member,  being  the  President 
of  the  Xiand  League,  then  expressed  him- 
self thus — 

**  The  only  reason  for  this  panic,"  said  the 
hoin.  Member,  "  was  that  a  tin  containing  d}ma- 
mite  was  exploded  at  Salford,  and  the  circum- 
atances  pointed  to  its  being  meant  as  a  practical 
joke." 

What  did  his  paid  Secretary,  the  man 
who  had  heen  with  him  in  America-— 
[**  No  !  "J — well,  with  him  at  the  same 
time  when  he  was  in  America  ?  [ '  *  No !  "1 

Ma.  O'DONNELL:  The  well-in- 
formed  Chief  Secretary ! 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  We  are  now 
talking  of  what  he  did  while  he  was 
the  Secretary  of  his  Land  League.  On 
that  Tery  day  this  **  practical  joke"  wa,s 
thus  spoken  of.  Mr.  Brennan  wrote  to 
The  JrUh  JForU-^ 

"  All  sorts  of  theoiies  are  afloat  concerning 
this  explosion ;  but  the  truly  loyal  one  is  that 
Fenianism  did  it." 

This  ia  what  Mr.  Brennan,  writing  as  Se- 
cretary of  the  Land  League,  said  to  his 
friends  in  America,  in  order  to  keep  up 
the  flow  of  subscriptions.    This  is  the 
impreasion  he  gave — Dynamite  and  con- 
spiracy are  succeeding ;  the  light  is  be- 
ginning to  spread ;  give  us  more  money. 
Did  the  hon.  Member  not  see  that  let- 
ter?    [Mr.   Parnell  dissented.]    Oh! 
he  did  not.     Then  it  does  surprise  me 
that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  read  The 
IrUh   World,    Why,  his  agitation  was 
living  at  that  time  upon  The  Irish  World ; 
and  I  will  venture  to  say  that  there 
was   one  column    in   The  Irish   World 
that  week  after  week  would  be  brought 
to  the  hon.  Member's   attention,   and 
that  was  the  subscription  column.    [Mr. 
Parkbix  dissented.]    The  hon.  Member 
shakes  his  head.    Plenty  is  said  about 
the  Irish  World  to  excite  his  suspicion ; 
and  was  he  really  that  innocent  indivi- 
dual that  could  think  it  safe  or  right  to 
have  his  friends  supported  out  of  this 
money,  and  to  have  these  charges  made 
ftgainst  this  paper,  and  never  look  to  see 
what  this  paper  was  doing?    There  is 
another  of  his  colleagues— Mr.  Sheridan , 


I  am  not  asking  what  Mr.  Sheridan  may 
have  done  lately,  with  respect  to  which 
there  is  only,  after  all,  the  statement  of 
Carey ;  but  I  am  asking  what  the  hon. 
Member  must  have  known  he  was  doing 
before  his  arrest.  He  called  him  the 
organizer  of  the  Land  League.  Well, 
I  refer  to  a  speech  on  August  I,  1880. 
Did  the  hon.  Member  read  that  speech? 
It  is  very  curious  if  he  has  not,  because 
it  is  a  speech  which  I  believe  was  pro- 
duced at  the  trial.  Mr.  Sheridan  in  that 
speech  said — 

"Organize  yourselTes;  join  the  National 
Land  Leagne ;  and  bv  this  means  you  will  see 
your  country  what  she  once  was — a  free  and 
prosperous  country." 

What  followed  ?— 

'*  If  we  do  not  get  these  things  through  our 
Members  of  Parliament,  I  would  ask  you  then 
to  ring  out  your  Toices  from  the  muzzles  of 
Minie  rifles,  as  well  as  from  many  platforms." 

Did  the  hon.  Member  approve  of  this  ? 
[Mr.  Pabnell:  Hear,  hear!]  WeU, 
then,  he  did  approve  of  what  led  to  a 
ereat  deal  of  violence.  I  do  not  myself 
believe  he  did ;  but  he  was  content  that 
the  League  should  be  thus  organized, 
and  that  his  power  should  be  thus  in- 
creased. This  is  the  charge  I  make 
upon  him — that  he  was  recldess  of  the 
conduct  of  his  colleagues,  and  was  con- 
tent to  derive  advantages  from  their 
violence,  instead  of  doing  what  I  should 
have  thought  any  man  of  his  education 
and  position  would  have  done — that  is, 
that  he  would  have  declared,  ''  This  is  a 
wiqked  and  dangerous  matter,  and  I 
will  disavow  all  connection  with  it.'^ 
There  is  another  organizer  of  the  Land 
League — Mr.  Boyton.  On  the  5th  of 
March,  1881,  he  said — 

<*  We  have  seen  plenty  of  landlords  and  agents 
that  deserve  to  be  shot  at  any  man's  hands.  I 
have  always  denounced  the  commission  of 
outrages  b^  night.  If  vou  have  to  blow  out  a 
man's  brains,  you  shoiud  blow  them  out  by 
daylight." 

Mr.  pabnell  :  With  regard  to  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
respecting  Mr.  Boyton,  I  think  it  right 
to  say  at  once  that  immediately  he  heard 
that  this  was  a  charge  on  which  he  was 
reasonably  suspected  of  inciting  to  mur- 
der, he  wrote  to  this  House  to  deny  it. 
That  denial  was  published  in  this  House. 
He  denied  having  made  use  of  these 
words,  or  anything  like  them.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  of  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Boyton  made  that  statement. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE:  I  am  also 
aware  of  this  fact,  that  when  a  man  has 
incited  to  murder,  and  proof  has  been 
obtained  of  it,  he  is  very  likely,  indeed, 
to  write  and  deny  it.  But  that  speech 
was  quite  consistent  with  others  which 
he  made,  and  which  he  did  not  deny. 
What  I  wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  is 
this.  It  was  not  in  his  power  to  drive 
out  Mr.  Boyton  from  the  Land  League 
after  this  speech  was  made,  because  he 
was  arrested  and  shut  up  in  Kilmain- 
ham.  What  I  want  to  know  is  this — 
Did  he  know  what  sort  of  man  Mr. 
Boyton  was,  who  was  his  organizer? 
He  had  given  him  fair  warning  of  what 
he  was  likely  to  do.  Here  is  another 
speech,  delivered  on  June  13 — 

"  I  want  you  to  lift  your  voices  and  hands  to 

fight  for  the  g^reen  soil  of  Erin For  the 

short  time  this  movement  has  been  on  foot  no 
leader  has  ever  gained  so  much  for  us  " — 

and  he  might  have  added  ''for  him- 
self"— 

**as  our  illustrious  leader,  Pamell." 

Did  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  ever  inquire  into  the  action  of 
another  of  his  assistants — Bedpath — 
an  intimate  ally  of  the  Land  League 
leaders?  Bedpath  spoke  at  the  Land 
League  Convention  in  Dublin — he  was 
Mr.  Sexton's  right  hand  man  ;  and  at  a 
banquet  he  publicly  avowed  his  inten- 
tions to  commit  murder.  I  never  heard 
any  denunciation  of  Eedpath  afterwards. 
[Mr,  T.  P.  0*CoifNOR  :  Bead  the  words."] 
I  will— 

'*  No  English  nobleman  would  ever  cross  the 
Mississippi,  or  hunt  deer  or  buffaloes  on  the 
American  plains,  without  the  risk  of  being  shot 
by  an  Irish  bullet.*' 

Did  the  hon.  Member  keep  himself  in 
ignorance  of  speeches  such  as  that? 
Can  we  imagine  that  he  did  not  know 
what  effect  they  would  have?  They 
had  two  effects — they  brought  money 
into  the  Land  League  treasury,  and 
thereby  increased  his  power  —  they 
stimulated  to  murder,  and  incited  to 
outrage.  "We  have  heard  John  Devoy 
alluded  to.  He  made  very  strong  state- 
ments with  regard  to  an  extensive  sys- 
tem of  firing  cities.  Has  the  hon. 
Member  thought  it  worth  while  to  try 
and  find  out  what  sort  of  agitation  Devoy 
was  conducting?  He  ought  to  have 
done  so  before  he  made  use  of  it.  It 
was  proved  in  evidence  that  the  printing 
manager  of  the  Land  League  printed 


5,000  copies  of  Devoy's  letters  for  dis- 
tribution. There  is  some  little  difference 
of  opinion  with  regard  to  this  Devoy. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (M'r. 
Justin  M*Carthy) — there  is  a  point  where 
he  began  to  show  some  symptoms  of  a 
desire  to  disavow  this  agitation,  thouprh 
he  was  always  overruled,  but  eventually 
this  Devoy  was  too  much  for  him — the 
hon.  Member  declared  for  himself,  and 
those  with  whom  he  acted  in  this  House 
— I  doubt,  however,  whether  he  spoke 
for  anybody  but  himself  at  that  time — 
that  he 

"utterly  repelled  the  charges  of  the  li^ht 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  declared  deliberately 
that  they  had  no  more  to  do  with  these  schemev, 

Slots,  and  plans  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleoian 
imself.** 

But  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  followed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Dillon),  who  said — 

*'He,  for  one,  would  not  remain  silent  and 
hear  the  cowardly  and  miserable  attack  made  on 
his  absent  friend  Mr.  John  Devoy.  He  never 
in  his  experience  read  of  anything  morecowardly 
or  contemptible  than  that  a  man  with  the  ear 
of  the  world  " 

— that  is,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary — 

*'  should  use  his  power  to  destroy  and  blast 
the  character  of  an  honourable  gentleman  whom 
he  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  the  honour  to  call  hia 
friend." 

Did  not  that  stimulate  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  to  find  out  for  him- 
self what  sort  of  a  man  Devoy  was  ? 
Has  he  taken  any  steps  to  find  out  ?  If 
so,  will  he  give  the  result  of  his  investi- 
gations ?  There  is  another  friend  of  the 
hon.  Member,  or  at  least  he  was  a  friend 
of  his — Patrick  Ford,  editor  of  'J he  IrisK 
World,  He  was  a  powerful  and  help- 
ful friend  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
months  before  his  incarceration.  There 
is  some  quarrel  now  as  to  how  the 
money  has  been  spent.  At  that  time 
he  was  the  main  pillar  of  the  Land 
League.  Did  the  hon.  Member  find  out 
how  the  money  which  came  to  him  from 
week  to  week  was  got  ?  I  must  take 
The  Irish  World  as  the  recognized  organ 
of  the  Land  League  ?  [Mr.  Pabnblx.  : 
No,  no.]  That  is  denied.  For  months 
the  special  Irish  Correspondent  of  Th$ 
Irish  World  was  Mr.  Brennan,  the 
then  paid  official  Secretary  of  the  Land 
League.  This  is  beyond  dispute.  His 
signed  contributions   appeared   weekly 
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until  the  time  of   his  arrest.     Here  is 
frhat  appeared  in  a  letter  of  his — 

•*  No  copies  of  The  Irith  World  hare  been  re- 
ceived in  Ireland  during^  the  past  two  wockB. 
It  is  thought  the  Government  have  intercepted 
them.  Let  those  who  have  so  generously  as- 
sisted us  in  spreading  the  light,  relax  not  in 
their  j^ood  work  ;  let  them  continue  to  aid  us  in 
the  holy  work  in  which  we  arc  enga8:ed.  The 
Irish  iforid  will  find  its  way  into  Ireland  in 
spite  of  the  efforts  that  are  made  to  keep  it  out. 
— (Signed)  Thomas  Brbknan." 

Again,  on  January  2,  1881,  I  find  these 
words — 

"  In  the  name  of  the  Land  League,  I  beg 
to  tender  to  the  readers  of  The  Irith  World, 
and  to  all  co-operators,  its  sincere  and  most 
fCratefnl  acknowledgment.  — (Signed)  Thomas 
Bhznnan." 

It  waa  not  only  Mr.  Brennan ;  hut  here 
is  a  letter,  dated  January  26, 1881 — no, 
it  is  a  not  a  letter,  but  a  telegram ;  they 
oould  not  wait  for  a  letter,  but  a  special 
cablegram  was  despatched  to  The  IruK 
JForld,  commencing  thus — 

'*  The  Land  League  has  scored  a  victory:  The 
ten-to-two  disagreement  of  the  jury,  in  face  of 
the  tremendous  pressure  of  the  Court,  is  every- 
where accepted  as  having  the  effect  of  an  ac- 
quittal." 

And  the  conclusion  is  as  follows  : — 

'*  Thanks  to  The  Irith  World  and  its  readers 
for  their  constant  co-operation  and  substantial 
support  in  our  great  cause.  Let  them  have  no 
fear  for  its  ultimate  success." 

And  that  is  signed  "Charles  Steward 
Pamell."  No  wonder  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  nt  that  particular  time  thanked 
Th$  Irwh  World ;  for  on  November  20, 
1880,  there  had  appeared  in  The  Irish 
JForld f  immediately  before  the  opening 
of  the  trial,  the  following  threat;  and 
this,  bear  in  mind,  appeared  in  a  paper 
a  large  number  of  copies  of  which  were 
sent  to  Ireland  and  circulated  from  the 
office  of  the  Land  League : — 

"I  dare  them  to  convict,"  says  the  writer,  "I 
say,  *dare'  advisedly.  Let  my  words  go  forth. 
Accursed  be  the  juryman  who  will  dare  to  find 
these  men  (the  traversers)  guilty  of  any  crime 
against  tho  people  of  Ireland." 

No  wonder,  then,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  ofCorkihiLnked  The  Irifih  World. 
Did  he  not  know  what  The  Irieh  World 
was  then  doing  besides  helping  him  and 
trying  to  obtain  for  him  an  acquittal  ? 
On  July  31,  1880,  a  dreadful  agrarian 
outrage  waa  committed  in  Mayo,  in 
which  a  man  was  shot,  who,  after  long 
weeks  of  lingering,  at  last  died.  On 
this  Th$  Irish  JForld  says— 


''  Somebody  said  long  ago  that  it  made  no 
difference  among  neighbours  who  dies  first. 
Those  killings  on  both  sides  have  been  too  long 
continued  for  us  to  hope  that  they  will  be  dis- 
continued. But  every  pistol  shot  will  stimulate 
action  .  .  .  There  are  stirring  times  before  us. 
Awaken  your  neighbours.  It  will  soon  be  day- 
light." 

Is  not  that  an  incitement  to  murder  ? 
Another  foul  and  brutal  murder  was 
committed.  Did  the  hon.  Member  see 
this  ?  Who  was  it  took  pains  to  conceal 
from  him  this  paper  ?  Another  foul  and 
brutal  murder  was  committed,  and  this 
is  how  the  organ  of  the  Land  League — 
the  unofficial  organ,  perhaps — heads  the 
paragraph — 

"  Another  Land  Thief  Executed." 

Here,  again,  is  an  article  in  I^e  Irieh 
JForld  of  June  20,  1880,  after  reading 
which  I  should  have  thought -the  hon. 
Member  would  have  said — ''Not  one 
penny  more  shall  come  to  any  Society 
with  which  I  am  connected  from  such  a 
source  as  this."  Here  is  what  appeared 
in  a  paper  circulated  not  merely  in 
America,  but  in  Ireland — 

"  Some  think  it  an  open  question  whether  the 
political  agent  called  '  dynamite '  was  first  com- 
missioned in  Russia  or  first  in  Ireland.  Well, 
it  is  not  of  much  consequence  which  of  the  two 
countries  takes  precedence  in  this  onward  step 
towards  civilization.  Still,  we  claim  the  merit 
for  Ireland.  True  the  introdiictory  blast  was 
blown  in  England,  and  in  the  very  centre  of  the 
enemy's  head-quarters.  But  tho  work  itself 
was  no  doubt  done  by  one  or  two  Irish  hands, 
which  settles  both  the  claim  and  the  priority. 

Again,  on  March  12,  1881,  The  Irish 
JForld  says — 

'*  London,  consisting  of  4,000,000  of  the 
wealthiest  people  in  tho  world,  is  at  the  mercy 
of  its  criminal  classes,  who  number  260,000, 
guarded  by  only  2,500  regular  troops,  10,000 
policemen,  and  10,000  men  in  Volunteer  com- 
panies—the latter  mere  holiday  soldiers.  Make 
a  note! 

Did  the  hon.  Member,  I  ask,  make  a 
note  ?    The  article  goes  on — 

"  Spread  the  light !  O,  spread  the  light ! 

No  wonder,  Sir,  we  have  murders  and 
outrages  when  we  have  a  man  of  the 
energy,  eloquence,  and  position  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  conde- 
scending to  carry  on  an  agitation  by  the 
help  of  such  means  as  this,  and  which  could 
not  be  conducted  without  the  money 
which  was  obtained  by  this  ruffian  print. 
I  have  now  come  nearly  to  the  end  of 
the  questions  that  I  have  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  in  order  to  help  him  in   his 

[Sixth  Ni^hl.] 


627 


AidresB  in 


(COMMONS) 


Afuwer  to  B«r 


628 


speech.  Has  he  read  the  articles  in  Th$ 
United  Ir eland  f 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  have. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Does  he  ap- 
prove of  them  ? 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Yes. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  He  does. 
Does  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
of  Longford  approve  of  them  ? 

An  hon.  Member:  He  is  part  pro- 
prietor of  the  paper. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY :  I  do  not 
know  what  the  articles  are  to  which  you 
refer 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  hon. 
Member  is  part  proprietor  of  The  United 
Ireland,   Does  he  approve  of  the  articles? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY :  What  I 
have  seen  and  read  I  do  approve  of. 

Ma.  \Y.  E.  FORSTER :  I  suspect  the 
hon.  Member  has  been  very  careful  not 
to  read  the  articles  to  which  I  allude.  Is 
he  aware  that  murder,  arson,  robbery, 
insults  to  the  dead,  attacks  upon  women 
were  habitually  described  in  this  paper 
— which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  approves  of,  and  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Longford 
does  not  disapprove — as  "  Incidents  in 
the  Campaign  ?  " 

Mr.  O^BRIEN  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  at  what  period  any 
such  paragraph  appeared  in  The  United 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEBt :  I  am  glad  to 
find  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
does  not  approve  of  them,  although  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  does ; 
and  he  is  one  of  the  largest  proprietors 
of  the  paper.  There  is  no  question  about 
this — that  the  heading  is  "  Incidents  in 
the  Campaign." 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  Excuse  me.  ["  Or- 
der ! »'] 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  And  another 
heading  describes  these  atrocious  deeds 
as  *'  The  Spirit  of  the  Country."  Is 
that  the  way  in  which  to  put  these  mur- 
ders and  outrages  before  the  people  of 
Ireland?  I  am  not  now  making  a 
charge  on  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow. 
I  am  not  perfectly  sure  whether  he  was 
in  Kilmainham  at  that  time  or  not. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  PARNELL :  You  know  it  very 
well. 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  My  charge 
is  not  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow,  but  against  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.    It  is  this — that 
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he  remains  part  proprietor  of  this  paper ; 
and  I  have  not  heard  that  he  has  at- 
tempted to  disavow  all  concern  with  the 
articles  published  in  that  paper.  Well, 
I  have  a  general  question  to  ask.  It  has 
been  often  enough  stated  and  shown 
by  statistics  that  murders  followed  the 
meetings  and  the  action  of  the  Land 
League.  Will  the  hon.  Member  deny 
and  disprove  that  statement?  I  will 
repeat  again  what  the  charge  is  which 
I  make  against  him.  Probably  a  more 
serious  charge  was  never  made  by  any 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
against  another  Member.  It  is  not  that 
he  himself  directly  planned  or  perpetrated 
outrages  or  murders ;  but  that  he  either 
connived  at  them,  or  when  warned — 

Mr.  PARNELL :  It  is  a  lie.  ILoud 
criee  of^*  Order ! "  and  "  Name,  name !  "1 

Mr.O'KELLY:  Itisalie.  [*'Name!"J 
It  is  a  lie.  ["  Order !  "]  It  is.  I  say,  a 
lie.  ['*Name!"]  Itisalie.  ["Name!"] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Roscommon  has  again  interposed, 
and  interrupted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, notwithstanding  my  caution  that 
he  should  not  interpose.  I  must  now 
carry  out  what  I  stated  would  be  the 
course  I  should  pursue,  and  I  hereby 
Name  Mr.  O'Kelly  to  the  House  as  dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  the  Chair. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  as  you  have,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  your  duty.  Named  Mr.O'Kelly 
as  disregarding  the  authority  of  the 
Chair,  I  have  to  move  that  he  be  sus- 
pended from  the  service  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (ironically):  Hear, 
hear! 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  O'Kelly  be  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the. House.' — {The  Mar- 
quees of  Hartington . ) 

Mr.  MONK :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.  The  hon.  Member  for  Koscom- 
mon  addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  these  words,  **You  lie," 
more  than  once.  The  question  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  this — Ought 
not  the  hon.  Member  to  be  desired  by 
you  to  withdraw  those  words  before  the 
Motion  is  put  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  judgment  of 
House  in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  expressed  by  its 
vote.  The  Question  I  have  to  put  is, 
«  That  Mr.  O'Kelly  be  suspended  from 
the  service  of  the  House." 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ajes  305  ;  Noes 
20:  Majority  285.— (Div.  List,  No.  8.) 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
At  the  moment  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Boscommon  gave  the  lie 
direct  to  the  ri^ht  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  had  just  said,  ''I  find  that 
some  Members  of  this  House  connived 
at  murder."  [**  No,  no !  "]  It  was  in 
that  form  that  the  expression  reached 
this  side  of  the  House ;  and  I  wish  to 
ask  you,  Sir,  as  a  point  of  Order,  whe- 
ther that  language  is  permissible ;  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  should  not  be 
called  upon  for  an  explanation— an  ex- 
planation in  this  House — which  he  will 
probably  decline  to  give  outside  of 
it? 

Mb.  speaker  :  No  notice  can  now 
be  taken  of  the  words  stated  to  have 
been  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
If  my  attention  had  been  called  at  the 
time,  I  should  have  acted  as  I  thought 
right  in  the  matter ;  but  it  is  too  late 
now  to  raise  any  question.  Mr.  O'Kelly 
will  now  withdraw. 

Mr.  O'Kblly  left  the  House  after  the 
Division  had  taken  place. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  propos^  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  What  I  in- 
tended to  state  when  hon.  Members  did 
not  permit  me  to  finish  my  sentence  was, 
Uiat  though  I  did  not  charge  upon  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  that  he 
himself  directly  planned  or  perpetrated 
outrages,  I  gave  him  an  alternative,  that 
either  he  connived  at  outrages,  or  when, 
warned  by  facts  and  statements,  he  de- 
termined to  remain  in  ignorance ;  that 
he  took  no  trouble  to  test  the  truth  of 
whether  these  outrages  had  been  com- 
mitted or  not,  but  that  he  was  willing  to 
gain  the  advantage  of  them.  I  have 
only  one  other  quoBtion  to  ask 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  On  a  point  of 
Order,  Sir,  as  the  measure  of  our  lan- 
guage on  a  future  occasion,  I  rise  to 
ask,  is  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford,  which  he  uses 
under  the  Privilege  of  Parliament,  in 
Order  according  to  the  Rules  of  this 
Qouae  ? 


Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  have  only 
one  further  question  to  ask.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  purported  to 
show  that  they  felt  indignation  against 
the  perpetrators  of  the  Phoenix  Park 
murders.  Will  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  whea  he  makes  his 
speech,  give  us  the  terms  in  which  he 
expressed  indignation  against  previous 
murders  ?  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
more  than  a  few  minutes ;  but  I  must 
be  allowed  to  make  one  or  two  state- 
ments.  I  daresay  the  hon.  Members 
will  tell  us  that  they  made  certain  at* 
tempts  to  discourage  assassination.  Let 
me  give  the  House  the  form  in  which 
these  attempts  to  discourage  assassination 
were  clothed.  Very  early  in  the  agita- 
tion, before  the  Protection  of  Life  and 
Property  Act  and  the  Crimes  Act  were 
passed,  long  before  the  hon.  Member 
was  sent  to  Kilmainham,  a  terrible 
murder  was  committed  in  Kilkenny. 
The  hon.  Member  had  an  opportunity 
of  using  his  influence  to  prevent 
murder;  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
showing  that  he  disapproved  it,  and  of 
imitating  the  example  of  O'Connell-— an 
opportunity  of  showing  that  he  would 
not  gain  advantages  by  crime  and  out- 
rage. But  how  did  he  deal  with  this 
murder,  in  which  one  man  was  killed, 
another  wounded,  and  by  which  their 
father,  who  was  on  the  car,  was  made 
miserable  for  life  ?    He  said — 

**  I  have  wished,  in  referring  to  a  sad  occur- 
rence that  took  place  here  of  shooting,  or  at- 
tempting to  shoot,  a  land  agent  in  this  neigh- 
bourhood, that  recourse  had  not  been  had  to 
such  measures,  as  it  is  entirely  unnecessary  *' 

— that  is  the  way  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  discourages  assassination— > 

"and  absolutely  prejudicial,  where  there  is  a 
suitable  organization  amongst  the  tenant  them- 
selves." 

The  hon.  Member  knew  that  there  had 
been  agrarian  murders  before  in  Ire- 
land; he  knew  what  the  temptation 
would  be  to  commit  them ;  he  had 
had  the  opportunity  of  showing  how  he 
would  head  what  he  called,  and  what  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  called  yes- 
terday, a  Constitutional  agitation ;  and 
this  is  the  way  he  discountenanced  crime. 
Well,  I  must  give  one  further  quotation. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
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for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  is  in  his  place. 
I  am  sorry  he  has  gone.  I  dare  say 
the  hon.  Member  will  speak  in  the 
debate  on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  by  which 
the  hon.  Member  would,  if  he  could, 
make  these  crimes  as  unlikely  to  receive 
punishment  now  as  before.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan,  in  a  speech  at  Castle- 
island,  on  October  10,  again  before  the 
Protection  Act  was  passed,  discouraged 
assassination  in  this  way.     He  said — 

'  *  There  is  another  question  which  has  been 
raised  very  much.  The  Land  League  has  been 
unfairly  charged  with  shooting  landlords.  It 
is  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Land  League  to 
recommend  the  shooting  of  landlords,  for  a 
great  variety  of  reasons." 

This  is  no  new  quotation  ;  it  was  given 
at  the  trial  at  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  was  acquitted,  or, 
rather,  was  not  found  guilty — ^thanks 
ndt  a  little  to  the  threats  of  which  I  have 
already  read  one  from  ne  Irish  World. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  goes  on — 

'*  I  never  gave  any  advice  of  the  sort.  Mr. 
Hussey  may  be  a  very  bad  man,  but  there  are 
plenty  of  other  men  as  bad  as  Mr.  Hussey ;  and 
if  anyone  is  charged  with  shooting  or  offering 
violence  to  the  landlord  or  his  agent,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Land  League  to  see  that  the  person 
who  is  charged  shall  have  a  fair  trial.' ' 

[Borne  Rule  cheere.']  Oh,  exactly  !  We 
know  the  old  story  of  ''Don't  nail  his 
ears  to  tlie  pump  !  "  Was  there  ever  a 
better  exemplification  ?  We  do  not  par- 
ticularly advise  the  shooting  of  Mr. 
Hussey;  he  is  a  ver}'  bad  man  ;  but  if  you 
do  shoot  him,  you  will  be  well  defended. 
There  is  another  speech  in  the  same 
month — 

"It  is  your  duty  to  give  your  assistance  in  a 
manner  which  you  can  easily  do.  We  do  not 
recommend  the  shooting  of  landlords ;  that  is 
an  extreme  measure,  and  certainly  we  cannot 
recommend  it.*' 

[Mb.  BIGOAR  :  Hear,  hear !] 

"  And  besides,  it  is  held  undesirable  for  the 
interest  of  the  cause  that  it  should  be  done,  for 
thisreason— that  when  such  things  take  place 
they  are  blazoned  forth  in  all  the  English  news- 
papers, and  prejudice  is  excited  in  the  English 
mind  against  the  Irish  Party,  which  is  cadcu- 
lated  to  interfere  to  a  material  extent  with  the 
advocacy  of  my  friend  Mr.  Pamell  and  others 
on  hehalf  of  the  tenant  farmers." 

When  the  hon.  Member  talks  about  at- 
tempts to  discourage  assassination,  what 
I  say  is  this — that  no  speech  could  have 
been  made  more  calculated  to  cause 
fresh  murders,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  keep  the  man  who  made  it  free  from 
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the  law  as  it  then  was,  than  this 
speech.  Well,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  had  a  substitute  for 
murder,  which  was  to  make  murder  un- 
necessary. It  was  '*  Boycotting."  I  do 
not  need  to  quote  again  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  at  Ennis.  It  was^not 
a  mere  outburst,  but  a  plain  proclama- 
tion of  the  mode  in  which  the  agitation 
was  to  be  carried  on — that  a  man  should 
be  tabooed  in  his  shop,  in  his  family,  and 
even  in  his  church  ;  that  his  life  should 
be  made  a  perfect  misery  to  him ;  not 
only  that  he  should  be  ruined,  but  that 
mere  pecuniary  ruin  should  be  nothing 
compared  with  the  suffering  he  was  to 
undergo  if  he  was  not  to  keep  the  un- 
written law  of  the  hon.  Member,  and 
obey  the  will  of  himself  and  his  myrmi- 
dons. That  is  the  mode  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  made  murder 
unnecessary.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  a  powerful  speech 
made  last  year,  used  these  words  in  re- 
ference to  '^Boycotting,"  and  they  are 
very  true.    He  said — 

**  The  creed  of  *  Boycotting,*  like  every  other 
creed,  requires  a  sanction,  and  the  sanction  of 

*  Boycotting ' — that  which  stands  in  the  rear  of 

*  Boycotting,'  by  which  alone  '  Boycotting '  can 
be  made  thoroughly  effective— is  the  murder 
which  is  not  to  be  denounced." 

Was  the  hon.  Member  so  ignorant  of  the 
passions  of  his  fellow-countrymen  that 
he  did  not  know  that  this  must  be  the 
result?  What  was  the  effect  on  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ?  They 
did  not  draw  the  line.  Those  miserable 
wretches  who  planned  the  murders  in 
Dublin  ;  they  took  not,  indeed,  the  letter 
of  the  hon.  Member's  advice,  but  what 
seemed  to  them  its  spirit.  They  said — 
"  We  do  not  know  how  to  draw  the  line 
between  ruining  a  man  and  killing  him ; 
we  find  killing  the  easier,  and  we  will 
carry  out  that  as  the  principle  which  has 
been  pointed  out  to  us."  And,  talk  about 
this  as  a  Constitutional  agitation  !  Some 
Members  yesterday  were  referring  to  it 
as  such,  and  appealing  to  us  that  we 
should  not  allow  liberty  to  be  invaded 
by  putting  down  a  Constitutional  agita- 
tion. There  never  was  such  an  attack 
on  liberty  as  was  this  terrorism.  This 
is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  either 
England  or  Ireland,  so  far  as  I  know, 
in  which  an  agitation  has  been  con- 
ducted by  appeals  to  personal  injury  to 
individuals,  and  not  by  appeals  to  the 
voter  or  to  public  opinion.    There  hat 
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T>een  strong  language,  there  has  even 
heen  rebellion ;  but  it  is  a  new  experi* 
ment  in  agitation,  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  may  claim 
the  great  credit  —  that  he  would  en- 
deavour to  Buoceed,  not  by  appeals  to 
constituencies  and  public  opinion,  but  by 
terrorism  and  injury  of  individuals.  No 
wonder  that  from  such  an  agitation  as 
this  has  followed  the  first  political  as- 
sassination which  has  disgraced  our 
annals  for  hundreds  of  years.  Now,  at 
last,  the  meaning  of  this  agitation  has 
been  discovered,  and  there  is  an  abhor- 
rence of  it  in  England  and  Scotland.  I 
believe  there  are  many  hon.  Friends  of 
mine  who  have  considered  me  irre- 
concileable  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork;  but  I  have  felt  that  until  he 
expressed  his  regret  and  repentance 
for  having  set  on  foot  such  an  agitation 
as  this,  I  would  hold  no  communication 
or  conference  with  him.  I  said  there 
was  abhorrence  in  England  and  Scot- 
land ;  but  there  is  also  abhorrence  in 
Ireland,  but  not  so  much  as  there  ought 
to  be,  because  of  the  success  of  the 
efiPorts  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  and  his  Friends  in  demoralizing 
the  Irish  people  by  intimidation  and  by 
terror.  But  they  are  beginning  to  find 
out  the  meaning.  [An  hon.  Member 
on  the  Irish  Benches :  Mallow.]  Yes, 
the  constituency  of  Mallow  was  threat- 
ened. But  they  are  beginning  to  find 
out  the  meaning,  even  although  the 
shopkeepers  of  Mallow  did  not  dare  to 
vote  against  the  hon.  Member,  because 
of  the  threats  that  were  brought  to  bear 
upon  them.  There  are  many  grounds  for 
discouragement  in  the  state  of  Ireland. 
It  is  not  for  any  man  who  has  been  con- 
nected with  its  government  to  deny 
them,  or  to  be  sanguine.  There  have  been 
illusions,  and  they  have  disappeared. 
There  is,  however,  one  ground  for  hope 
»-nay,  there  are  two  grounds  for  hope 
and  encouragement.  One  is  that  the 
Irish  Oovernment  has  now  the  power  to 
uphold  the  law,  and  will  use  it ;  and  the 
other  ground  is  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his  fellow- 
chiefs  in  this  so-called  agitation  have 
been  found  out,  and  that  the  hideous 
cruelty  and  wickedness  of  this  agitation 
have  been  unveiled  and  unmasked  and 
exposed.  I  have  only  one  further  re- 
mark to  make.  I  repeat,  I  have  so 
framed  my  questions  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  find  that  he  cannot  plead  his 


residence  at  Kilmainham  as  a  reason 
for  refusing  to  answer  them. 

Mb.  J.  B.  YOEKE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  was  no  doubt  the  best  judge  of 
what  was  required  from  him  in  regard 
to  his  honour  and  interest  in  this  matter. 
If  he  did  not  rise  on  the  moment  to  take 
up  the  challenge  which  had  been  thrown 
down  to  him,  he  presumed  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  good  reason  for  it.  His 
silence,  however,  could  not  be  long  pro* 
tracted,  and  when  it  was  once  broken 
the  result  might  be  a  considerable  pro- 
longation of  the  debate.  He  differed 
with  those  who  had  thrown  doubt  on  the 
opportuneness  of  the  Amendment  before 
the  House,  believing  that,  as  there  had 
been  so  many  changes  in  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  it  was  especially  im- 
portant at  the  present  moment  that  they 
should  record  their  satisfaction  at  the 
existing  state  of  things,  and  should  ex- 
press the  hope  that  no  further  changes 
would  be  introduced.  In  spite  of  the 
warnings  jpven,  and  especially  of  the 
warning  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  there  had 
been  no  less  than  four  changes  of  policy 
by  the  Government  in  Ireland.  It  was 
needless  to  recapitulate  the  misfortunes 
which  resulted  from  this  unwise  course 
of  action ;  they  were  well  known,  and 
could  be  clearly  traced  to  the  effect  of 
the  vacillating  policy  he  had  referred  to. 
He  admitted  that  there  was  one  objec- 
tion to  debating  the  subject  at  present, 
and  that  was  the  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  Had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man been  present,  he  might  have  im- 
ported some  heat  into  the  discussion ; 
but  as  he  was  absent  they  had  to  be 
contented  with  the  utterances  of  minor 
authorities,  and  therefore  they  found 
themselves  reduced  from  the  high  level 
at  which  the  subject  was  treated  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  to  the  comparatively  low 
degree  of  moral  treatment  to  which  it 
had  been  subjected  at  the  hands  of  the 
Home  Secretary.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  always  denied  that  there  were  ne- 
gotiations with  the  "  suspects  "  in  this 
matter.  The  Home  Secretary,  however, 
had  abandoned  that  ground,  and  had 
specifically  admitted  that  there  were 
negotiations,  and  that  there  was  no  ob- 
jection to  that  term  being  used.  Yet 
they  had  the  words  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  show  that  he  was  fully  as  well 
aware  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.   W.    E.    Forster)    had 
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shown  himself  to  be  of  the  character  of 
those  persons  with  whom  he  entered  into 
negotiations ;  indeed,  on  the  3rd  of 
March,  1881,  the  Home  Secretary  used 
practically  the  same  language  as  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had 
done  that  evening,  only  in  a  more  com- 
pendious form.  The  Home  Secretary 
was,  therefore,  under  no  illusions  on  this 
point ;  and  according  to  his  own  show- 
ing, the  only  difference  between  him  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  was  that  he  was  a  successful, 
while  the  right  hon .  Member  for  Bradford 
was  an  unsuccessful,  negotiator.  It  was 
plain  that  from  the  first  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  recoiled 
from  the  ignominy  of  engaging  in  trans- 
actions with  such  men  as  Kilmainhara 
contained.  Besides  the  abortive  nego- 
tiations between  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  negotiations  were  entered  into  by 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  latter  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
disgusted  with  the  terms  offered  for 
acceptance,  and  so,  after  five  hours  con- 
sultation between  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea),  it 
was  decided  by  those  Gentlemen  that 
an  offer  of  co-operation  with  the  Liberal 
Party  in  Liberal  business  should  be 
made,  and  a  promise  given  that  the 
'*  no  rent  "  manifesto  should  be  with- 
drawn. A  letter  containing  these  terms 
was  then  submitted  to  the  Cabinet,  and 
yet  the  Prime  Minister  afterwards  stated 
that  there  had  been  no  negotiations  or 
engagement.  It  was  the  object  of  those 
who  approved  the  Amendment  before 
the  House  to  condemn  the  communica- 
tion which  undoubtedly  took  place,  and 
to  induce  the  House  to  place  on  record 
its  desire  that  there  should  be  no  more 
tampering  with  treason.  The  Govern- 
ment last  Session  denied  the  negotia- 
tions, and  challenged  the  Opposition  to 
move  a  Vote  of  Censure.  Circumstances, 
however,  occurred  which  rendered  it  al- 
most impossible  at  the  moment  to  bring 
on  such  a  Motion.  Hisright  hon. Colleague 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  did  indeed 
give  Notice  of  a  Motion  of  Censure  ;  but 
it  was  only  given  on  the  day  preceding 
the  Phoenix  Park  murders.  Amidst  the 
general  consternation  which  that  event 
created,  one  thing  became  evident — that 
the  Government  policy  must  be  reversed ; 
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and,  although  there  was  a  strong  feel- 
ing among  Members  on  the  Opposition 
side  that  some  decided  action  should  be 
taken  with  respect  to  the  Kilmainham 
negotiations,  the  time  was  allowed  to 
slip  by,  and  the  Opposition,  feeling  even 
more  strongly  than  the  Government  the 
necessity  of  passing  some  measure  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  horrors, 
gave  their  best  assistance  in  passing  the 
Crimes  Act,  and  deferred  the  discussion 
of  the  other  questions.    The  matter  crept 
up  last  Session,  when  he  (Mr.  It.  J. 
Yorke)  endeavoured  in  vain  to  obtain 
from  the  Government  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  it ;  but  his  efforts  were  su<!^- 
cessfuUy  parried  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
Another  point  was  that  the  letter  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  but  with  a  passage  suppressed, 
was  allowed  to  be  read,  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  declared  that 
he  had  forgotten  all  about  it.     Finally, 
all  the  terms  which  were  the  subject  of 
the  negotiations  were  carried  out  on  one 
side  and  the  other,  and  were  actually  in 
force  at  the  present  time.     With  regard 
to  the  Irish  policy  of  the  Government,  if 
anyone  desired  to  challenge  it,  he  was 
always  told  that  it  was  either  too  early 
or  too  late,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
an  Opposition  not  to  criticize,  but  to  pro- 
pose an  alternative  policy.     But,  surely, 
when  the  Government  blundered  inex- 
cusably, it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Op- 
position to  suppress  their  opinion  and 
to  withhold  from  the  country  what  they 
believed  to  be  the  real  truth  of  the 
matter.   He  wished  to  place  upon  record 
his  opinion  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government,  as  soon  as  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister returned,  themselves  to  move  for 
the  institution  of  an  inquiry.     In  vindi- 
cation of  their  own  conduct,  as  well  as 
in  the  interests  of  the  country,  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  assent  to  a  Committee 
of  Inquiry.     He  believed  it  would  come 
to  that  sooner  or  later,  and  no  oratorical 
ingenuity,  no  casuistry  of  argument,  no 
persistency  of  affirmation  or  vehemence 
of  denial  would  hide  from  the  country 
the  truth  of  these  transactions  or  prevent 
it  from  being  ascertained  that  the  Go- 
vernment   had,   by  the    institution    of 
negotiations  with  men  whom  they  knew 
to   be  traitors,  jeopardized  the   public 
peace  and  betrayed  the  best  interests, 
not  only  of  Ireland,  but  of  the  entire 
Empire. 
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Mb.  BAEHY  said,  be  held  a  ver}' 
<lecided  opinion  that  the  Amendment  of 
tlie  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Gorst)  was  inexpedient  and 
inopportune ;  and  he  thought  it  was  un- 
fair and  unjust  to  discuss  in  the  House 
a  matter  involving  life  and  death,  more 
especially  when  that  matter  was  onlj  in 
the  first  stage  of  magisterial  investiga- 
tion. He  thought  that  the  enormity  of 
the  crime  with  which  those  persons  were 
charged,  and  the  terrible  penalty  which 
society  would  insist  upon,  and  the  law 
inflict,  if  that  charge  was  sustained  by 
the  evidence,  would  have  been  grave 
considerations,  which  should  have  guided 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham, and  saved  a  lamentable  display  of 
Party  tactics.  He  would  not  have  taken 
any  part  in  the  discussion,  holding  the 
opinions  he  did  as  to  the  inexpediency 
ox  the  Amendment,  but  for  the  indirect 
charge  which  had  been  made  against 
Members  of  the  House,  and  the  cowardly 
chorus  of  abuse  and  insinuation  which 
had  been  poured  forth  from  the  British 
Frets  within  the  last  few  days,  and 
which  did  not  deserve  from  Irish  Mem- 
bers anything  than  a  feeling  of  unmixed 
contempt.  Was  it  because  a  handful 
of  deeperate  men,  driven  to  desperate 
courses  by  a  wild  and  irrational  exercise 
of  the  power  of  the  Government ;  was  it 
because  of  that  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  the  whole  body  of  the  Irish 
Kepresentatives,  were  to  be  charged 
with  sympathy  with  crime  and  com- 
plicity with  murder  ?  It  had  been  ex- 
tremely hard  that  night  to  sit  and  listen 
to  the  tirades  of  abuse  and  villification 
thrown  out  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster). 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  BABEY,  resuming,  said,  that  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  an  attempt  had 
been  made  to  hold  up  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  as  the 
saviour  of  society,  and  who  was  thwarted 
in  his  e£Fbrts  by  the  Cabinet.  The  ap- 
pearance of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  such  a  light  would  be  laughable  and 
ridiculous,  were  it  not  for  me  ghastly 
accessories  attaching  to  his  unfortunate 
period  of  Office.  If  they  only  took  the 
statement  made  the  other  day  by  that 
infamous  wretch  James  Carey — and  he 
certainly  could  not  believe  his  statement 


to  be  true — but  taking  the  statement  as 
he  told  it,  they  said  that  at  the  very 
time  when  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  in  full  swing,  when  he 
had  from  900  to  1,000  men  in  gaol, 
when  he  was  sweeping  into  the  prisons 
the  iliCe  of  Irish  society,  the  only  men 
who  could  walk  the  streets  of  Dublin 
with  perfect  immunity  were  those  who 
were  planning  and  plotting  crime.  If 
that  story  was  true — and  it  seemed  al- 
most incredible — the  late  Chief  Secretary 
himself  was  being  followed  about  by 
bodies  of  armed  men.  Such  a  statement 
was  the  most  sweeping  condemnation 
that  could  be  imagined  of  the  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  used  the 
forces  of  the  country  in  every  direction 
for  the  purpose  of  crushing  legitimate 
opinion  in  Ireland,  and  who  made  the 
profound  mistake  of  confounding  discon- 
tent with  crime.  He  was  not  going  to 
reproduce  the  terrible  series  of  horrors 
that  had  marked  the  administration  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  for  a 
great  deal  of  the  crime  which  had  taken 
place  in  Ireland,  he  in  his  heart  and  soul 
believed  him  to  be  responsible.  It  could 
not  be  said  that  the  Government  were 
not  warned  of  what  would  be  the  result 
of  their  policy  of  coercion.  They  had 
the  experience  of  history,  which  of  itself 
should  have  warned  them.  Was  it  not 
there  recorded  that  in  every  country 
where  liberty  was  trampled  upon  and 
freedom  crushed,  that  the  people  took 
refuge  in  secret  conspiracies  and  com- 
binations ?  The  Government  were  re- 
peatedly warned  from  those  Benches 
that  if  they  insisted  upon  coercion,  that 
if  they  persisted  in  closing  up  every 
avenue  of  political  life  in  Ireland,  that 
if  they  would  not  listen  to  discontent  and 
remedy  the  g^evances,  the  result  would 
be  that  the  people  —  the  wilder  and 
more  reckless  spirits — would  inevitably 
be  driven  into  secret  combinations,  and 
the  ranks  of  conspiracy  would  be  largely 
augmented.  This  warning  came  from 
men  who  were  treated  with  indifference 
— from  the  Kepresentatives  of  the  Irish 
people  —  men  who  ought  certainly  to 
know  the  feelings  of  those  whom  they 
represented — and  it  certainly  came  very 
badly  from  those  who  were  thus  warned 
now  to  turn  round  and  taunt  the  Irish 
Members,  if  not  with  being  the  actual 
instigators,  at  least  with  being  sympa- 
thizers with  outrage  and  crime  and 
murder.    He  had  often  noticed  in  that 
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House  that  a  certain  complaint  had  been 
urged  against  the  Irish  Members  of  the 
Land  League  because  they  did  not  de- 
nounce the  crime  that  took  place  in  Ire- 
land. He  had  had  the  honour  of  address- 
ing a  meeting  in  Ireland  during  the  most 
heated  period  of  the  Land  agitation,  and 
he  denounced  it  with  his  own  lips,  and 
heard  ministers  of  religion  do  so  in 
scathing  language ;  and  it  was  charac- 
teristic of  the  Land  League  meetings 
throughout  Ireland  that  crime  was  de- 
precated and  outrage  denounced.  How, 
then,  could  crime  be  associated  with  their 
name?  Upon  no  higher  ground  than 
upon  that  of  policy,  outrage  and  crime 
were  the  worst  things  that  could  take 
place  for  the  Irish  National  League. 
The  one  thing  which  could  retard  their 
progress  and  damage  their  movement 
was  that  crime  should  take  place  and  be 
associated  with  their  organization  ;  and 
he  contended  that  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  Land  League  audits  influence,  there 
would  have  been  infinitely  more  agrarian 
crime  than  took  place  during  the  most 
heated  period  of  recent  events.  In  1847 
and  1848 — the  last  period  before  the 
present  acute  agrarian  agitation — con- 
siderably more  agrarian  murders  took 
place  than  in  1881  and  1882.  Since  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  that  House  he 
had  noticed  that  whenever  there  was  a 
great  display  of  national  antagonism  or 
an  opportunity  offered  of  insulting  the 
people  of  Ireland,  the  two  Members  for 
the  Dublin  University  were  always  well 
to  the  front,  eager  to  fan  the  passion 
and  prejudice  that  might  be  for  the 
moment  aroused  against  them ;  and  so 
long  as  that  passion  and  prejudice  re- 
mained, so  long  would  that  small  terri- 
torial class  in  ^Ireland  dominate  and 
rule  the  country.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin,  in  his  speech, 
seemed  to  be  greatly  alarmed  lest 
the  Government  should  show  an  ac- 
cession to  popular  opinion  in  Ireland, 
and  particularly  alarmed  lest  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  should  get  any  power  in  the 
government  of  the  country.  He  would 
tell  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that  at  least  they  had  not  behind 
them  the  prestige  of  failure  ;  he  would 
tell  him  that  they  had  not  gained  the 
hatred  and  contempt  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  Irish  people  ;  he  would  tell  him 
that  in  spite  of  Tory  opposition  and 
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weak  indifference,  the  extension  of  pub- 
lic liberty  in  Ireland  was  coming,  and 
that  a  government  for  the  people  and 
by  the  people  was  very  soon  likely  to  be 
realized,  and  that  neither  Tory  combi- 
nation nor  Tory  and  Whig  opposition, 
though  it  might  retard,  would  prevent 
the  fulfiment  of  what  he  had  predicted. 
In  dealing  with  the  Amendment,  it  was 
extremely  difficult  to  speak  fully  whilst 
the  men  were  being  tried,  and  whilst 
the  only  evidence  against  them  was  tho 
testimony  of  an  infamous  scoundrel ;  and 
it  would  have  been  more  in  keeping  with 
the  usages  of  the  House  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  had  chosen 
some  more  fitting  time  for  the  discussion 
of  this  question.     The  speech  made  that 
night  by  the  right  hon.   Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  certainly 
did  not  take  the  Irish  Members  by  sur- 
prise, because  it  was  only  a  repetition 
of  the  dreary  indictment  which  they  had 
been  accustomed  to  hear  from  him  during 
the  last  three  years  ;  but,  in  spite  of  the 
attempt  made  by  him  to  stir  up  feelings 
of  hostility  in  the  breasts  of  his  country- 
men against  the  Irish  Party,  he  was 
certain  it  would    fail,   because,  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days,  when  passion  had 
passed  away,  and  when  it  became  per- 
fectly clear  in   what  a  limited  though 
vicious  circle  this  latest  development  of 
Irish  politics  moved,  and  how  free  from 
any  complicity  in  the  evil  business  were 
the  Members  of  the   Irish  Party,  he 
was  sure  the  English  people  would  be 
ashamed  even  of  having  permitted  them- 
selves to  be  led  away  by  speakers  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford,  and  by  the  great  body  of 
the  British  Press. 

Mb.  J.  N.  EICHARDSON  said,  that 
during  the  debate  observations  had  been 
made  which  called  for  comment  from 
Irish  Members  sitting  as  he  did  upon  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  and  un- 
less he  seized  the  opportunity  of  express- 
ing his  opinions  he  should  be  doing  a 
serious  wrong,  not  only  to  liimsel£  and 
his  constituents,  but  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant and  his  Chief  Secretary,  who 
were  charged  with  the  serious  duty  of 
administering  affairs  in  Ireland.  la 
making  these  comments  he  must  take 
exception  to  many  remarks  which  had 
been  mado  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House ;  but  he  agreed  with  the  majority 
of  the  speakers  on  his  side  in  regarding 
as  unnecessary  and  uncalled  for,  and  a9 
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calculated  to  embitter  Party  feeling, 
much  that  had  been  said  in  support  of 
the  Amendment.  Both  sides  of  the 
House,  he  considered,  might  be  much 
better  employed  in  endeavouring  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  whatever  the  cause  of  that 
condition  of  affairs  might  be.  It  was 
urged  that  the  debate  would  nerve 
the  Irish  Executive  to  a  certain  point  of 
vigour,  and  induce  them  to  carry  on  the 
j^remment  as  they  had  done  of  late ; 
but  he  could  not  see  the  necessity  for 
action  of  that  sort.  No  one,  he  thought, 
could  imagine  that  either  of  the  two 
great  Parties  in  the  State  considered 
that  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary required  any  such  assistance  to 
encourage  them  to  continue  to  carry  on 
the  government  of  Ireland  with  vigour. 
He  had  listened  yesterday  with  a  feeling 
of  pain  and  consternation  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell).  Although  he  was 
willing  to  acquit  the  hon.  Gentleman  of 
any  intention  of  conveying  the  idea 
which  his  words  certainly  conveyed  to 
himself,  yet  he  contended  that  through- 
out that  speech  there  ran  a  tone  of 
palliation  and  condonement  for  the 
fearful  and  awful  crimes  which  had 
stained  his  unfortunate  country,  and 
had  culminated  in  the  terrible  tragedy 
of  the  Phoenix  Park.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dungarvan  said 
he  willingly  repudiated  assassination; 
but  he  added — "  Of  what  avail  will 
such  repudiation  be  P  "  Again,  the  hon. 
Member  went  over  a  long  series  of 
crimes  committed  in  other  countries,  and 
quoted  the  case  of  the  Cato  Street  Con- 
spiracy in  London,  the  object  of  which, 
he  said,  was  to  murder  all  the  Members 
of  the  Cabinet,  and  said  that  surely,  com- 
pared with  this,  the  scheme  described  by 
James  Carey  might  be  regarded  as  a 
quiet  and  a  modest  one.  Again,  he 
would  acquit  the  hon.  Member  of  know- 
ing the  exact  meaning  of  the  words  he 
used.  It  had  often  been  said  by  public 
speakers,  and  he  applied  it  to  himself  as 
much  as  to  any  other  Irish  Member, 
that  Irish  Members  got  up  to  speak 
without  the  least  idea  of  what  they  were 
going  to  say,  that  they  continued  to 
speak  without  having  the  least  idea  of 
what  they  were  saying — {^Cheers  and 
lauffhierl — and  that  they  sat  down  with- 
out the  least  idea  of  what  they  had  said 
[Renewed  latight€i'\    If  hon.  Gentlemen 
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opposite  by  laughing  meant  to  offer  that 
as  an  excuse  for  the  words  used  yester- 
day, he  should  be  satisfied;  but  otherwise 
he  must  deprecate  such  a  speech,  not  as 
.being  dangerous  in  that  House,  but  as 
being,  in  the  present  state  of  the  country, 
highly  dangerous  when   reported  and 
circulated  broadcast  among  a  most  ex- 
citable people.      Turning    now  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord    the   Mem- 
ber   for    Woodstock    (Lord    Handolph 
Churchill),  he  observed  that  the  noble 
Lord  said  that  after   three    years    of 
Liberal  rule  the  Government  had  so  in- 
creased the  detestation  of  Irishmen  for 
England  that  in  this  country  the  very 
name  of   Ireland  had  become  one  of 
reproach.    The  noble  Lord  was  a  master 
of  rhetoric,  sometimes  heedless  rhetoric. 
But  when  he  spoke  of  the  detestation 
with  which  Irishmen  regarded  England, 
he  used  the  words  Irishmen  in  a  large 
sense.  He  (Mr.  J.  N.  Bichardson)  should 
not  have  complained  if  the  noble  Lord 
had  qualified    his    remark,    and  said, 
'*many"  Irishmen;  but  when  he  said 
"  all "  Irishmen  he  denied  his  proposi- 
tion altogether.    The  noble  Lord  left 
out  of  his  calculation  a  large  number  of 
respectable,  law-abiding  Irishmen  not 
living  in  Ulster,  but  in  the  other  parts 
of  Ireland.    He  also  left  out  the  men 
living  in  Ulster,  who  were  just  as  much 
Irishmen  as  any  others.    He  was  not 
surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  ignored  Ulstermen,  because  last 
Session  he  stated  roundly  that  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  care  twopence  half- 
penny for  the  Ulster  Liberal  Members, 
and  the  noble  Lord  gave  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  valued  them  at  about  the 
same  appraisement.    But  if  the  noble 
Lord  should  ever  become,  as  was  by  no 
means  unlikely,  a  Member  of  a  Tory 
Administration,  he  would  find  that  the 
Irishmen  dwelling  in  Ulster  were  not 
altogether  to  be  ignored.    On   behalf 
of  himself  and   those   about  him,    he 
offered,  as  an  Ulster  Member,  his  respect- 
ful but  cordial  support  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  this  trying  crisis.    He 
believed  it  was  a  matter  of  congratula- 
tion to  themselves  and  the  country,  not 
so  much  on  account  of  the  rich  and 
powerful,  who  were  able  to  protect  them- 
selves, but  of  the  poor  herdsmen  and 
bailiffs,  who  could  not,  that  such  men 
as  Lord  Spencer  and   the   Chief   Se- 
cretary were  in  Ireland  carrying  out  the 
principles  of  law  and  order.    It  was  no 
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light  tbiDg  for  men,  let  alone  tender 
ladies,  to  leave  their  quiet  homes  in 
England  for  a  spot  which  was  not  only 
within  gunshot,  but  within  a  stone's 
throw  of  the  place  where  a  dear  Col- 
league lost  his  life.  Yet  such  had  been 
the  action  of  those  two  gentlemen  and 
their  families,  and  such  had  been  the 
action  of  one  who,  in  the  earlier  part  of 
Lord  Spencer's  ripime,  was  known  as 
"  Spencer's  Fairie  Queen."  It  would 
hardly  become  him  to  say  anything  in 
support  of  such  a  nobleman.  His  words^ 
were  feeble,  but  he  should  not  be  doing^ 
his  duty  to  his  constituents  or  to  the 
Government  if  he  did  not  express  his 
sincere  pleasure  and  congratulations  at 
being  able  to  sustain  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  their  present  efforts. 

Mk.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
he  was  surprised  to  find  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber suppoiting  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. It  was  the  Members  from  the 
North  of  Ireland  who  had  encouraged 
the  Government  in  the  fatal  course  of 
coercion  which  had  so  nearly  ruined 
their  country.  Por  his  own  part,  ho 
execrated  the  Land  League  ;  but  he 
thought  the  time  to  have  attacked  it  was 
when  it  was  strong,  instead  of  waiting 
until  it  was  covered  with  the  oppro- 
brium, deserved  or  not  deserved,  of  the 
recent  terrible  events.  He  could  not  but 
admire  the  honesty  and  courage  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  although 
he  did  not  consider  him  to  be  a  heaven- 
sent administrator.  But,  in  the  striking 
and  forcible  speech  in  which  he  attacked 
the  extreme  Irish  Party,  and  accused 
them  of  connivance  with,  and  responsi- 
bility for,  the  terrible  crimes  which  had 
been  committed,  how  could  he  acquit 
his  own  late  Colleagues  of  a  large  share  ? 
The  state  of  things  was  well  known  to 
the  Cabinet,  and  yet  the  Government 
were  willing  to  employ  one  of  the  worst 
agents  of  the  assassination  conspiracy, 
Mr.  Sheridan,  under  the  disguise  of  re- 
storing order.  All  the  charges  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Farnell)  might  have  been 
brought  against  the  present  Ministir. 
The  Home  Secretary,  in  an  extremely 
laboured  and  flaccid  speech,  had  praised 
the  riffht  hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  and 
yet  denounced  the  Administration  of 
Ireland  before  the  late  Chief  Secretary's 
fall.     But  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
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Bradford's  position  had  been  seriously 
weakened  before  he  left  Office.    He  had 
for  six  or  eight  months  before  his  retire- 
ment urged  the  necessity  of  fresh  powers. 
He  had  expressed    the  wish  that   his 
Colleagues  should  have  visited  Ireland 
to  see  the  necessity  of  such  powers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  with 
contempt  to  the  Press ;  but  he  ought  to 
have  remembered  that  it  was  owing  to 
tbe  influence  of  a  Press  directed  by  his 
own  Colleagues  that  he  fell.    He  had 
himself,  six  weeks  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  retirement,  heard  that   he 
would  leave  the  Government.    In  jour- 
nals directed  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  it  was  said  that  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  would  have  to 
retire.     The  weakness  of  Irish  Adminis- 
tration was  caused,  not  by  the  fault  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  because 
he  was  thwarted  by    his    Colleagues. 
The  notion  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's life  was  in  danger  was  also  ridi- 
culed by  journals  of   that  class.      He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
ever    contemplated    the    possibility    of 
again  being  in  a  Liberal  Ministry,  would 
realize  the  importance  of  those  matters, 
and  the  existence  of  intrigues  which 
were  not  even  yet  at  an  end.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  cut  away  from  the 
Government  the  sole  argument  on  which 
they  relied — namely,  the  superior  orga- 
nization of  the  police.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  demonstrated  that  there 
really  had  been  no  improvement  in  the 
police.    The  detective  force    remained 
practically  the  same  as  before.      The 
first  result  of  the  change  of  Administra- 
tion from  Earl  Cow  per  and  the  right 
hon.    Member  for    Bradford    to    Earl 
Spencer  and  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
was  a  revolt  among  the  members  of  the 
Police  Force.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   had   truly    said  that  the  reason 
of    the    improvement    was     that    the 
police   had    powers    now    which    they 
had    not    then.    It  was  those    powers 
which     had     enabled     the     police     to 
bi-ing  the  gang  of  assassins  to  justice. 
If  such  powers  had  been  granted  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  autumn 
of  1881,  the  improvement  in  the  state  of 
the  country  would  have  taken  place  at 
an   earlier  date.     But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   had  said    that  Parliament 
would  not  have  granted  such  powers. 
What  did  that  mean?     It  meant  that 
the  Government  would  not  have  sup- 
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ported  him  in  asking  for  such  powers. 
His   Colleagues  were  not  loyal.     The 
Home  Secretaiy  had  admitted  what,  of 
course,  he  could  not  deny.    That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  admitted  that 
the  hands  of  the  Government  were  weak 
before   the  introduction  of  the  Crimes 
Act.     Why  was  that  eo  ?    It  was  be- 
cause the  Cabinet  were  divided,  and  re- 
fused to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  powers  which  he  asked.    The  Home 
Secretary  had  tried,  without  success,  to 
prove   that  the  late   Government  were 
responsible  for  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
Xow,  there  was  no  doubt  that  there  was 
a  considerable  increase  of  crime  during 
the  latter  part  of  1 879,  and  in  November 
of  that  year  the  number  of  outrages  rose 
to  170.    The  late  Government,  however, 
took  immediate  action.     Mr.  Davitt  and 
Lis  colleagues  were  arrested,  and  from 
that  moment  the  average  of  crime  steadily 
decreased,  until,  in  the  middle  of  1880, 
it  reached  the  lowest  point  of  63  agrarian 
crimes  in  a  month.     The  present  Go- 
vernment then  came  into  Office,  and  re- 
versed the  policy  of  thoir  Predecessors, 
with  the  consequence  that  in  the  De- 
cember of  that  year  the  number  of  such 
agrarian  crimes  reached  the  enormous 
number  of  866  in  the  month.  The  state- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister,  with  regard 
to  the  absence  of  crimes  in  Ireland,  had 
been  made  deliberately  in  answer  to 
Lord  Beaconsfield*s  warning  as  to  the 
state  of  things  in  that  country ;  and  it 
was  by  the  accuracy  of  the  respective 
views  of  those  two  statesmen  that  their 
political  capacity  should  be  judged.  The 
fact  was  that  Ireland  was  in  a  state  of 
peace,  order,  and  comparative  satisfao- 
tion  when  the  present  Government  re- 
ceived the  reins  of  power,  and  that  be- 
fore they  had  been  two  years  and  a-half 
in  Office  crime  in  that  country  had  at- 
tained its  maximum.     No  doubt,   the 
germs  of  evil  were  in  Ireland;  and  it 
required  firmness  and  statesmanship  to 
cope  with  them.     These  requisites  were 
forthcoming  under  the  late  Administra- 
tion; and  the  history  of  the  country 
murder  the  present  Government  showed 
how  deficient  they  were  in  those  much- 
^©oded  qualities.     With  regard  to  the 
Kilmainham  compact,  he  held  that  the 
Government   had  conceded  everything 
and  practically  obtained  nothing  in  re- 
turn.   They  had  conceded  the  release  of 
the  "suspects"  and  the  release  of  Mr. 
l^avitt;  they  gave  the  promise  of  the 


Arrears  Bill  and  of  further  Irish  legisla** 
tion ;  and  had  the  advice  of  the  most  ad- 
vanced section  of  the  Cabinet  been  taken, 
even  further    concessions  would    have 
been  made  to  Irish  lawlessness.     If  any 
Member  of  that  House  could  be  justly 
charged  with  being  responsible  for  the 
present  state  of  things  in  Ireland,  it  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.      The  Prime 
Minister  had  made   his  statements  at 
Mid  Lothian  with  regard  to  the  condi- 
tion of  things  in  Ireland  in  ignorance  of 
the  facts ;  but  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  spoken  with  a  full  know- 
ledge of  the  real  state  of  the  case.     The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  re- 
ferring to  the  Land  League,  stated  that 
its  objects  were  legal  and  praiseworthy, 
and  were  deserving  of  support,  and  went 
on  to  assert  that  to  stifie  that  agitation 
would  be  to  prevent  reform.     Yet  this 
was  the  agitation  which  had   been  so 
forcibly  denounced  that  evening  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford.   Now, 
the  Irish  Party  were  covered  with  igno- 
miny— [6Vfw  of  **  No,  no  !  "] — he  meant 
that  the  recent  disclosures  in  Dublin  had 
rendered  them  intensely  unpopular  in 
England;  and  it  was  unworthy  of  the 
Government,  looking  to  what  had  hap- 
pened in  thQ  past,   to  denounce  them, 
when  nothing  fresh  had  been  discovered 
that  the  whole  world  did  not  know  be- 
fore. The  fact  was  that  the  Government 
had  availed  themselves  of  the  services  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
to  say  nothing  of  one  of  the  worst  men 
connected  with  the  League — Mr.  Sheri- 
dan, of  Tubbercurry — as  long  as  they 
were  useful  to  them,  and  now  they  could 
not  sufficiently  denounce  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's conduct.     The  real  "No.  1,"  in- 
deed, of  Ireland,  who  was  responsible 
for  the  demoralization  of  Ireland,  was 
Her  Majesty's  Government.     Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  which  was  willing 
to    use    the    Irish    movement    for    its 
own  purposes,  was  mainly  responsible 
for  the  terrible   demoralization  of  the 
Irish  people.    That  demoralization  was 
both  moral  and  political,  moral  as  shown 
by  the  sympathy   and    encouragement 
accorded  to  the  assassins,  and  political  as 
shown  by  the  result  of  the  Mallow  Elec- 
tion.    It  was  impossible,  in  the  present 
state  of  Ireland,  to  introduce  any  scheme 
of  county  government,   for  all  men  of 
respectability  were  being  chased  off  the 
boards,  and  were  being  replaced  by  what 
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he  might  call  the  very  lowest  and  most 
yiolent  class  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  :  No,  no;  no- 
thing  of  the  kind.  They  are  the  most 
respectable  men  in  the  community. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD.BAETLETT  said,  he 
had  great  respect  for  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) ;  but  he  belieyed 
that  no  class  in  Ireland  had  more  cause 
to  rejoice  at  the  presence  of  the  British 
garrison  in  Ireland  than  the  moderate 
and  respectable  section  of  the  extreme 
Irish  Party  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
belonged.  He  believed  that  what  hap- 
pened in  the  French  Eevolution  would 
be  repeated  in  Ireland,  but  for  the  exist- 
ence of  the  British  power.  The  hon. 
Member,  after  having  done  away  with 
the  landlord,  would  himself  have  fallen  a 
victim — [Mr.  Sullivan  :  Oh,  no.  Not  at 
all.] — to  the  Bradys  and  the  Kellys  and 
the  M'Oaffreys,  who  would  even  have 
deposed  the  uncrowned  King  of  Ireland. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  his 
recent  Pindaric  ode  on  anarchy,  had  said 
that  anarchy  was  the  beginning  of  a  new 
birth.  That  was  false,  for  no  country 
had  ever  benefited  by  anarchy.  Anarchy 
was  as  fatal  to  Ireland  as  it  had  been  to 
France.  In  praising  anarchy  in  view  of 
what  the  Government  had  done  in  Egypt 
and  Ireland  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  had  done  a  most  mischievous  thing. 
The  time  had  come  for  the  country  to 
ask  itself  what  good  from  first  to  last 
had  the  Irish  legislation  of  the  Liberal 
Party  done  to  that  country.  From  1 868, 
when  they  disestablished  a  loyal  and 
civilizing  Church,  down  to  1882,  when 
they  passed  the  Crimes  Act  and  the  dis- 
honest Arrears  Act,  every  single  bit  of 
their  policy  had  been  fatally  ruinous  and 
cruel  to  the  unfortunate  country.  Many 
earnest  Boman  Catholics  would  have 
preferred  the  civilizing  influences  of  the 
Protestant  Church  to  have  remained. 
In  1870  was  passed  a  Land  Act  which 
the  Prime  Minister  promised  would  be 
final.  Ireland  then  had  a  slight  period 
of  repose  through  the  intervention  of  a 
Conservative  Government  and  a  wise 
and  statesmanlike  Administration.  It 
had  been  frequently  said  that  the  mis- 
chief of  Ireland  came  from  abroad  and 
that  the  agitation  was  imported  from 
America.  No  statement  could  be  fur- 
ther from  the  truth.  The  difficulty  of 
the  United  States  was  the  Irish  popula- 
tion, and  the  difficulty  in  this  country, 
was  the  Irish  population.     He  believed 
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that  the  Irish  required  to  be  treated 
like  a  high-spirited  and  noble  steed,  not 
one  moment  throwing  the  reins  on  ita 
neck  and  the  next  cruelly  curbing^  it. 
They  required  a  firm,  quiet,  resolute, 
and  statesmanlike  rule,  such  as  they  ex- 
perienced at  the  hands  of  Lord  Beacons- 
field.     When  well,  steadily,  and   firmly 
governed  no  country  was  so  easily  man- 
aged as  Ireland.     But  when  the  reverse 
it  would  always  be  a  trouble.     From 
1868  Liberal  policy  in  Ireland  had  had 
but  one  result — that  of  unsettlinf^  and 
disturbing   the   country.      The    Prime 
Minister  boasted  that  he  was  going  to 
destroy  a  Upas  tree.    The  first  branch 
of  that  tree  was  Protestant  ascendancy. 
That  he  had  destroyed,  and  what  was 
the  result  ?    The  Protestants  were  leav- 
ing Ireland.   [  Cri€%  of  "  No  Ij"]    In  the 
county  of  Tyrone  alone  15,000  Irish  Pro- 
testants had  left.    The  second  branch  to 
destroy  was  British  garrisons ;  and  the 
third  branch,  or  rather  the  trunk  of  the 
tree  itself,  was  the  Union  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.     But  the  people  of 
this  country  were  determined  that,  what- 
ever might  be  the  power  and  eloquence 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  he  should  not 
destroy  the  ties  that  bound  England, 
Ireland,   and  Scotland  together.     The 
Prime  Minister,  in  destroying  one  Upas 
tree  in  Ireland,  had  set  up  another  Upas 
tree — that  of  sedition,  lawlessness,  and 
revolution. 

Mb.  a.  ELLIOT  said,  the  eloquence 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  been  largely  founded  on  the 
mere  gossip  of  the  Lobby,  and  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  the  only  Member  on 
that  side  of  the  House  who  based  his 
observations  on  such  grounds.  The  hon. 
Member  had  told  them  of  an  intrigue 
in  the  Cabinet  by  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  had  been  driven 
out  of  it;  and  he  had  told  them  that 
that  intrigue  was  supported  and  managed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  That 
charge  rested  simply  and  solely  on  the 
gossip  of  the  Lobby.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: And  newspapers.]  He  had  told 
them  that  not  only  did  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  take  that  course,  but 
that  he  had  supported  himself  by  news- 
papers under  his  direction,  one  of  these 
being  The  Pall  Mall  Oatette,  and  another 
The  Birmingham  Oazette.  He  had  yet  to 
learn  from  other  sources  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  pro- 
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prietor  of  these  papers.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph   Churchill)  had  taken  the    same 
course  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)  wheti  he  said  that 
Lord  Spencer  had  entered  into  an  in- 
trigue,  the  object  of  which  was  to  driye 
£rom  the  Cabinet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford,  because 
he  demanded  those  powers  which,  when 
he  (Jjord  Spencer)  became  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant himself,  were  found  to  be  neces- 
sary.   That  was  what  he  ventured  to 
characterize  a  most  improper  statement 
to  make.     All  the  talk  about  treason 
and  tmckling  to  crime  was  little  better 
than  mere   Party  capital.    The  whole 
matter    had  been  brought    before  the 
House    by   the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
himself,  and  also  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  there  was  very  little  difference 
between  them  in  their  account  of  it.    It 
would  appear  that  a  Bill  for  the  further 
maintenance  of  order  was  in  contempla- 
tion, and  had  been  accepted  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  resignation ;  but 
there  was   a  difference  as  to  when  it 
should    be  brought  forward,   and  the 
reason  the  right   hon.   Gentleman  re- 
signed was   because  it  could    not   be 
brought  forward  then  and  there.     He, 
for  one,  was  entirely  opposed  to  any 
6uoh  scheme  as  making  the  maintenance 
of  order  conditional  on  the  passing  of 
any  particular  measure.     But  the  main 
reason  why  he  (Mr.  A.  Elliot)  rose  to 
address  the  House  was  that,  after  the 
strong  feeling  excited  throughout  the 
country  by   the    revelations    made    in 
Dablin,  and  the    excited  feeling   that 
would  be  caused  by  the  very  remark- 
able, the  very  strong  and  telling  speech 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bracuord,  it  would  be  most  disas- 
trous that  that  feeling  should  pass  away 
without  strong  measures  being  taken  to 
root  out  those  conspiracies  and  organi- 
zations which  were  disgracing  Ireland. 
They  had  to  do  there  with  a  state  of 
things  which  was  quite  unique,  almost  a 
state  of  revolution,   and   no    ordinary 
measures  would  suffice  to  put  it  down. 
The  Government  had  now  got  on  the 
soent  of  much  of  the  crime  that  existed, 
and  were  tracing  it  up,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  leave  no  stone  unturned  to 
root  out  fully  all  these  abominable  con- 
spiracies. But  he  said  the  state  of  things 
was  exceptional,  and    an    exceptional 
remedy  should  be  found.    He  ventured 


to  recommend  to  the  Government  that 
they  should  take  the  measure  which  was 
taken  so  very  strongly  in  1867  with 
reference  te  the  Sheffield  Trade  Union 
outrages.  What  was  done  then  was  to 
send  down  a  Commission,  armed  with 
exceptional  powers.  A  Oommission 
should  be  sent  to  Ireland,  movable  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other, 
with  the  express  object  of  tracing  up,  as 
far  as  they  could  be  traced,  the  branches 
of  these  organizations.  They  should 
have  power  to  put  witnesses  on  oath, 
and  compel  them  to  answer,  and  to  give 
them  an  indemnity  that  they  should  not 
be  proceeded  against  in  the  event  of 
their  bringing  out  matters  which  in- 
criminated themselves.  The  Crime  Act 
was  not  sufficient,  and  should  be  sup- 
plemented by  such  powers  as  he  had 
indicated,  in  order  that  the  British  and 
the  Irish  public  might  know  with  whom 
they  had  to  deal.  Now  was  the  time  to 
do  it.  They  really  must  investigate 
thoroughly,  without  fear  or  favour,  and 
trace  up  the  conspiracy  as  far  as  they 
could.  No  private  investigation  would 
do.  The  British  and  the  Irish  public 
had  a  right  to  know  how  they  stood  in 
regard  to  these  conspiracies,  and  whether 
their  public  men  were  affected.  Certain 
newspapers  were  still  denouncing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  But  supposing  they  were — 
why,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  was  one  of  the 
most  popular  men  in  Great  Britain.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  down  in 
Sa)tland,  and  there  was  probably  only 
one  other  man — the  Prime  Minister  him- 
self—who would  have  had  the  sort  of 
reception  that  was  given  to  him.  If 
there  was  one  thing  more  than  another 
that  endeared  him  to  this  country,  it 
was  the  way  in  which  he  was  held  up 
to  detestation  by  those  who  were  always 
minimizing  and  palliating  and  apolo- 
gizing for  the  perpetration  of  crime. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  County 
(Mr.  Barry)  had  told  them  that  it  was 
quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  these 
crimes  were  not  denounced  by  Irish 
Members.  It  was  denounced  at  meet- 
ings in  Ireland.  But  really  it  was  pre- 
suming too  much  on  the  ignorance  of 
England  and  Scotland  to  make  state- 
ments like  that.  They  might,  perhaps, 
judge  of  what  Irish  Members  said  at 
meetings  in  Ireland  from  what  they  said 
in  that  House ;  and  it  was^an  absurdity 
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to  tell  tho  House  that  if  Members  went 
to  Irish  meetings,  they  would  hear  out- 
rages denounced  there. 

Mr.  BEODEICK  said,  he  thought 
there  were  many  matters  connected  with 
the  resignation  of  the  rig:ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  that  deserved  the  notice 
of  the  Government.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  that  the  effect 
of  the  Protection  of  Pereon  and  Property 
Act  would  have  been  much  greater  if 
it  had  been  reinforced  by  some  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act ;  but  they 
had  a  right  to  have  an  explanation  from 
the  Government  as  to  why  that  course 
was  not  taken  long  before  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  resigned  Office. 
There  would  have  been  no  difficulty  in 
bringing  forward  a  thorough  measure  for 
the  government  of  Ireland,  but  that  there 
was  a  feeling  that  among  the  EadicaJ 
Members  there  would  not  be  a  very 
loyal  support.  There  was  a  general 
disposition  among  hon.  Members  speak- 
ing from  the  other  side  to  ignore  the 
extent  to  which  the  agitation  in  Ireland 
had  been  the  result  of  the  injudicious 
speeches  and  action  of  the  Government 
and  their  supporters.  The  government 
of  the  country,  however,  could  only  be 
carried  on  by  a  vigorous  and  consistent 
policy ;  and  he  contended  that  the  policy 
of  the  present  Administration  had  been 
weak  and  vacillating.  When  they  came 
into  Office  the  Ministry  declared,  in  May, 
that  they  had  no  intention  to  introduce 
any  legislation  of  an  exceptional  cha- 
racter for  Ireland.  That  was  followed 
three  months  later  by  the  introduction 
of  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Bill,  and  also  by  the  gratuitous  an- 
nouncement of  the  then  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  that  he  would  not  under- 
take to  govern  Ireland  in  the  coming 
winter  without  the  passing  of  some  such 
measure.  The  great  difficulty  which 
the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
to  contend  with,  in  his  administration 
mainly  arose  from  the  fact  that  when  he 
most  needed  support  there  were  Members 
of  the  Government  goins  about  the 
country  who,  by  their  indiscreet  utter- 
ances, led  the  Irish  people  to  believe 
that  the  Cabinet  were  disunited.  The 
rifi^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Briffht),  for  example,  made  his 
remarkable  speech  at  Birmingham,  in 
which  he  declared  that  *'  force  is  no 
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remedy  ;  "  and  his  right  hon.  Colleag^o 
the  President  of  tho  Board   of  Trado 
expressed  opinions  equally  tending    to 
weaken  the  hands  of  the  right   hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  in  executing  tlie 
law.     The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone)  had  also  expressed 
sentiments  calculated  to  force  the  hands 
of   the   Government  on  a  subject   on 
which  the  present  Loader  of  the  House 
had  announced  that  the  Ministry  were 
not  prepared  to  act  without  some  gua- 
rantee for  peace  and  order  in  Ireland 
being  first  obtained  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Bro- 
drick)  was  much  surprised,  and  mucli 
regretted  the  fact,  that  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber had    not    attempted  in  his    place 
in  the  House  to  justify  the  remarks  he 
had  thought  fit  to  address  to  his  con- 
stituents.   The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
had  been  challenged  on  several  points. 
Were  his  views,  for  instance,  in  accord- 
ance with  those  of  the  Government  to 
which  he  belonged ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent  were  the  Government  bound  to 
give  effect  to  them?     On    the    other 
hand,  if  his  views  were  not  in  accord- 
ance with  theirs,  how  came   the   hon. 
Member  to  think  himself  justified   in 
delivering  views  in  opposition  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ?    James   Carey 
had  stated  at  Kilmainham  Court,  on 
Saturday,   that    the  reason    why    Mr. 
Bourke    had    been    murdered  was   an 
article  which  appeared  in  The  Freeman's 
Journal — a  paper  notoriously  inimical  to 
English    rule.     That    article    declared 
that  a  total  and  radical  change  in  the 
personnel  of  Castle  officialism  in  all  its 
branches  must  be  effected  if  the  heart 
of  the  Irish  people  was  to  be  won  back 
to  any  respect  for  the  law  or  any  confi- 
dence in  the  Administration.     Now,  the 
hon.  Member  for   Leeds,  speaking   in 
December,   characterized   the   form    of 
Government  in  Ireland  as  being  as  bad 
as  it  could  be— as,  in  fact,  the  worst  in 
Europe ;  and,  on  a  later  occasion,  he  had 
also  uttered  in  the  country  sentiments 
conceived  in  the  same  spirit  and  couched 
almost  in  the  same  language  as  that  article 
in  7'he  Freeman^  Journal,  Were  speeches 
of  that  reckless  character  calculated  to 
assist  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  in  their  arduous 
duties?    Made   as  they  were   by   the 
junior  Member  of  the  Government,  and 
by  one  who  had  better  means  than  any 
other  Minister  of  impressing  his  views 
on  the  man  who  had  the  most  power  to 
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g:ive  efTeci  to  theniy  Burely  bucIi  rash  and 
inconsiderate  speeches  were  worthy   of 
the  severest  condemnation,  if  they  were 
not  capable  of  being  justified  in  that 
House.      He    (Mr.    Brodrick)    entirely 
disapproved  of  the  encouragement  given 
to    tnose  who  were    agitating  for  the 
severance  of  the  Empire  by  such  utter- 
ances as  those  of  the  hon.  Member.    If 
the  speech  of  some  anonymous  scribbler 
in  an  obscure  journal  had  such  an  effect 
in   Ireland,  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds, 
who  was  not  a  mere  private  Member, 
must  be  particularly  dangerous,  seeing 
they  must  inevitably  raise  hopes  which, 
unless   fulfilled,  would  unquestionably 
lead  to  agitation.     He  desired  to  hear 
some  explanation  given  for  the  extra- 
ordinary change  in  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  May  last ;  for  otherwise,  if 
they  had  no  reasons  to  give  for  it,  the 
House  might  some  day  find  them  return- 
ing  equafly  unexpectedly  to  their  old 
method  of  treating  the  country. 

Ma.   GIYAN  said,  that    much  had 
been  made  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Glad- 
stone) and  his  alleged  advocacy  of  Home 
Bule ;  but  need  he  remind  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  the  present  Conservative 
candidate  for  Dublin  County  had  himself 
supported  such  a  measure.    The  obser- 
vations of  hon.  Members  opposite  were, 
therefore,  somewhat  inconsistent.     He 
did  not  desire  to  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  with  a  lengthy  speech; 
but  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  one 
remark  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eye    (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett). 
The  hon.  Member,  while  censuring  the 
present  Government  for  the  crimes  which 
nad  taken  place  in  Ireland  since  they 
had  come  into  Office,  made  use  of  one 
significant    expression  which  he  (Mr. 
Oivan)  entirely  agreed  with.    He  said — 
<*  No  doubt,  Uie  germs  of  the  disease 
existed  in  Ireland  at  the  time  they  took 
Office."    That  was  true,  for  not  only  the 
germs  of  the  disease,  but  the  disease 
itself  existed.    And  how  could  it  be 
otherwise,   since  the  (Government,  be- 
tween 1874  and  1880,  had  done  scarcely 
anything  to  relieve  the  people  from  the 
grievances  under  which  they  laboured, 
as  regarded  the  Land  Laws  ?  So  that  not 
only  did  the  germs  exist,  but  the  disease 
itself  was  to  a  considerable  extent  de- 
veloped.   As  he  had  said,  it  was  not  his 
intentioa  to  discuss  at  any  ^eat  length 


the  Amendment  before  the  House;  but  he 
could  not  help  stating  that  many  of  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made,  both  be- 
low and  above  the  Gangway  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House,  had  been  de- 
livered for  the  purpose  of  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House,  of  casting  discredit 
upon  the  Government,  and  of  weakening 
the  hands  of  Lord  Spencer  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  the 
onerous  and  delicate  duties  they  were 
now  discharging  in  Ireland.  He  had 
listened  very  carefully  to  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Members  opposite,  but  nothing  had 
been  said  as  to  wnat  could  be  done  for 
Ireland  in  her  present  condition ;  no- 
thing to  throw  oil  upon  the  troubled 
waters;  there  had  not  been  a  single 
suggestion  or  hint  as  to  the  solution  of 
the  problem  connected  with  the  Irish 
affairs.  Various  charges  had  been 
levelled  against  the  Government.  Hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  com- 
plained that  the  liber^  of  the  Press 
had  been  restricted,  and  that  the  Irish 
people  were  under  a  despotic  and  alien 
rule.  He  had  endeavoured  to  form 
some  judgment  with  regard  to  the 
charges,  and  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  hon.  Gentlemen  above  the 
Opposition  Gangway  were  far  from 
right,  while  those  below  the  Gangway 
were  wholly  wrong.  As  to  the  Kilmain- 
ham  Treaty,  that  charge  had  been  dis- 
posed of  long  since  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, in  language  as  unequivocal  as 
the  English  language  afforded.  Com- 
plaint had  been  made  of  the  release  of 
the  "  suspects ;  "  but  nothing  which  had 
since  occurred  in  Ireland  had  changed 
his  (Mr.  Givan's)  opinion,  that  in  re- 
leasing the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  the  other  "  sus- 
pects *'  the  Government  exeroised  a 
sound  and  wise  discretion,  and  to  their 
doing  so  could  in  no  way  be  traced  the 
crimes  which  succeeded.  In  the  Pro- 
vince with  which  he  (Mr.  Givan)  was 
more  particularly  connected,  and  which 
had  been  almost  free  from  crime,  and 
where  they,  as  a  matter  of  course,  had 
no  sympathy  with  criminals,  a  part  of 
Ireland  that  had  always  been,  and  he 
trusted  always  would  remain,  loyal  to 
the  British  Grown,  the  release  of  the 
'*  suspects "  was  entirely  approved. 
Some  time  previous  to  its  taking  place, 
a  resolution  was  passed  at  an  influential 
meeting  in  Belfast,  as  to  the  inexpe- 
diency of  further  detaining  the  hon.  Mem- 
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bor  and  the  other  "  suspects/'  and  was 
presented  by  himself  (Mr.  Giyan)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  to  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  who  sent  what 
they  considered  a  very  reasonable  reply 
— namely,  that  although  he  was  willing 
to  release  them,  ho  could  not  conscien- 
tiously do  so  until  he  saw  a  cessation  of 
crime  in  the  districts  to  which  they  be- 
longed, and  that  immediately  that  took 
place  he  would  order  their  release.  In 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  they  had  the 
fullest  confidence ;  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  they  believed  that  he  conscien- 
tiously discharged  his  duty,  and  that  no 
man  could  have  fulfilled  it  better  to- 
wards even  those  who  now  turned  round 
upon  him.  He  agreed  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  that  Ireland  could  not 
prosper  until  life  and  property  were  se- 
cure, and  the  Crimes  Act  was  working 
to  that  end.  Under  the  **  Boycotting  " 
rules  of  the  Land  League,  there  was  no 
liberty,  nothing  but  terrorism  ;  and  those 
who  were  loyal  to  the  Crown,  and  wished 
to  discharge  their  ordinary  duties,  were 
under  restraint  by  reason  of  its  ter- 
rorism. Thanks  to  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  a  dif- 
ferent state  of  things  was  being  brought 
about ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  deterred  by  any  of 
the  speeches  made  during  the  debate, 
or  by  any  other  consideration,  from  per- 
severing with  the  further  remedial  mea- 
sures which  North  and  South  alike  de- 
manded. Thus  alone  would  peace  be 
firmly  secured,  and  the  country  restored 
to  a  condition  which  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  people  of  England  as  well 
as  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mk.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that,  of 
all  the  remarks  made  by  hon.  Members, 
the  remarks  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Eipon  (Mr.  Goschen) 
had  made  the  other  day  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  T.  p.  O'Connor)  to  take  the  most 
sensible  and  rational  view  of  the  Amend- 
ment then  before  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  appealed  to  the 
House  whether  it  was  uiir  to  assume 
the  truth  of  the  statements  which,  at 
the  present  moment,  were  only  in  the 
shape  of  evidence  at  a  preliminary 
inquiry.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
thoi^ht  he  might  also  submit  this  to 
the  Mouse — that  the  charge  upon  which 
these  men  were  committed  for  trial 
was  a  charge   involving  their  life  or 
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their  death.    And  that  had  also  been 
urged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bipon.     But,  at  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  help  remarking  that 
that  view  did  not  strike  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  Friends  till  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  were  attacked.     In  every 
previous  speech  from  Liberal  Members 
the  guilt  of  the  persons  accused  in  this 
preliminary  investigation  had  been  as- 
sumed, and  it  was  not  until  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  made  an  assault  on  the  Ministry 
that  this  spirit  of  fair  play  had  suddenly 
dawned  upon  them.     It  was  extremely 
disappointing  that  so  grave  and  serious 
an  occasion  had  been  thought  worthy  oJf 
no  better  purpose  than  the  exchange  of 
Party  recriminations    that   had    taken 

?lace.      The  welfare  of  the  people  of - 
reland,  who  were  so  deeply  concerned 
in  the  results  of  present  events,  and  in 
the  policy  which  the  House  of  Commons 
might  be  induced  to  adopt,  might  have 
suggested  to   hon.   Members  on   both 
sides  considerations  more  dignified  than 
those  which  had  been  brought  forward. 
He  was  more  than  astonished  at  the 
manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  and 
others  had  attacked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  re- 
specting the  speech    he   had    recently 
made  there.    They  had  behaved  to  him 
as  if  they  had  been  Zulus  aasegaing  an 
enemy.  The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  did 
not  require  his  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor's) 
advocacy,  and  he  certainly  did  not  seem 
to  have  received  much  advocacy  from  his 
own  side.     Yet,  speaking  for  his  hon. 
Friends  around  him,  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  majority  of  the 
people  of  L*eland  would  always  regard 
with  feelings  of   gratitude    the    truly 
statesmanlike  observations  he  had  made. 
The  debate  that  evening  had  been  opened 
by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  formerly 
occupied  the  position  of  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Lowther),  and  whose 
policy  in  that  capacity,  he  thought,  had 
been  the  most  disastrous — always  ex- 
cepting the  inimitable  example  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster).   The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  Lowther),  having  held  that 
Office,  had  favoured  the  House  with  his 
statesmanlike  views  of  the  policy  which, 
bethought,  ought  to  be  adopted  towards 
Lreland.    He  first  of  all  said  that  the 
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€jg  oficio    Gaardians    had  been    driyen 
frojCL  the  Poor  Law  Boards,  and  that  the 
resident  gentry  had  been  expelled.     By 
^vhoni  and  by  what  means  ?      He  next 
said    that    the    whole     course    of   the 
Liberals  had   been  wrong.    They  had 
diaeetablished  the   Churchy  and    given 
over  control  of  the  land  to  the  disaffected. 
In  other  words,   he   thought  that  the 
tenure  of  the  English  power  in  Ireland 
would   be   on   a  securer   basis    if   the 
majority  were  compelled  to  pay  for  a 
Church  which  they  did  not  believe  in, 
and  if    5,000,000  of    people  could  be 
starred  and  evicted  by  10,000  upholders 
of  English  rule.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  used  various   architectural 
figures  of  speech.      Ho  spoke  of   the 
Church  as  a  pillar  of  English  rule.     He 
spoke   also  of  the  building  up  of  the 
organization  of  English  rule.    The  plan 
and  policy  which  he  suggested  woula  be 
joftt  as  reasonable  as  to  hx  a  pyramid  on 
its  apex.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  followed  by  his  immediate  Successor 
in  Office  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) ;  and  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  heard  several  com- 
mentaries on  that  righthon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  mostly  of  a  eulogistic  kind.     It 
had  been  spoken  of  as  a  great  effort,  a 
powerful  speech,  but  mainly  as  a  magnifi- 
eent  indictment;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  applied  these  epithets  forgot  that 
the  best  way  of  describing  it  was  that  it 
was  a  grand  indictment  divisible  into 
two  parts.     One  part  applied  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Famell), 
but    the   other    part   was  against   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  Colleagues. 
With  regard  to  those  two  sections  of  the 
indictment  there  was  a  marked  distinc- 
tion— that  which   applied  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  was  stale 
and  flat ;  that  which  was  against  his 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster's)  Colleagues  had 
the  merit  of  novelty  and  vigour.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  attack  on  his 
Colleagues  was    more    than   justified; 
and,  if  it  could  be  substantiated,  there 
never  was  anything  to  equal  in  political 
perfidy,  if  such  a  phrase  were  Parlia- 
mentaiy,  the  throwing  over  of  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  by  his  old 
Colleague  the   right  hon.  and  learned 
GoDtieman  the   Secretary  of  State  for 
tbeflbme  Department.    The  right  hon. 
Umber  for  Bradford  had  often  been 
ieeaibed    as    an   honest,  candid,   and 
deiterouB     debater.      He    (Mr.  T.  P. 
O*0onnor)  never  doubted  his  dexterity, 


whatever  he  might  think  of  his  other 
qualities ;  and  never  did  he  display  his 
dexterity  more  than  in  his  reply  to  his 
old  Colleague  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.  He  was  full  of 
shrugs,  and  smiles,  and  innuendoes.  He 
began  by  saying  he  had  always  received 
the  loyal  support  of  his  Colleagues,  and 
then,  taking  up  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  there  was 
not  a  point  in  that  speech  which  he  did 
not  traverse  and  contradict.  Said  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  by  way  of  accounting 
for  the  change  in  the  condition  of  Ire« 
land — ''The  police  had  been  re- organ* 
ized;"  said  Mr.  Forster — *'The  police 
had  not  been  re-organized."  Said  the 
Secretary  of  State — **  There  has  been  no 
change  in  policy,  because  the  now  Coer- 
cion Act,  the  Crimes  Act,  was  sanctioned 
by  the  Cabinet,  before  Mr.  Forster  left 
it ;  "  said  Mr.  Forster — **  It  is  a  mistake 
to  say  that  the  Crimes  Act  was  accepted 
by  the  Government."  Said  the  Secre- 
tary of  State — **Our  policy  was  con- 
tinuous, because  the  Government  ac- 
cepted the  Crimes  Act  which  Mr.  Forster 
drafted."  "But,"  said  Mr.  Forster, 
*'  the  Crimes  Act  was  accepted  with  this 
difference,  a  difference  of  time."  And 
that  makes  all  the  difference-  in  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  it 
taken  up  immediately ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment wanted  to  postpone  it  till  after 
certain  financial  arrangements,  and  after 
the  Procedure  Bules  were  passed.     The 

Slain  and  inevitable  inference  to  be 
rawn  from  the  whole  matter  was  that 
the  Government  meant  to  introduce,  but 
did  not  mean  to  pass  that  measure.  It 
was  intended  that  the  Crimes  Bill  should 
be  hung  up,  or  inserted  in  a  pigeon-hole, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  appallipg  tragedy 
in  the  Phcenix  Park.  Still,  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  received  no- 
thing but  loyal  support  from  his  Col- 
leagues. But  he  immediately  added, 
with  a  meaning  smile,  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  lived  in  Ireland,  as  he  had, 
he  would  have  g^ven  the  Crimes  Bill 
precedence.  In  fact,  the  indictment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  his 
late  Colleagues  went  to  show  that  the 
policy  he  advocated  and  which  he 
pressed,  and  in  regard  to  which  he 
always  complained  of  being  opposed, 
was  only  taken  up  by  the  Government 
in  consequence  of  their  hands  being 
forced  by  the  Phoenix  Park  affair. 
Passing  from  that  to  the  second  part  of 
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the  indictment,  whicli  related  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  venture  to 
describe  it  as  stale,  flat,  and  unprofit- 
able. [ Cries  ofOhl  "]  Was  there  a 
single  count  in  that  indictment  that  had 
not  already  been  brought  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  previous  occasions 
against  the  hon.  Member?  Was  there 
a  single  passage  from  any  speech  or 
journal  which  had  not  been  quoted 
over  and  over  again,  either  by  himself, 
or  by  the  enterprizing  young  gentle- 
man who  fought  his  battle  in  the  Press, 
and  was  kind  enough  to  put  words  into 
the  mouth  of  the  ex- Chief  Secretary  ? 
It  was  a  hash  of  an  old  dish.  There 
were  crises  when  the  English  people  were 
seized  with  the  spirit  of  blood  frenzy. 
[*'0h,  oh!"]  That  was  what  one  of 
the  best  of  En&;li8h  writers  said.  Had 
there  not  been  blood  frenzy  in  the  course 
of  the  Indian  Mutiny ;  and  had  not  the 
Liberals  said  the  Conservatives  were 
guilty  of  blood  frenzy  when  they  set 
their  faces  against  Bussian  aggression  ? 
And  now  there  was  the  blood  frenzy 
against  the  Irish  people.  [**  Oh,  oh  ! "] 
He  knew  very  well  what  he  was  saying 
was  true,  and  they  knew  it  too.  It  was 
when  the  tide  ran  high,  espeoially  if  it 
were  a  foul  tide,  that  political  tricksters 
trimmed  their  sails.  Political  adven- 
turers were  always  able  to  gain  advan- 
tage in  crises  such  as  that,  espeoially  if 
their  malignant  passions  were  concealed 
with  an  unctuous  exterior,  and  under 
a  tongue  apparently  rugged,  and  man- 
ners so  boorish,  that  good  nature  sug- 
gested them  to  be  artificial.  He  could 
not  but  admire  the  coolness  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  stood  up  in 
the  face  of  recent  events,  and,  to  use 
his  own  expression,  ''  without  one  word 
of '  repentance  for  his  guilty  and  mis- 
chievous past."  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) would  say  this  deliberately — that 
not  only  on  the  testimony  of  those 
Benches,  but  on  the  testimony  of  his  own 
**  loyal"  Colleagues,  there  never  was 
an  administration  in  Ireland  so  disas- 
trous, so  mischievous,  so  futile,  as  the 
administration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford.  What 
spoke  his  own  ** loyal"  Colleague,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. What  said  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aylesbury  (Mr.  George  Eussell),  who 
seemed  to  be  even  more  Forsterite  than 
the  right  hon.   Member   for  Bradford 
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himself?    They  said  that  the  coercion 
which  was  introduced  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
passed  principally  and  through  speeches 
made  by  him,  was  the  most  disastrous 
of  all  recent  legislation.     **  We  found," 
said  the  Secretary  of  State,  *'  that  the 
Coercion  Act  was  a  miserable  failure, 
because  the  more  persons  wo  imprisoned 
the    more   outrages   were  committed." 
Therefore,   he  (Mr.  T.   P.    O'Connor) 
would  say,  according  to  the  testimony 
of  the  ** loyal"  ex-Colleague  of  the  ex- 
Chief   Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  the 
Coercion  Act  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  was  chiefly  respon- 
sible for  the  large  and  disastrous  in- 
erease    of    agrarian    outrages.      There 
never  had  been  in  Ireland,  at  least  since 
1847,  more  grave,  more  serious,  or  more 
odious  crimes  than  those  of  the  last  two 
or  three  years.     That  no    one    would 
deny ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there  never 
was  a  more  bitter  hatred  of  the  law  ; 
there  never  was  a  more  sullen  feeling  of 
discontent  than  at  the  present  moment. 
What  was  the  cause  of  all  that  ?    Who 
was  the  man  ?    Who  was  the  origin  of 
this  increase  of  crime  ?    Who  was  the 
man  that  caused  the  increase  of  disturb- 
ance ?    Who  was   the    man  ?     [**  Oh, 
oh ! "]    I    will   tell   you  if  you  wait. 
Listen,  and  I  will  tell  you,  by  the  words 
of  your  own  Friends.     The  man  who 
was  the  cause  of  all  this  was  the  man 
who  led  the  van  of  coercion.     Let  them 
go  back  to  the  origin  of  this  measure. 
What  was  the  real  case  upon  which  it 
was  founded  ?    It  was  the  increase  of 
crimes  in  the  months  of  December  and 
November,  1880  ;  and  if  they  looked  to 
the  Blue  Book  which  was  placed  upon  the 
Table  they  would  see  the  shocking  inde- 
cency of  the  manner  in  which  the  statistics 
of  offences  of  that  time  were  concocted. 
Did  not  they  remember  the  look  of  horror, 
astonishment,    and    bewilderment  that 
came  over  the  Irish  Benches — that  came, 
too,  over  the  face  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  of  almost  every  other  hon.  Member  in 
the  House — when  the  Blue  Books  were 
produced ;  and  when  single  offences  were 
made  to    appear    sometimes  as  three, 
sometimes  as  four,  and  sometimes  even 
as  seven  distinct  offences,  and  when  the 
knocking  off  the  head  of  a  haystack  and 
the  breaking  down  of  three  perches  of  a 
fence  was  dignified  to  the  same  category 
as  if  it  were  murder  ?  That  was  the  man 
who  was  responsible  for  the  state  of 
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affairs  in  Ireland.    On  him,  on  his  head, 
lay  all  the  guilt,  all  the  horror,  all  the 
crime.     He  was  its  creator,  he  was  its 
parent.      As  his  titular  Chief  said,  he 
ms    the   man  who  was  to  drive  dis- 
content under  the  surface ;  and,  by  his 
attempt  to  do  so,  he  brought  forth  that 
terrible    harvest    of    crime    that    had 
shocked  and    bewildered  the  civilized 
voild.     He  was  the  real  culprit.     And 
yet,  in  the  face  of  all  that,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  had    the  audacity  to 
come   down  to  that  House  and  charge 
the    hon.    Member    for    the    City    of 
Cork  with  the  crimes  which  had  been 
committed.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  of  the  Land  League  in  severe 
terms.  It  carried  out  its  decrees,  he  said, 
with  violent  speeches,  with  *  *  Boycotting, '  * 
with  murder.    [*'  Hear,  hear  !  "]    Hon. 
Members  cheered  that  observation  ;  but 
did  hon.   Members  on  the  Ministerial 
lide  of  the  House  forget  the  seriousness 
af  the  charge  involved  in  it  against  the 
Gk>vemment  they   supported?    If   the 
League  carried  out  its  decrees  by  out- 
rages, by  ''Boycotting,"  by  murder,  why 
did  not   the   Government  suppress  the 
League?      The    Government   had   the 
same  powers  in  May  that  they  had  in 
October,  and  in  October  the  Land  League 
was  suppressed.     No  new  powers  were 
bestowed  on  them  in  October  that  they 
had  not  in  May ;  and  by  virtue  of  the 
powers  existing,  or  which  at  least  they 
said  existed,  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
lieutenant  long  before  they  came  into 
Office,  they  could  have  suppressed  the 
Lea^e  in  May.     Therefore,    if  their 
charge  were  most  true,  as  he  would  say, 
it  was  most  false  that  the  Land  League 
carried  out  its  decrees  by  violence,  by 
outrage,  and  by  crime,  then  he  would 
say  that  the  real  responsibility  for  all 
that  occurred  rested  on  Her  Majesty's 
Government — on  the  head  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  and  not  upon 
the  heads  of  the  leaders — the  popular 
leaders — who  were  merely  the  creation 
of  popular  forces,  but  upon  the  heads  of 
the  responsible  Government  that  had  all 
the  forces  of  the  Empire  at  their  back. 
He  was  assuming  their  own  case.     He 
did  not  say  whether  it  was  true  or  not. 
He  did  not  like  to  use  any  expression 
with  regard  to   the  statements  of  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  but  he 
would  say  this — What  did  hon.  Gentle- 
men on    the   Opposition  Benches  say? 
What  did  their  organs  in  the  Press  say  ? 


What  conclusion  might  any  person  fairly 
draw  from  all  that  had  occurred  ?  What 
conclusion  but  this>-that  the  reason  the 
Government  did  not  suppress  the  League 
in  May,  in  place  of  in  October,  was  not 
because  there  was  any  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  League  and  its  leaders. 
No.  If  the  Land  League  was  all  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  if  it  was 
such  as  he  described  it  to-night,  then  the 
impartial  historian  would  say  that  the 
Government  allowed  the  Land  League 
to  exist  in  May  because  they  had  not 
got  a  Land  Act ;  and  they  suppressed  it 
in  October  because  they  had  passed 
their  Land  Act ;  and  if  that  charge  be 
true,  then  why  turn  round  on  the  hon. 
Memberfor theCity  of  Cork  ?  Why didnot 
the  Government  search  their  own  hearts 
and  consciences  instead  of  charging  that 
the  hon.  Member  connived  at  murder  ? 
If  the  charge  were  true  that  the  League 
was  a  murderous  institution,  how  uneasy 
ought  the  hearts  and  consciences  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  be  when  they 
allowed,  according  to  their  own  account, 
that  organization  to  continue  to  exist, 
although  with  one  word  it  was  scattered 
to  the  winds ;  and  yet,  in  face  of  all  that, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  came  down  to  the  House 
with  his  unctuous  bearing,  appealing 
to  the  passions  of  the  tiger  with  the  air 
of  a  lamb.  But  it  was  not  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  re-hash  that  old  story. 
His  Government,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
maintained,  condoned  the  outrages  of 
the  Land  League  by  passing  the  Land 
Act.  On  that  point  he  would  like  to 
give  them  a  few  opinions  from  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  belonging  to 
widely  different  political  Parties,  the 
first  being  the  opinion  of  a  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  so  that  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) might  appear  to  be  impartial.  The 
late  Conservative  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  speaking  in  the  Dublin  Eotunda, 
said — 

"  They  may  deny  and  protest  just  as 
they  like ;  but  everyone  knows  that  if  it  were 
not  for  the  Land  League  meetings  and  crimes 
and  outrages  that  have  too  often  occurred, 
there  would  be  no  Land  Act,  or  if  there  was  a 
Land  Act  it  would  be  very  different  from  that 
on  the  Statute  Book." 

That  was  the  testimony  of  a  political  oppo- 
nent of  the  Government.  Now  he  came 
to  that  of  a  political  friend  of  the  Go- 
vernment— the  most  recent,  he  could 
scarcely  eay  the  most  valuable,  addition 

{Sixth  N%ghtr\ 


X 


6G3 


Addreu  in 


(COMMONS! 


Afistcer  to  ITer 


664 


to  it.  Lord  Derby,  in  an  article  written 
in  the  moments  of  his  Btatesmanlike 
retirement^  and  published  in  The  Nine- 
teenth Century  J  said — *'  Fixity  of  tenure  is 
the  direct  result  of  two  causes — Irish  out- 
rage and  Party  Obstruction."  He  could 
give  yet  another  authority,  the  autho- 
rity of  a  man  who  was  also  a  Member 
of  the  Goyernment ;  and,  in  quoting  his 
words',  he  might  say,  in  preface,  that  he 
thought  the  observations  were  conceived 
in  a  friendly  spirit  to  Ireland,  and  were 
very  sound  and  sensible.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney)  at  Liskeard 
said  that — 

*'  Speaking  broadly,  nothing  has  been  done 
in  justice  to  Ireland,  simply  because  justice 
demanded  it ;  the  successive  steps  of  justice 
which  have  been  taken  have  been  taken  because 
we  could  no  longer  resist." 

Was  not  that  quite  true?  Then  he 
would  say,  when  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  talked  of  demoralization, 
that  it  was  the  Liberals  themselves  who 
demoralized  the  Irish  people — [Oppoei- 
tion  chetre] — and  they,  too  (the  Tories), 
because  they  did  not  grant  Catholic 
Emancipation  until  their  statesman, 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  said  he  an- 
ticipated a  civil  war.  The  terrible 
annals  of  Irish  history  showed  that, 
according  to  the  acknowledgments  of 
the  very  Ministers  who  had  carried 
measures  of  reform  for  Ireland,  they 
had  ever  delayed  those  measures  until 
their  hands  were  forced  either  by 
crime  or  clamour.  When  they,  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  refused  to 
do  justice  to  Ireland  until  there  were 
violence  and  rebellion  in  the  land, 
might  he  not  well  say  that  it  was  they 
who  had  demoralized  and  diseased  the 
minds  of  a  g^eat  portion  of  the  Irish 
population.  The  efforts  of  all  true  friends 
of  Ireland,  and  of  all  of  those  who  by 
Constitutional  means  were  endeavouring 
to  redress  the  wrongs  of  Ireland,  and 
their  most  eloquent  harangues,  were 
dumb  and  innocuous  in  the  face  of  the 
fact  that  the  revolutionary  could  always 
say — **  Oh,  we  murdered  somebody,  or 
we  blew  up  some  prison,  and  thereby  got 
justice."  He  wished,  with  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  some  of  the  points  of 
the  carefully  prepared  and  elaborate 
speech  of  the  ex-Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  He  asked  why  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  did  not  act  like 
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O'ConnelL  Did  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman know  that  unctuous  Ministers 
with  rugged  tongues  and  candid  man- 
ners in  the  days  of  O'Connell  used  to 
bring  the  same  charges  against  him  as 
were  now  made  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  ?  If  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O^Connor)  had  time  to  consult  the 
pages  of  Hansard,  he  could  show  that 
charges  even  more  odious  and  equally 
unfounded  were  made  againstp'Connell. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  might  take  this  consolation 
— that  his  successor  in  the  Irish  Leader- 
ship would  be  unfavourably  contrasted 
witn  him.  It  was  curious  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  quotations  from  news- 
papers against  the  Land  League  were 
prefaced  with,  the  inquiry  in  reply  to 
some  remarks  of  an  hon.  Gentleman — 
*<  Who  pays  any  attention  to  articles  ia 
newspapers  ?"  *'  Did  hon.  Members/' 
exclaimed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^ 
"imagine  that  Ministers  could  possibly 
be  driven  from  Office  by  the  comments  of 
any  newspapers  ? ''  Yet,  in  the  second 
section  of  his  speech,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  laid  before  the  House  every 
crazy  sentence  he  could  find  in  the  lunatio 
correspondence  of  any  newspaper,  home. 
Continental,  or  Antipodean,  and  pressed 
it  against  the  members  of  the  Land 
League.  Such  was  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  accuracy  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Brennan,  that  he  spoke  of  him  as 
having  accompanied  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  to  America,  when, 
in  truth,  Mr.  Brennan  had  never  set  foot 
on  American  soil.  Then  he  quoted  a 
telegram  to  The  Irish  World  horn  Mr. 
Brennan,  or,  rather,  a  telegram  purport- 
ing to  be  from  Mr.  Brennan.  In  the 
telegram  the  writer  stated  that  there 
were  two  theories  regarding  the  explo- 
sion at  Salford  Barracks — one  that  it  was 
intended  as  a  practical  joke,  and  the 
other — the  theory  of  the  Loyalists — that 
it  was  the  work  of  Fenians.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  —  did  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
see  that  telegram?  Well,  even  if  he 
did,  it  only  amounted  to  the  statement  of 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Brennan,  as  corre- 
spondent of  The  Irish  World,  that  the 
outrage  which  the  hon.  Member^for  the 
City  of  Cork  hoped  would  prove  to 
have  been  no  more  than  a  mere  aooi- 
dent,  was  described  by  the  Loyalists  as 
the  foul  work  of  Fenians.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  up  the  case 
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of  Mr.  Sheridan,  and  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  em- 
ployed the  Bervioee  of  Mr.  Sheridan. 
But  did  not  the  Government  know  at 
least  as  much  about  Mr.  Sheridan  as  his 
hon.  Priend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  ?  And  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman allow  Mr.  Sheridan  to  leave  the 
country  ?  He  would  not  state  his  belief 
with  regard  to  the  truth  or  falsehood  of 
the  charges  made  against  Mr.  Sheridan, 
and  he  thought  it  unfair  to  bring  forward 
as  absolutely  true  statements  which  had 
neror  been  proved.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  about  Mr.  John  Devoy, 
and  such  was  the  absolute  ignorance 
which  this  responsible  statesman  mani- 
fested at  those  terrible  moments  of  na- 
tional passion,  that  he  professed  not  to 
know  that  the  speech  which  he  attributed 
to  Mr.  Devoy  had  been  denied  a  score  of 
times  by  that  gentleman.  With  regard 
to  United  Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's laborious  researches  only  enabled 
him  to  find  two  headings,  which  spoke 
certainly  in  a  tone  of  levity  of  certain 
occurrences ;  but  the  candid  right  hon. 
Gentleman  from  Yorkshire  forgot  to  tell 
the  House  that  these  miserable  headings 
appeared  in  United  Ireland^  when  the 
editor,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow 
(Mr.  O'Brien),  was  in  prison,  when  14 
other  members  of  the  staff  were  also 
imprisoned,  and  when  six  others  were  in 
flight.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  state  that  fact,  though  he  knew  it 
well ;  and  he  knew  also  that  neither  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow,  nor  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  would  be 
allowed,  though  they  asked  permission, 
to  see  the  files  of  United  Ireland,  for  the 
headings  for  which  they  wore  now  made 
responsible  before  the  blind  jury  of  na- 
tional opinion  in  this  country.  He  thought 
he  had  answered  most  of  the  charges  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  the  hardihood  to 
declare  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  was  deposed  from 
the  Leadership  of  the  Irish  people.  Far 
from  it.  He  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  loyalty  of  the  Irish 
people  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  was  never  more  unquestionable 
than  at  present ;  and  if  anything  could 
strengthen  their  attachment  to  him  it 
would  be  the  unscrupulous  and  calum- 
nions  attacks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Mallow  gave  its  answer  on  that 
subject  yesterday;    Westmeath    would 


answer  it  to-morrow.  They  had  fair 
chances  of  success  in  Fortarlington,  and 
did  not  despair  even  of  Dublin  County ; 
and  whenever  the  Government  should 
make  their  appeal  to  the  verdict  of  the 
country,  they  would  find  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
would  come  to  that  House  with  a  far 
larger  majority  of  the  Irish  Bepresenta- 
tives  at  his  back  to  demand  the  rights  of 
Ireland,  with  a  force  that  no  English 
Minister  could  withstand. 

After  a  pause, 

Thb  Mabqubss  op  HARTINGTON 
rose,  and  said :  Sir,  I  did  not  rise  until 
you  were  about  to  put  the  Question ; 
and  I  believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  rise 
also,  because  we  understood,  from  what 
we  supposed  to  be  accurate  information, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate ;  and  we  were  of  opinion 
that,  although  that  would  be  an  extremely 
inconvenient  course,  and  although  the 
House  has  anxiously  waited,  during  the 
progress  of  the  three  days'  debate,  to 
hear  any  explanation  the  hon.  Member 
can  give,  we  still  were  of  opinion  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  make  a 
reply  to  the  very  grave  charges  that 
have  been  made,  and  the  very  serious 
questions  which  have  been  put  to  him 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  it  was  due 
to  him  that  ho  should  have  time,  even 
at  some  inconvenience  to  the  House,  to 
prepare  his  answer  to  those  charges. 
But,  Sir,  it  appears  that  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity  of  making 
any  reply  to  the  grave  charges  which 
have  been  brought  against  him  and  the 
Land  League,  of  which  he  is  the  Chief. 
I  do  not  desire  to  comment  on  the 
attitude  which  the  hon.  Member  and 
his  Friends  have  assumed. 

Mb.  PABNELL  :  If  the  noble  Mar- 
quess will  excuse  me,  I  wish  to  say  that 
it  is  my  intention  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  at  the  usual  time. 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
If  it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  he  must  be  perfectly  aware  that, 
unless  I  had  risen,  the  Question  would 
have  been  put,  and  it  would  then  have 
been  too  late  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
have  moved  the  adjournment.     And, 
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therefore.  Sir,  I  do  not  understand  the 
attitude  of  the  hon.  Member  when  he 
says  that  it  was  his  intention  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  when, 
at  the  same  time,  he  was  taking  a  course 
a  few  minutes  ago  which  would  have 
preyented  the  possibility  of  his  doing  so. 
I  do  not,  howeyer,  wish  to  comment  to- 
night, in  anything  I  have  to  say,  upon 
the  attitude  which  has  been  assumed 
by  the  hon.  Member ;  but  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  observations  which 
were  addressed  to  him  and  his  Friends 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  University  (Mr.  Gibson), 
and  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster),  were 
such  as  to  have  called  for  some  reply 
from  the  Leader  of  that  Party.  Still, 
I  admit  that,  if  they  prefer  to  take  that 
course,  it  is  one  which  it  is  perfectly 
competent  for  them  to  take,  and  of 
which  they  must  be  the  best  judges. 
Public  attention,  public  curiosity,  public 
indignation,  have  been  strongly  aroused 
by  the  imputations  which  I  do  not  say 
are  proved,  but  which  are,  at  all  events, 
oast  by  certain  recent  proceedings  which 
have  lately  taken  place  in  Dublin  upon 
the  proceedings  of  the  League.  It  is 
possible  for  the  Land  League  leaders  to 
say  that  they  decline  to  take  any  notice 
of  a  proceeding  of  that  description,  which 
is  at  present  only  a  preliminary  proceed- 
ing, and  which  has  not  been  judicially 
sifted  and  substantiated.  No  man  is 
bound  to  criminate  himself ;  and  if  the 
League  and  its  leaders  prefer  to  main- 
tain silence  with  regard  to  these  impu- 
tations, and  to  wait  until  something  is 
judicially  substantiated  against  them,  it 
is  competent  for  them  to  take  that  course ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  they  must  not 
be  surprised  if  the  House  and  the  public 
draw  their  own  conclusions,  and  make 
their  own  inferences  from  a  course  such 
as  that.  It  might  be  said  that  their 
silence  admits,  that  there  is,  at  all  events, 
a  primd  facie  case  against  them.  [  Cries 
o/'*No,  no!"] 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Six  of  our 
Members  have  spoken. 

The  Mabqxtess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  know  that  certain  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  have  spoken ;  but  they  have  not 
addressed  themselves  specifically  to  re- 
futing the  imputations  cast  on  the  League 
by  the  preliminary  proceedings  at  Dub- 
lin ;  and  the  House,  I  think,  has  a  right 
to  expect  that  not  only  the  Members  of 
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the  League,  but  the  Leaderof  the  League 
himself,  will  come  forward  in  this  House 
and  make  a  statement  dissipating  those 
imputations,  and  that  he  will  do  more — 
namely,  that  he  will  offer  to  place  at  the 
disposal  of  the  House,  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  of  the  country,  all  the  material 
for  enabling  them  to  form  a  judgment 
as  to  the  foundation,  or  want  of  founda- 
tion, for  those  charges. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  In  point  of  fact,  to 
discuss  the  evidence. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON :  I 
have  heard,   on  former  occasions,  tho 
Members  of   the   Land    League    com- 
paring the  agitation  in  which  they  have 
been  engaged  with  that  conducted  upon 
the  same  scale  and  in  the  same  manner 
as  those  of  the  Anti-Corn  Law  and  the 
Reform  Bill,  and  other  Constitutional 
agitations  in  this  country;  but.  Sir,  I 
can  imagine  what  would  have  been  the 
conduct  of  the  leaders  of  those  agita- 
tions if  one-tenth  part  of  the  suspicious 
inferences  which  have  lately  been  drawn 
with  regard  to  the  conduct  and  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Land  League  had  been  cast 
upon  the  action  of  those  associations.     I 
have  not  the  slightest  shadow  of  a  doubt 
that,  at  the  very  first  breath  of  imputa- 
tion,  the    leaders    of   those  agitations 
would  have    come    forward   and  have 
placed   at   the  disposal  of  the   whole 
world  every  material  and  every  means 
of  forming  a  judgment,  and  of  conduct- 
ing a  searching  inquiry  into  their  truth 
or  otherwise.      In  the  absence  of  any 
defence  or  statement  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  will  not  refer  further  to-night  to 
that  portion   of  the  debate  which  has 
turned  upon  the  action  and  conduct  of 
tho  Land  League.     Before  I  advert,  for 
a  few  minutes,  to  the  immediate  subject 
of  the  Amendment  which  has  been  moved 
by  the  hon.   and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  I  will  say  one  or 
two  words  upon   another  part  of  the 
subject  which  has  been  somewhat  irre- 
gularly imported  into   the    discussion. 
I  have  been  asked  to  give  further  ex- 
planations as  to  the  legislative  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
Ireland.    Now,  Sir,  I  maintain  uiat  the 
present  occasion  is  not  the  time  at  which 
we  can  be  legitimately  called  upon  to 
discuss  the  question  of  legislation  which 
has  been  adverted  to.    I  stated,  on  the 
first  night  of  this  debate,  that  the  legis- 
lative intentions  of  the  Government,  so 
far  as  it  has  been  possible  at  present  to 
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form  them,  are  to  be  found  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gracious  Speech.  We  should  re- 
gret, no  doubt,  if  it  should  be  found 
that  in  the  present  Session  Parliament 
is  unable  to  devote  any  time  to  any  of 
the  Tarious  wants  of  Ireland  which  could 
be  provided  for  by  further  legislation  ; 
but  the  Government  have  no  intention 
of  proposing  large  changes,  which  are 
likely  to  give  rise  to  very  strong  differ- 
ences of  opinion  and  very  strong  Party 
divisions,  which  would  be  likely  to  ab- 
sorb a  very  large  portion  of  the  time  of 
the  House,  or  to  propose  important  mea- 
sures which  have  not  been  mentioned  in 
Her  Majesty's  Speech.  Beference  has 
been  maae  to  a  speech  or  speeches  which 
have  been  delivered  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone).  I  think  it  would  have  been 
better  if  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  junior  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  in- 
stead of  making  a  rather  violent  personal 
attack  upon  my  hon.  Friend,  had  stated 
what  were  the  portions  of  the  speech  to 
which  he  took  exception,  and  had  given 
the  House  some  quotations  or  extracts 
from  the  speech  which  he  so  strongly 
impugned.  For  my  part,  I  must  say  I 
have  never  read  any  full  report  of  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Leeds.  I  have  seen,  and  I  expect  that 
most,  if  not  all,  hon.  Members  have  seen 
what  was  evidently  an  extremely  short 
and  extremely  imperfect  report  of  that 
speech  in  The  Times,  and  I  frankly 
admit  that  if  that  summary  contains 
an  accurate  description  of  that  speech, 
there  was  much  in  it  in  which  I  can- 
not agree  with  my  hon.  Friend.  [An 
hon.  Mbmbeb:  Then,  why  does  not  the 
hon.  Member  get  up  and  explain  it  ?] 
I  think  it  was  eminently  unfair  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
condemn  a  speech,  passages  from  which 
are  not  quoted,  and  of  which  the  only 
description  in  the  possession  of  most  of 
us  was  evidently  a  most  incomplete  and 
imperfect  summary.  There  is  much  in 
that  speech  with  which  I,  at  all  events, 
probably,  will  be  unable  to  agree ;  but 
no  Government,  that  I  am  aware  of,  has 
ever  been  held  bound  by  or  responsible 
for  expressions  of  opinion  of  all  its  Mem- 
bers, especially  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  are  not  Members  of  the  Cabi- 
net. No  one  can  lay  down  that  doctrine 
more  strongly  than  the  late  Lord  Bea- 
oonsfield  did.    I  remember  that  he  most 


emphatically  repudiated  any  responsi- 
bility whatever  for  a  speech  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  and  which 
had  been  delivered  by  the  noble  Viscount 
lately  Member  for  Liverpool  (Viscount 
Sandon).  Beference  has  been  made  to 
the  relationship  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  to  the  Head  of  the  Government ; 
but,  if  we  are  to  go  into  questions  of 
relationship,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  opposite, 
and  who  were  Members  of  the  last  Go- 
vernment, whether  they  desire  to  be 
held  responsible  for  all  the  opinions 
which  have  at  all  times  been  expressed, 
especially  with  regard  to  Lreland,  by  the 
son  of  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill).  We  claim,  and  I 
think  xairly,  to  be  judged  by  the  ex- 

Eressions  of  opinion — not  of  every  Mem - 
er  of  the  Government  addressing  his 
constituents,  or  addressing  public  meet- 
ings in  the  country— but  by  the  opinions 
expressed  in  thisHouseby  Membersof  the 
Cabinet  who  are  especially  responsible 
for  the  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  Ireland, 
and  by  Members  of  the  Cabinet  who  are 
responsible  for  the  general  conduct  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  Sir,  the 
question  to  which  reference  has  been 
made,  of  the  government  of  Ireland  by 
the  Castle,  or  the  government  of  Ire- 
land in  the  counties  and  in  the  munici- 
palities, is  one  much  too  large  for  a  de- 
bate of  this  incidental  character.  Pro- 
bably that  government  is  one  which  is 
very  far  indeed  from  being  a  perfect 
one.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
the  other  day,  in  addressing  his  consti- 
tuents at  Hawick,  spoke  with  great 
power  and  clearness  of  the  enormous 
strain  which  is  placed  upon  the  chief 
Members  of  the  Irish  Government  by 
the  multiplicity  of  officers  and  duties 
and  the  responsibilities  cast  upon  them. 
It  has  been  repeatedly  admitted  by  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and  by  Members  of  Administrations 
drawn  from  both  sides  of  the  House, 
that  many  anomalies  exist  in  the  county 
government  of  Ireland.  Efforts  have 
been  made  by  Governments  of  both  sides, 
by  the  preparation  of  measures,  to  re- 
form some  of  those  anomalies,  and  some 
of  those  abuses.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
at  the  proper  time  it  will  bo  a  subject 
well  worth  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  of  Parliament,  to  attempt,  in 
some  respects,  to  reform  the  government 
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of  Ireland,  both  at  its  centre  at  the 
Castle  and  in  the  counties.  At  the  same 
time,  mj  opinion  upon  that  subject  has 
been  recently  expressed  in  a  speech 
which  many  Members  of  this  House 
have  read,  and  in  which  I  have  nothing 
to  contradict  or  alter.  I  am  certainly 
of  opinion,  whatever  changes  it  may 
be  necessary  or  desirable  to  make,  that 
this  is  not  a  time,  that  the  state  of  poli- 
tical feeling  in  Ireland  is  not  such  as 
would  make  it  desirable  that  the  Execu- 
tive Government  of  Ireland  should  be 
relieved  of  any  of  the  responsibilities 
which  now  lie  in  them,  or  be  deprived  of 
any  of  the  powers  it  now  exercises  for 
the  maintenance  of  public  order  and  for 
the  repression  and  detection  of  crime. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
stated  that  we  had  destroyed  all  the 
available  elements  of  local  self-govern- 
ment, and  that  unpaid  magistrates,  coun- 
try gentlemen,  and  ex  officio  Guardians 
had  been  driven  from  their  posts.  I 
maintain,  in  the  first  place,  that  it  is  a 
gross  exaggeration  to  say  so,  and  that 
there  are  still  many  country  gentlemen 
in  Ireland  who  have  taken  a  great  in- 
terest in  their  local  districts — men  of 
substance  and  respectability,  who  now, 
as  they  have  always  done,  remain  at 
their  post,  and  continue,  to  the  best  of 
their  power,  to  give  an  active  and  a 
loyal  assistance  to  the  Government,  and 
to  administer  to  the  necessities  and  to 
the  wants  of  their  respective  districts. 
But  if  that  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  the  fact,  which  I  main- 
tain to  be  an  exaggeration,  I  do  not  see 
how  it  touches  the  questions  we  have 
been  deliberating  upon  more  or  less  for 
the  last  two  years.  We  do  not  acknow- 
ledge that  the  legislation  with  regard  to 
land  has  been  the  cause  of  the  distress 
or  the  departure  from  their  districts  of 
these  gentlemen.  On  the  contrary,  we 
have  always  maintained  that  it  is  that 
legislation  which  has  saved  that  class 
from  the  inevitable  destruction  which 
awaited  them,  on  account  of  the  bitter 
hostility  of  all  other  classes,  unless 
some  attempt  had  been  made  to  reform 
the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland,  under  which 
such  a  state  of  things  was  possible  te 
exist.  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  moved  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham,  I  am 
not  gcoing  to  repeat  the  observations 
which  I  made  the  other  night,  as  to  the 
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somewhat  remarkable    attitude    which 
has,  on  this  and  other  oocasions,  been 
assumed  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote).    It  is,   how- 
ever, most  remarkable  that   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, who  spoke  this  day  week,  gave 
no  indication  that  the  Irish  policy  of 
the  Government  was  to  be  impugned  with 
the  sanction  of  the  responsible  Leaders 
of  the  Opposition.    It  may  be  said,  and 
has  been  said,  that  since  then  the  re- 
velations recently  made  at  Kilmainham 
have  made  it  necessary  that  attention 
should  be  called  to  the  transaction  al- 
luded to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber.   The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dublin  University 
said  it  was  impossible  that  the  House 
should  not  discuss  a  subject  that  was 
being  talked  of  all  over  the  country. 
Now,  that  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be 
a  good  cause  for  impugning  the  policy, 
past  and  present,  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to    Ireland.    What  took  place 
at    Kilmainham    made    no    difference 
whatever  in  the   position  of  the  Go- 
Temment   a  week  ago.    The  Govern- 
ment   must    be   judged,    and    it   has 
been  admitted  by  those  who  have  at- 
tacked us  on   this  occasion    must  be 
judged  alone,  by  the  knowledge  which 
was  in  its  possession  at  the  time  of  the 
transactions  referred  to,  and    nothing 
which  has  since  come  to  light  can  affect 
the  policy  or  the  wisdom  of  the  trans- 
actions which  are  now  being  impugned. 
All  the  information  which  is  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  now  was  in  his  possession  a 
week  ago.  If  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Opposition  to  challenge  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  Ireland, 
I  maintain  that  it  would  have  been  a 
more  dignified  course  to  give  Notice  of 
their  intention,  instead    of  once  more 
following  on  the  heels  of  a  certain  sec- 
tion of  their  own  Party,  and  being  again 
led  into  the  Lobby  by  those  whom  they 
profess  to  lead.    It  would  have  led  to  a 
less  consumption  of  time  at  a  period 
when  the  unnecessary  consumption  of 
time  is  becoming  a  somewhat  serious 
matter.     It  is  within  the  knowledge  of 
everyone  that  the  time  at  the  disposal 
of  the    Government    before  Easter  is 
very  limited,  and  there  is  a  considerable 
amount  of  Business  which  must  neces- 
sarily be  transacted  before  that  time,  and 
an  undue  prolongation  of  this  debate 
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oiQsi  lead  to  a  considerable  amount  of 
public  inoonyenience.    But  I  regret  it 
tlie  more  because  the  Amendment  ap- 
pears to  indicate  some  disunion  in  tne 
Souse  of  Commons,  wherein  I  believe 
practical  unanimity  prevails  among  the 
enormous  majority  of  the  House.     I 
l>elieve  there  is  but  one  opinion — that 
the  Gk>vernment  of  Ireland,  during  the 
last  nine  months,  have  been  working 
energetically,    wisely,    prudently,    and 
firmly  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  peace 
and  order  in  that  country.     But  when 
the   great    Parties  in   the    House    are 
divided  upon  a  matter  involving  confi- 
dence in   the  Irish  Administration,   I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  that  course 
will  lead  to  a  very  mistaken  impression 
in  Ireland.  Sir,  I  regret  it  also,  because 
I  believe  that  this  Amendment  will  be 
interpreted  as  an  expression  of  censure 
upon  the  policy  which  has  produced  the 
Land  Act  and  the  Arrears  Act — mea- 
sures which  I  believe  are  admitted  by  a 
great  number   of   Irish  Conservatives 
also,  to  be  as  necessary  for  the  peace 
and  order  of  Ireland  as  any  repressive 
legislation  or  any  repressive  administra- 
tion could  be.  I  believe  that  this  Amend- 
ment, if  carried,  wUl  be  interpreted  as 
an   expression  of  opinion  that  Parlia- 
ment is  now  of  opinion  that  we  should 
rely  on  coercion  only.    I  think  that  that 
would  be  a  most  unfortunate  interpreta- 
tion. When  I  addressed  my  constituents 
a  short  time  ago,  and  said  that  I  desired 
to  approach  this  subject  in  no  Party 
spirit,   I  spoke  the  most  sincere  con- 
Tietion  in  my  mind.     I  believed  then,  as 
1  believe  now,  that  the  question  of  Irish 
policy  and  Irish  Administration  is  one 
far  too  serious  to  be  made  the  subject  of 
political  faction.    I  admit  that  mistakes 
may  have  been  made  on  both  sides.    I 
admit  that  we  have  been  disappointed — 
that  many  of  us  formed  too  sanguine  hopes 
of  the  immediate  effects  to  be  produced 
by   the  intended  remedial  legislation, 
and    that  those  sanguine  hopes  have 
been  disappointed ;  but  if  we  have  erred 
on  that  side,  I  think  that  our  opponents 
have  erred  too  much  in  the  other  direc- 
tion,  and  have  too  obstinately  closed 
their  eyes  and  ears  against   the  real 
grievances  which  did  exist  in  Ireland, 
and  the  real  evils  which    had    to  be 
remedied,   before  any  improvement  in 
the    state    of    that  country  could    be 
effected.     I  trust  that  Parliament  will 
not  now  say  anything  which  will  either 
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now,  or  at  any  future  time,  deter  it 
from  examining  fully,  and,  if  necessary, 
legislating  boldly  on  any  proved  griev- 
ances, and  applying  remedies  for  those 
grievances.  But  while  I  regret,  for  these 
reasons,  any  apparent  division  of  opi- 
nion in  this  House  on  Irish  matters,  I 
do  not  altogether  regret  the  discussion 
which  has  taken  place.  I  think  it  is 
possible  for  us  now  to  see — I  think  my- 
self, at  all  events,  that  I  can  see  more 
clearly  than  I  have  ever  done  before — 
what  is  the  exact  nature  of  those  charges 
which  were  so  vaguely  and,  at  the  same 
time,  so  passionately  urged  against  us 
in  regard  to  the  transactions  that  took 
place  in  the  early  part  of  last  May.  I 
venture  to  think  that  there  has  been 
much  misunderstanding  with  regard  to 
those  transactions,  and  I  think  it  is  one 
of  the  misfortunes  of  the  course  adopted 
by  the  Opposition  in  regard  to  them 
that  that  misunderstandiug  has  not  been 
earlier  cleared  away.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
BEB :  We  moved  for  a  Committee.] 
When  did  you  move  for  a  Committee  r 
At  what  date  ?  These  transactions  took 
place  early  in  May,  and  they  were  made 
the  subject  of  irregular  and  daily  debate 
on  almost  every  day  in  that  month,  on 
Motions  for  Adjournment  and  in  inter- 
polated discussions  on  the  Arrears  Bill ; 
and  the  discussions  were  renewed  from 
time  to  time  on  other  occasions  during 
the  whole  of  the  Session,  and  on  every 
platform  in  the  country ;  but,  notwith- 
standing our  repeated  challenges,  not- 
withstanding, I  may  say,  almost  our 
entreaties,  the  Opposition  neither  then, 
nor  at  any  time  till  now,  have  formu- 
lated anything  in  the  nature  of  a  direct 
impeachment  of  that  policy.  When  did 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke)  give  Notice  of 
his  intention  to  move  for  a  Committee  ? 
He  never  did  so  until  he  was  asked  to  do 
it  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  explained  that  he  had 
not  the  slightest  desire  to  do  it,  and 
that  it  was  only  in  reply  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  entreaty  that  he  had  ever 
consented  to  put  his  Notice  on  the  Paper 
at  all.  Moreover,  the  giving  Notice  of 
a  Motion  for  a  Committee  did  not  formu- 
late the  charges  against  the  Govern- 
ment. We  have  had  every  sort  of  im- 
putation and  insinuation  made  against 
us;  but  it  was  not  distinctly  specified 
for  the  judgment  of  this  House  what 
was  the  exact  charge  brought  against 
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us.  And  even  now,  Sir,  the  opinion  of 
the  House  is  to  be  taken  on  an  Amend- 
ment which  only  very  indistinctly  sha- 
dows forth  what  is  the  actual  nature  of 
the  charge  preferred  against  us.  As  far 
as  I  can  understand  that  charge,  I  be- 
lieve it  is  alleged  that  about  the  begin- 
ning of  last  May  the  G-overnment  made, 
or  contemplated  making,  a  change  in 
their  Irish  policy  ;  that  at  that  time  they 
had  formed  the  intention  of  abandoning 
all  reliance  upon  the  operation  of  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
that  they  virtually  renounced  the  inten- 
tion of  replacing  that  Act,  which  was 
about  to  expire,  by  any  other  coercive 
legislation,  and  that  they  had  deter- 
mined to  rely  for  the  future  upon  the 
assistance  of  and  co-operation  of  the 
Land  League  and  its  leaders  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace  and  tranquillity 
in  Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  I  believe  that  to 
be  substantially  the  nature  of  the  accu- 
sation that  has  been  brought  against  us, 
and,  in  orderlto  see  what  is  the  founda- 
tion of  that  charge,  or  whether  there  be 
any  shadow  of  foundation  whatever  for 
it  at  all,  it  is  necessary  to  see  what  was 
the  condition  of  Ireland  about  that  time. 
The  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act  had  not,  as  has  been  asserted,  com- 
pletely failed;  it  had  partly  succeeded 
and  had  partly  failed.  In  justice  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  it  must  be  re- 
membered that,  to  a  certain  extent,  it 
has  succeeded.  He  had,  through  the 
assistance  of  that  Act,  succeeded  in 
defeating  the  agitation  of  the  Land 
League,  and  in  suppressing  the  ''no 
rent "  policy — the  policy  of  a  refusal  to 

Say  rent ;  by  its  assistance  he  had  put 
own  all  open  resistance  to  the  law,  and 
he  had  succeeded  in  repressing  the 
practice  of  "Boycotting."  under  his  ad- 
ministration the  attempts  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  some  of 
his  Friends  to  defeat  and  to  impede  the 
operations  of  the  Land  Act,  and  to  pre- 
vent the  tenants  from  going  into  the 
Court,  had  failed.  To  that  extent,  there- 
fore, my  right  hon.  Friend  had  been 
completely  successful,  through  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  Act.  In  other  respects  he  had 
failed.  My  right  hon.  Friend  had  failed, 
as  he  himself  acknowledged  that  he  had, 
to  put  down  secret  outrages  and  crime. 
A  large  number  of  persons  were,  at  that 
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time,  in  prison  under  the  operation  of 
the  Act  on  mere  suspicion  and  without 
trial ;  and  in  all  parts  of  the  House,  on 
the  Opposition  side  as  well  as  on  this 
side,  there  was  arising  a  great  suspicion 
and  jealousy  of  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
at  a  time  when  the  duration  of  the  Act 
was  approaching  its  close.    It  became, 
at  that  time,  necessary  for  my  right  hon. 
Friend,    and    for    the    Government  of 
which  he  was  a  Member,  to   consider 
what  steps  should  be  taken  in  that  con- 
dition of  things  to  supplement  and  re- 
place the  Act  which  was  about  to  expire. 
Above  all,  there  was  the  most  ui^ent 
question  of  administration  to  be  decided 
— whether  it  was  necessary,  expedient, 
and  justifiable  to  detain  in  prison  the 
Members  of  Parliament  and  others  who 
had  been  imprisoned,  not  upon  suspicion 
of  actual  complicity  with  outrage,  but 
upon  specific  charges  of  promoting  agi- 
tation calculated  to  disturb  the  peace  of 
the  country.     That,  Sir,  I  say,  was  the 
urgent  question  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  to  decide.     Their  at- 
tention and  the  attention  of  Parliament 
was  about  to  be  called  to  it  by  an  hon. 
Member  from  the  opposite  Benches,  and 
it  was  not  improbable  that  a  strong 
opposition  would  have  been  raised  to  the 
continued  imprisonment,  without  trial, 
of  this  large  number  of  political  pri- 
soners.    The  Government  had,  there- 
fore, to  decide,  as  best  they  were  able, 
whether  it  was  necessary,  or,  if  not  so, 
whether  it  was  justifiable  to  detain  these 
prisoners  any  longer  in  gaoL     Was  it 
desirable  ?    I  fully  supported  the  mea- 
sure  taken  in  the  autumn  of  1881,  be- 
cause I  believed  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  was  engaged  in  an 
agitation  of  a  character,  and  possessed 
an  amount  of  influence  in  the  country, 
which  would  have  enabled  him  to  defeat 
the  operation  of  the  Land  Act  and  to 
make  the  government  of  Ireland  an  im- 
possibility.   But  I  have  said  that  in 
May  last  the  immediate  object  of  that 
measure  had  been  attained .   Open  resist- 
ance to  the  law  was  put  a  stop  to,  and  there 
was  no  reason  to  fear  that  upon  the  re- 
lease of  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
the  agitation  would  be  able  to  reaoh 
more  formidable  dimensions.     At  the 
same  time,  if  it  had  been  believed  that 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  would 
make  use  of  their  release  from  prison 
for  the  purposes  of  delusive  triumphf 
or  that  they  would  resume  the  course 
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)f  conduct   thej  were  pareuing  at  the 
:ime    of    their    imprisonment,    such   a 
neasure  would  have  been  unjustifiable. 
Lt  was  therefore  necessaiy  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qoyemment,  in  any  way  which 
was   open  to    them,  to  ascertain   what 
was     the     state    of    mind    and    what 
would  bo  the   probable  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Member    for   the    City    of   Cork 
and  his   Friends,    and,  if  possible,  the 
extent  of  their  political  influence.     That 
was,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  so  far  as 
the  great  majority  of  the  Cabinet  was 
concerned — I  believe,  so  far  as  the  whole 
Cabinet    was    concerned — the  object  of 
tUo  communications  which  took   place 
between  the  Government  and  the  hon. 
Member   for    the  City  of   Cork.     It  is 
alleged  that  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  to   abandon    reliance 
un  the  law,  and  to  rely  upon  the  assist- 
ance and  support  of  the  Land  League. 
Sir,  I  absolutely  deny  that  at  any  time 
f^nch  a  policy  was  propounded  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  much  less  was 
any  such  policy  ever  adopted  by  them. 
1    was  curious,  during   the    whole    of 
this    debate,    to  know   by  what  argu- 
ments an  opposite  contention  is  or  can 
bo  supported.      An  attempt  has    been 
made  to    use    the  name    of    Sheridan, 
which  was  mentioned  in  the  Memorial 
read  to  the  House  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford.    That 
name  was  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Clare  TMr.  O'Shea) ;  but,  Sir, 
what  proof  is  there  that  the  offer,  if  it 
^vas  an  offer,  or  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  was 
ever  accepted  by  the  Government,  or  by 
any  Member  of  the  Government  ?    The 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  was  apparently  that    he 
^ould   desire    to    make     use    of    Mr. 
Sheridan,   a    leading    organizer  of  the 
Land  League  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
for  the  purpose  of  discouraging  outrage. 
If  the^  Government  had  designed  to  rely 
upon  influence  of  that  description,  pro- 
posals would  have  been  made  for  the 
revocation  of  the   warrant  which    the 
fight   hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had 
issued  for  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Sheridan. 
Sat  I  am  not  aware  that  such  a  sug- 
gestion was  ever  made  or  ever  crossed 
tiio  mind  of  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
Dient  at  the  time,  or  that  it  was  ever 
contempUted  to  take  any  step  whatever 
vn  ooneert  with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
^ty  of  Cork.    It  has  been  stated  by  my 


right  hon.  Friend  himself,  that  the  war- 
want  against  Sheridan  under  the  Pro- 
tection of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
remained  in  full  force  until  tne  expira- 
tion of  that  Act.  Sir,  we  have  heard 
a  great  deal  about  the  intrigues  sup- 
posed to  have  gone  on  in  the  Cabinet 
for  the  political  assassination  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther)  has  said,  to-night,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  called  upon  him  to  disavow 
and  retract  an  assertion  which  he  had 
made,  and  which  had  been  distinctly 
contradicted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  himself.  But 
to  that  suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  replied  that  he 
had  nothing  whatever  to  retract;  that 
he  re-asserted  everything  he  had  stated 
on  the  subject,  and  that  the  denial  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  existence 
of  intrigues  could  have  no  weight,  be- 
cause he  was  the  last  person  in  the 
Cabinet  to  know  what  transactions  were 
going  on  behind  his  back.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  committed  himself  to  an 
allegation  with  reference  to  this  matter, 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bradford  has  contradicted,  and  which, 
nevertheless,  has  not  been  withdrawn, 
nor  apologized  for.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  May  last,  speaking  in 
Yorkshire,  said  Mr.  Forster  was  a  good 
man  struggling  with  adversity,  but  that 
he  had  disloyal  Colleagues,  who  were 
conducting  clandestine  negotiations  to  a 
great  extent,  wholly  unknown  to  him, 
and  that  machinations  were  at  work  to 
oust  him  from  the  Cabinet.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  was  not  in  the  House  when 
attention  was  called  to  this  statement ; 
but  the  next  day,  in  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  more 
agreeably  engaged,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
did  positively  contradict  the  assertion. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE :  How  could  he 
know  what  was  going  on  behind  his 
back? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  statement  was  that  ''clandestine 
negotiations  were  being  conducted  to  a 
great  extent,  wholly  unknown  to  him," 
and  the  reply  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was  this — 

**  Now  that  the  statement  has  been  alluded  to 
{n  this  House,  I  think  it  due  to  my  late  Col- 
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leagues  and  myself  to  say  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  absolutely  misinformed. 
The  fact  is,  as  I  have  already  stated  in  the 
House,  I  was  cognizant  of  the  negotiations 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  doubtless 
alluded,  although  the  time  came  when  I  felt 
I  could  no  longer  share  any  responsibility 
with  regard  to  them." 

Can  the  House  doubt,  after  that  state- 
ment, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  com- 
mitted himself  to  the  assertion  that  ne- 
gotiations had  been  goine  on  between 
the  Government  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his  Friends, 
which  were  not  known  to  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER :  I  said  my  im- 
pression was  that,  in  addition  to  overt 
negotiations,  clandestine  transactions 
were  conducted  wholly  unknown  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford. 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
With  whom  ?  The  insinuation  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  understood  by 
everyone  here  to  be  that  negotiations 
were  going  on  behind  the  back  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  with  the 
lion.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  was  in  a  position  to 
know  everything  that  was  going  on  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  when  in  prison  at  Kilmainham, 
and  persons  outside,  and  he  has  stated 
that  he  was  cognizant  of  the  negotiations 
going  on ;  that  up  to  a  certain  period 
they  were  made  with  his  knowledge. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  explained  his 
statement,  for  the  benefit  of  the  House, 
by  saying  that  it  was  announced  by 
official  Members  of  this  House  that  com- 
munications had  taken  place  between 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers, without,  as  far  as  the  evidence 
went,  the  concurrence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. My  right  hon.  Friend  took  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  declaring  that 
these  negotiations  were  made  with  his 
knowledge;  but,  notwithstanding  that 
denial,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  to- 
night asserted  the  accuracy  of  everything 
he  formerly  said  on  this  subject.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  it  was 
necessary  for  the  Government  to  inform 
themselves  by  the  only  means  which 
were  available  to  them  as  to  what  would 
be  the  probable  course  of  conduct  of  the 
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hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Friends  if  they  were  released  from 
Kilmainham.      It  was   impossible    for 
them  to  have  public  communication  with 
them ;  it  was  impossible  they  could  judge 
of  their  probable  course  of  conduct  from, 
their  speeches  delivered  in  Parliament, 
or  those  delivered  in  the  country,  and 
the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends  had 
no  opportunity  of  publicly  announcing 
their  intentions.     But  offers  were  made 
to  place  the  Government  in  possession  of 
their  views ;  and  I  say  the  Government 
would  have  failed  in  their  duty  if  they 
had  not  adopted  these  means,  or  any 
other  means  which  lay  in  their  power, 
to  ascertain  whether  it  was  safe  or  whe- 
ther it  was  right  to  release  those  Mem- 
bers. It  seems  to  be  the  opinion  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  these  hon.  Members 
were  suffering  punishment  for  offencee 
of  which  they  had  been  convicted.     But 
that  was  not  the  case.  They  were  impri- 
soned as  an  administrative  act  for  the 
preservation  of    peace  and  the  main- 
tenance of  order  in  Ireland ;  and  when 
the  moment  arrived  at  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  it  was  no 
longer  necessary  for  those  purposes  that 
they  should  be  detained  in  prison,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  without  any 
agreement  or  without  any  ulterior  con- 
sideration,  to  release  those  Members. 
There  is  some  difference  of  opinion  be- 
tween my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
and    my  right    hon.   Friend    the   late 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenaat 
with  regard  to  the  introduction  of  what 
is  now  known  as  the  Crimes  Act.     The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment stated  with  perfect  accuracy  that 
the  Government  had  determined  to  bring 
in  that  measure  before  the  resignation 
of  my  rifi^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bradford.  The  late  Chief  Secretary  said 
this  evening  that  he  thought  no  actual 
decision  on  the  subject  had  been  ar- 
rived   at    in    the  Cabinet  until   later. 
Sir,  I  think  that  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  made   that  statement    he  had 
forgotten  what  he    must  be  perfectly 
familiar  with — namely,  the  manner  in 
which  tliese  matters  are  conducted  in 
the  Cabinet.  The  usual  course  had  been 
taken  with  regard  to  these  proposals. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  nature  of  a  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  in  the  Cabinet.     The 
usual  course  is,  that  when  the  principle 
of  a  measure  is  accepted,  the  aetails  in 
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the  draft  proposed  by  the  responsible 
Minister  are  submitted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Cabinet.     That  was  precisely  the 
course  taken  on  the  occasion  in  question. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  made  his  general 
proposals,    and    those  proposals   were, 
some  time  before  his  resigpiation  and 
after  his  resignation,   under  the    con- 
sideration   of     the    Committee  of   the 
Cabinet.     [Mr.    W.    E.    Forstsb    dis- 
sented.]    Sir,  I  think  it  is  very  easy, 
notwithstanding  the  opinion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  to  supply  an  explanation 
on  this  point.     My  right  hon.  Friend, 
at  the  time  in  question,  on  account  of 
the  arduous  duties  which  he  had  to  dis- 
charge, was  frequently  absent  for  a  con- 
siderable time  from  London.    I  am  per- 
fectly convinced  that  a  Committee  of  the 
Cabinet  was  appointed  before  the  resig- 
nation of  my  right  hon.  Friend ;  and  if 
he  was  not  aware  of  the  fact,  it  must 
have  been  simply  because  of  his  absence 
in  Dublin.     I,  myself,  attended  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Oommittee,  for  the  further 
elaboration  of  the  measure  to  a  form 
▼ery  much  resembling  that  in  which  it 
was  introduced  to   the  House.     [Lord 
l^iKDOLPH  Churohill:  That  was  after 
the  resignation.]    I  have  satisfied  my- 
self by  inquiries  I  have  made  this  even- 
ing that  the  Committee  was  appointed, 
and  that  the  measure   was  under  the 
consideration  of  that  Committee  before 
the  resignation  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  do  not  wish  to    impugn  the  perfect 
good  faith  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
the  statement  he  has  made ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  am  of  opinion  that  if  there 
is  any  disagreement  between  us  at  pre- 
sent, it  is  no  doubt  attributable  to  the 
absence  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  Ire- 
land.   Sir,  it  is  alleged  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  announced  in  this  House 
the  intention  of  postponing  the  intro- 
duction of  the  measure  referred  to,  until 
theBules  of  Procedure  had  been  decided 
upon.     No  doubt,  that    decision    was 
announced  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  to 
the  House,  and  I  think  it  is  a  decision 
not  at  all  likely  to  cause  surprise  to  any 
.   one  who  reflects  upon  the  disposition 
of  Parties  at  that  time.    I  should  like  to 
know  what  chance   there  would   have 
been  of  passing  the  Crimes  Act  in  this 
House,  without  the  adoption  of  some 
tltetation  in  the  Bules  of  Procedure  ?  It 
is  true  that  the  measure  was  passed  with- 
out an  alteration  of  the  Bules ;  but  the 
Bouse  must  recollect  the  impression — 


the  tremendous  impression — made  upon 
itself  and  upon  the  whole  country  by  the 
fearful  event  of  the  6th  of  May,  and  that 
the  position  of  affairs  was,  in  conse- 
quence, entirely  altered.  At  the  time  of 
that  terrible  event,  the  House  must  re- 
collect that  Obstruction  was  in  full  force ; 
that  there  was  great  dissatisfaction  in  all 
parts  of  the  House  with  the  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland ;  that  the  Bill  would 
have  encountered  the  most  vehement 
and  determined  opposition  on  the  part 
of  the  Irish  Members;  that  it  would 
not  have  been  at  all  cordially  re- 
ceived by  many  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  and  that  it  would  not 
have  met  with  anything  like  the  unani- 
mous support  of  the  Party  opposite. 
I  would  ask  them  to  consider  what 
would  then  have  been  the  prospect  of 
the  speedy  passing  of  suoh  a  measure  as 
the  Crimes  Act,  without  the  adoption  of 
some  improvement  in  the  Bules  of  Pro- 
cedure. I  think  many  people  would  say 
it  would  be  impossible  to  pass  such  a 
measure.  I  believed  then,  and  I  believe 
now,  that  one  of  the  chief  causes  of 
disorder  and  opposition  to  the  law  in 
Ireland,  was  the  successful  resistance  a 
Party  in  this  House  had  been  able  to 
make  to  the  authority  of  Parliament 
itself ;  and  I  believe  that  one  of  the 
best  steps  that  could  be  taken  for  the 
pacification  of  Ireland,  and  for  the  re- 
storation of  law  and  order  in  that 
country,  was  to  show  that  the  authority 
of  Parliament  was  paramount.  Both 
for  the  purpose  of  passing  the  Crimes 
Act«  and  for  the  effect  to  be  produced  in 
Ireland,  we  thought  it  was  very  essential 
that  the  Bules  of  Procedure  should  be 
discussed  by  the  House.  But,  Sir,  if 
there  is  any  disposition  to  doubt  that 
the  Government  were  desirous  of  urging 
on  the  passing  of  this  measure  with  afi 
possible  speed,  there  is  another  circum- 
stance I  should  like  to  remind  the  House 
of.  On  that  very  day — the  6th  of  May — 
the  day  of  that  fearful  event  in  the 
Phosnix  Park,  an  offer  was  made  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Stafford  Northoote),  that  in  order,  if 
possible,  to  facilitate  and  expedite  the 
progress  of  the  Procedure  Bules,  with 
the  view  of  approaching  the  considera- 
tion of  our  Irish  Business,  in  which  this 
very  measure  was  included,  we  were 
willing,  in  spite  of  our  opinions,  to  mo- 
dify the  Bule  with  regard  to  the  closure 
of  debate,  and  to  concede  the  Amend- 
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ment  to  be  moved  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibsonl.  That 
offer  was  made  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
with  ihe  view,  and  solely  with  the  view, 
of  enabling  the  House  to  come  at  once 
to  the  consideration  of  our  Irish  policy, 
the  policy  of  which  this  Bill  was  an 
essential  part.  Well,  Sir,  I  regret  that 
I  have  been  compelled  to  detain  the 
House  so  long ;  but  one  more  matter 
was  referred  to  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  on  which  I  must 
say  a  word.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
seems  to  doubt  the  administrative  changes 
in  regard  to  the  Police  and  Constabulary 
which  have  been  referred  to  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, and  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  re- 
gret to  observe,  seems  to  think  that 
what  has  fallen  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  produce  some  feelings  of  dis- 
satisfaction and  discouragement  in  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  Constabulary  and  the 
Metropolitan  Police.  I  do  not  think 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  uttered  one  word 
which  could  be  calculated  to  produce 
that  effect.  We  have  never  made,  and 
never  thought  it  necessary  to  propose, 
any  change  with  regard  to  the  offi- 
cers or  men  either  of  the  Constabu- 
lary or  Metropolitan  Police  Forces. 
We  fully  relied  on  their  loyalty,  their 
zeal,  and  their  good  conduct.  AH  that 
we  have  done  with  regard  to  them  is  to 
give  them  those  rewards  and  to  make 
those  improvements  in  their  position 
they  had  amply  earned.  No  change 
was  made,  and  we  did  not  consider  any 
change  was  necessary,  in  the  organization 
of  the  Police  Forces ;  but,  without  wish- 
ing to  cast  the  slightest  imputation  upon 
the  zeal  or  the  ability  of  the  commanding 
officers  of  those  Forces,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment has  taken  a  step  which  is  often  taken 
in  military  operations  by  the  General 
commanding.  Changes  have  been  made 
in  the  superior  officers,  both  of  the 
Constabulary  and  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Forces,  and  the  opinion  is  that 
those  changes  have  conduced  to  that 
efficiency  which  has  produced  the  pre- 
sent result.  Further  than  that,  a  distinct 
change  has  been  made.  The  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  at 
all  times  over-burdened  with  work,  and 
he  had  not  sufficient  time  to  devote  pro- 
per attention  to  the  business  and  ma- 
nagement of  the  police  and  the  detection  of 
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crime.  The  Government  have  appointed 
an  Assistant  Under  Secretary  for  Police 
and  Crime,  who  has  relieved  the  Under 
Secretary  of  all  the  details  of  this  class 
of  work,  only  a  general  superiatendenco 
being  left  to  the  Under  Secretary.  This 
Assistant  Under  Secretary  has  immedi- 
ately under  his  supervision  the  Dublin 
Police  Force  and  the  Irish  Constabulary. 
The  appointment  of  this  officer  has  no 
doubt  greatly  tended  to  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  Police  Service,  and  it  has  been 
an  administrative  change  of  no  small  im- 

gortance.     The  ability  which  has  been 
rought  to  the  discharge  of  his  duties 
by  Mr.  Jenkinson,  has  been  no  smaller 
than  the  success  which  has  lately  at- 
tended the  efforts  for  the  detection  and 
the  punishment  of  crime.    These  are  ad- 
ministrative changes  of  no  slight  import- 
ance, and  the  Government  take  credit 
for  the  effect  produced  by  those  changes. 
I  am  sorry  I  have  been  obliged  to  tres- 
pass upon  the  time  and  patience  of  the 
House  so  long,  and,  in  conclusion,  I  will 
simply  ask  the  House  what  course  it  pro- 
poses to  take  with  regard  to  this  Amend- 
ment ?    The  Amendment  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  somewhat  singular  one,  and  one 
brought  forward  at  a  somewhat  singular 
time.      The  two  great  Parties  in  this 
House  are  agreed  that,   in  the  main, 
during  nine  months  of  considerable  dif- 
ficulty, during  events  of  grave  import- 
ance, the  Administration  of  Ireland  has 
been  well  and  efficiently  and  ably  con- 
ducted ;  but,  notwithstanding  this  fact, 
we  are  about  to  be  asked  to  pass  a 
Motion  which  will,  if  carried,  have  the 
effect  of  removing  this  Administration 
from  Office,   and  which,  whether  it  be 
carried  or  not,  cannot  fail  to  weaken  to  a 
certain  extent  the  hands  of  that  Admi- 
nistration.    Sir,  it  is  indeed  remarkable 
that  during  the  period  of  nine  months 
that  we  have  passed  through,  the  great 
Party  opposite  could  find  nothing  in  the 
condition  and  state  of  Ireland  to  which 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House.   The 
transactions  alleged  to  have  taken  place 
nine  months  ago  were  not  challenged  at 
the  time,  and  would  not  have  been  chal-  ^ 
lenged  now  but  for  certain  revelatiooB 
which  have  just  been  made.    There  is 
in  this  Motion  a  reference,  a  veiled  and 
covered  reference,  a  reference  by  innu- 
endo, to  the  transactions  of  nine  months 
ago,  and  I  trust  and  believe  that  the 
House  will  not  assent  to,  but  will,  on 
the  contrary,  by  a  larg^e  majority,  resent 
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the  attempt  to  impute  to  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  any  misconduct  in  regard  to 
those  transaotioiis. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' 
— (  Mr.  PamelL) 

8ia  STAFFORD  NOETHOOTE:    I 
presume.  Sir,  that  the  Government  do 
not  intend  to  object  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and  that  we  shall,  there- 
fore, have  to  resume  and  conclude  this 
discussion    when  we    meet    again    to- 
morrow.    I  should  have  been  glad  if 
we  could  have  completed  the  discussion 
this   evening.    I  think  it   would  have 
been  very  convenient  if  we  could  have 
done  so ;  but  it  is  impossible  not  to  feel 
that  the  very  important  speech  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  im- 
ported considerations  into  this  debate 
which  render  it  not  unreasonable  that  it 
should  be  carried  further.     I  only  wish 
to  say  two  things  at  this  moment.     In 
the  first  place,  I  think  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  has 
rather  unfairly  commented  upon  what 
he  oonsiders  the  delay  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Gentlemen    on  this    side  of  the 
House  in  challenging  the  proceedings 
of  last  May.     The  position  taken  up  by 
us  in  not  challenging  those  proceedings 
by  a  formal  vote  was  taken  on  grounds 
and  considerations  of  expediency,  and 
out  of  reg^ard  for  the  national  interests. 
We  felt  that,  however  open  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  might  be  to  remark, 
it  was  not  right,   under  the  peculiar 
circamstances  of  that  time,  to  bring  for- 
ward any  Motion  on  the  subject.    The 
circumstances  have  now  changed,  and 
not  only  so,  but  a  great  flood  of  light 
has  been  thrown  on  the  business  both 
by  what  has  been  going  on  in  Dublin, 
and  by  such  speeches  and  revelations  as 
those  we  have  listened  to  to-night.    We 
shall  be  prepared,  in  the  fallest  manner, 
to  accept  the  challenge  which  the  noble 
Harquess  has  thrown  out.     Indepen- 
dently altogether  of  this  debate,  I  shall 
take  Uie  opportunity  to-morrow  of  stating 
the  manner  in  which  we  propose  to  meet 
that  challenge. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Staflford 
Notthoote)  has  said  he  will  be  prepared 
to-morrow  to  meet  the  challenge  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington).   He  received  the  challenge  on 
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the  16th  of  May.  The  House  will  re- 
member that  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfourl 

LoHD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  ; 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish. 
Sir,  to  draw  your  attention  to  the  new 
Rule,  passed  at  the  instance  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  last  November, 
which  provides,  I  think,  subject  to  your 
ruling,  that  on  a  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment, the  debate  shall  be  strictly  con- 
fined to  the  matter  of  suoh  adjournment. 
I  submit  to  you,  Sir,  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  was 
not  making  any  remarks  that  had  the 
remotest  connection  with  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  made  observa- 
tions to  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  is  now  replying. 
I  do  not  consider  he  is  thereby  infringing 
the  Rules  of  the  House. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I 
imagine  that  the  new  Rules  are  not  alto- 
gether devoid  of  the  principle  of  recti- 
tude. I  know  the  opinion  which  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
entertains  of  the  new  Rules,  and  I  am 
surprised  he  did  not  rise  to  Order  when 
his  Leader — or  shall  I  call  him  his 
Follower — was  addressing  the  House. 
[«'  Oh,  oh ! '»;!  I  think  I  have  a  right  to 
say  that.  Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  House  long,  and  therefore  I  will 
only  say  the  'right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  has  anticipated  the 
speech  he  is  going  to  make  to-morrow. 
He  has  said  that  a  debate  has  been 
challenged  upon  this  point,  llnterrup- 
tion,^  1  am  calling  attention  to  a  mat- 
ter of  fact. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
have  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment is  now  confining  himself  to  the 
strict  terms  of  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  abready  said 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not,  in 
my  opinion,  out  of  Order. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  hope, 
out  of  respect  to  the  Chair,  that  we  shall 
have  no  further  interruption.  llnUr- 
rvptton.'] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  in  possession  of 
the  House. 
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Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  I  wiU 
not  detain  the  House  two  minutes.  I 
only  wish  to  make  a  few  observations 
iipon  what  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
opposite  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  has 
said.  He  said  that  we  had  challenged 
a  discussion  on  this  matter.  I  desire  to 
say  that  the  Prime  Minister  did  dis- 
tinctly challenge  a  discussion  on  this 
matter  on  the  16tli  of  May.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  moved  the  adjournment  on 
this  question,  it  was  pointed  out  by  the 
Prime  Minister  that  that  was  not  a  pro- 
per manner  in  which  to  bring  it  to  issue. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  did  not  accept  the  method 
offered,  stating  that  he  would  not  take 
up  the  question  at  that  time,  owing  to  the 
gravity  of  the  position  of  Irish  affairs. 
Well,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  hon.  Members  who  sit  behind 
him,  whether  they  think  there  is  no 
gravity  in  the  position  of  Irish  affairs 
now  ?  Do  they  believe  that  the  gravity 
of  Irish  affairs  is  less  serious  at  this  mo- 
ment than  it  was  at  that  period ;  and  I 
would  ask  them  whether  they  do  not 
think 

Mr.  QORST:  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
would  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  entitled 
to  go  into  these  matters  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  now  transgressing  the  Rule. 

Question  put,  and  a§ri9d  to, 
Debate/wr^A^r  ai^tmrned^iXL  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS, 


ISLE  OF  MAN  (HARBOURS)  BILL. 
MOTIOK  FOB  LEAVE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'<  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move  the 
Houaei  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  further  provision  for  taking  dues  for  re- 
pairing and  improving  the  Harbours  in  the  Isle 
of  Man." — (Mr.  John  Holmt.) 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
whether  the  consent  of  the  Governor  and 
the  House  of  Keys  had  been  obtained 
to  this  measure,  and  whether  the  expen- 
diture would  fall  on  the  local  Exche- 
quer ?  The  island  was  already  £350,000 


in  debt  owing  to  extravagant  adminis- 
tration. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  :  This  Bill  is  brought 
in  at  the  instance  of  the  Governor  and 
the  House  of  Keys  of  the  Isle  of  Man. 
The  expenditure  will  not  fall  upon  the 
local  Exchequer ;  indeed,  the  Bill  is  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  additional  taxa- 
tion on  the  island.  I  will  enter  into  « 
full  explanation  of  its  provisions  on  the 
second  reading. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolution  reported: — Bill  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Holms  and 
Mr.  Chamberlain. 

Bill  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  101.] 

CANALS. 
Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  and  the  position  of  the  Canals 
and  internal  Navigation  of  the  Country,  to  re- 
port thereupon,  and  to  make  such  recommenda- 
tions as  may  appear  necessary." — [Mr,  Salt,) 

PBINTINO. 

Ordered f  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  all  matters  ^ich  relate 
to  the  Printing  executed  by  Order  of  tiiis  Houae, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  selecting  and  arranging 
for  Printing,  Returns  and  Papers  presented  in 
pursuance  of  Motions  made  by  Members  of  this 
Uouse: — Mr.  Lbonahd  Couutnbt,  Sir  Jossph 
Pease,  Mr.  William  Henbt  Smith,  Mr.  Stans- 
FELD,  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr.  Wkitbilead,  Mr.  Row- 
land Winn,  Mr.  Ramsat,  Mr.  Pajlnbll,  and 
Colonel  Tottenham. 

Ordered^  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 

FABLLiMENTABY    ELSOTIONS    (CLOSINO    Op 
PUBLIC  houses)   bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Carbutt,  Bill  to  close 
Public  Houses  on  the  day  of  the  Parliamentary 
Election,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Carbutt,  Mr.  Arthur  Pease,  Mr.  Illino- 
woRTH,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Andbbbon, 
Mr.  Burt,  and  Mr.  O'Connor  Power. 

Bill  presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  102.] 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 
Select  Committee  nominated  on  Public  Ac- 
counts : — Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Mr.  Court- 
NET,  Mr.  GoRST,  Sir  Henrt  Holland,  Mr. 
Lalko,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir  Charles  Mills, 
Mr.  Rylands,  Mr.  Seblt,  Sir  Hbnry  Sblwin- 
Ibbetson,  and  Mr.  Shaw  : — Power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records. 
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On  Motion  of  Mr.  Norwood,  Bill  to  extend 
th<;  Juxiadiction  of  the  County  Courts,  ordered 
to  be  broug^ht  in  by  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  Henry 
II.  FowLERy  Mr.  Rowley  Hill,  and  Sir  Eard- 

LET    WltSfOT. 

Bill  pr#MM/#^,andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  103.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  2Srd  February,  1883. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881. 
RESOLUTION. 

LoED  WAVENEY  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
to  resolutions  adopted  at  a  meeting  of 
tenant  right  delegations  in  the  Province 
of  Ulstery  and  to  move  that  resolutions 
2  and  8  be  incorporated  in  an  Act  sup- 
plementary to  the  Land  Act,  1881 

Tm  Eabl  OF  DONOUGHMORE,  in- 
terposing,  said,  he  rose  to  make  an  ap- 
peal to  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Waveney), 
of  which   he  had   given    him   private 
Notice.     He  was  sorrj  he  was  not  able 
to  give  the  noble  Loid  longer  Notice ; 
hut  he  did  not  feel  entirely  to  blame  in 
the  matter,  because  he  understood  that 
the  words  of  the  resolutions  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  desired  to  draw  attention  had 
only  a  short  time  ago  appeared  on  the 
Notice  Paper  of  the  House.    They  had 
only  come  to  his  knowledge  two  hours 
ago,  and  when  he  saw  their  form  he  was 
astonished,  and  felt  that  it  woxild  not  be 
desirable  to  discuss  them  at  the  present 
time.    Those  resolutions  were  as  fol- 
lows : — 

Beiolutians  moved  at  Zand  Conference  in 
Belfoit,  Friday^  26th  January  1883. 

"  Pint.— That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Con- 
fwenoe,  it  is  incumbent  on  the  Gk>yemment  at 
the  assembling  of  Parliament  to  bring  forward 
a  measure,  and  have  it  passed  with  the  least 
Po«ble  dehiy,  amending  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
«nd)  Act,  1881,  in  the  following  respects  :— 

1.  To  effectually  protect  the  tenant  against 
uy  rent  being  charged  upon  the  value  of  his 
*®oant-right  or  improvements : 

2.  To  provide  that  the  judicial  rent  shall 
commence  on  the  gale-day  next  after  the  date 
«  the  applicatioa  to  the  Court : 
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3.  To  enable  leaseholders  to  come  under 
the  Act  of  1881,  and  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed : 

4.  To  define  town  parks,  and  limit  their 
exclusion  from  the  Land  Act  to  proper  cases : 

5.  To  improve  the  purchase  clauses,  en- 
abling the  Land  Commissioners  to  advance 
the  whole  of  the  purchase  money,  payable  by 
instalments  extending  when  required  over  a 
period  up  to  sixty  years,  and  at  proportion- 
ately reduced  rate  of  interest ;  as  we  believe 
the  permanent  solution  of  the  Irish  Land 
question  can  only  be  attained  through  the 
occupier  becoming  the  owner  of  the  soil : 

Second. — ^That  all  unnecessary  restrictions  on 
the  sale  and  transfer  of  property  in  land  should 
be  removed,  and  a  system  of  easy  and  simple 
registration  of  ownership  in  each  county  estab- 
li^: 

Third. — That  the  gross  abuses  so  long  exist- 
ing under  the  present  grand  jury  system  de- 
mand the  immediate  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  this  Conference  declares  that  in  any 
new  scheme  of  county  government,  the  county 
boards  must  be  elected  by  the  direct  voices  of 
the  ratepayers  voting  by  ballot ;  and  that,  in 
addition  to  county  boards,  provincial  councils 
shall  be  established  for  determining,  amongst 
other  things,  all  such  local  matters  as  are  now 
dealt  with  by  tedious  and  expensive  private 
legislation : 

Fourth. — That  this  Conference  deplores  and 
condemns  the  violence  and  outrage  which  have 
stained  the  country,  and  urges  upon  all  citizens 
to  aid  in  the  prevention  of  crime  and  the  re- 
storation of  peace  and  industry : 

Fifth. — That,  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
prompt  and  concerted  action  in  regard  to  aU 
questions  affecting  the  interests  of  Uie  farmers 
of  Ulster,  a  committee  be  formed,  to  consist  of 
five  representatives  from  each  county  in  Ulster, 
nominated  by  the  several  tenant-right  associa- 
tions." 

The  appeal  he  had  to  make  to  the  noble 
Lord  was  not  to  move  the  resolutions, 
and  for  this  reason.  There  had  of  late 
been  some  very  striking  controversies 
on  Lrish  questions,  and  facts  had 
come  to  light  which  showed  that  the 
state  of  the  country  was  extremely 
serious.  In  these  circumstances  they 
had  heard  repeated  appeals  from  indi- 
vidual Ministers,  that  Ireland  should  be 
allowed  some  calm  and  tranquillity,  in 
order  that  the  country  might  have  a 
chance  of  reverting  to  a  state  of  peace 
and  tranquillity.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  discussion  of  the  resolutions 
referred  to  by  his  noble  Friend  would 
not  serve  any  useful  purpose  at  the 
present  moment,  and  would  form,  out- 
side their  Lordships' House,  the  subject 
of  comments  which  might  increase  the 
difficulty  of  the  task  of  those  who  were 
responsible  for  the  peace  of  Ireland. 
There  were  other  points  he  might  go  into, 
but  he  would  refrain  from  doing  so.  He 
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therefore  asked  his  noble  Friend  whether, 
in  the  present  grave  condition  of  Ireland, 
keeping  in  view  the  necessity  of  giving 
that  country  some  rest  from  agitation,  he 
thought  it  wise  to  propose  the  Motion 
on  the  Notice  Paper — a  Motion  which 
must  tend  to  foster  and  strengthen  agi- 
tation ? 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  he  thought 
it  was  fortunate  that  his  noble  Friend 
had  made  that  appeal^  because  he  was 
thus  given  an  opportunity  of  clearing 
the  ground  for  the  consideration  of  the 
question  at  large.  In  regard  to  the 
opportunities  their  Lordships  had  had 
01  consideriug  the  subject,  it  would  be 
recollected  that  some  48  hours  ago  a 
noble  Lord  put  a  Question  to  him  as  to 
the  particular  form  in  which  he  intended 
to  bring  forward  his  Motion,  and  he  had 
replied  that  he  should  stand  on  certain 
resolutions.  He  regretted  the  state  of 
things  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  in 
Ireland ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
discussion  could  not  very  well  be  post- 
poned. He  knew  the  feelings  and  senti- 
ments of  the  tenant  right  associations 
which  met  on  the  occasion  in  question, 
and  he  was  sorry  that  he  could  not  meet 
the  views  of  his  noble  Friend  in  the  way 
he  desired.  He,  however,  only  intended 
to  move  two  of  the  resolutions,  the  second 
and  third  of  the  first  branch ;  and  he 
might  point  out  that  there  was  a  discus- 
sion on  Irish  affairs  upon  the  Address 
to  the  Throne. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  rose  to 
Order.  The  Notice  as  printed  did  not 
apply  to  the  measure  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  spoke.  The  Notice  mentioned  re- 
solutions 1  and  2 ;  whereas  the  noble 
Lord  now  referred  to  the  sub-sections  2 
and  3,  and  it  did  not  appear  that  they 
corresponded  with  the  intention  of  the 
noble  Lord. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  what  he  pro- 
posed to  do  was  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  resolutions  on  the 
Paper  as  a  whole,  the  whole  having 
been  considered  by  the  delegations ;  but 
he  only  intended  to  move  that  those 
numbered  2  and  3  should  be  ad- 
ditions to  the  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
iCAN  of  Committees)  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  call  attention  to  reso- 
lutions passed  at  a  meeting  of  tenant 
right  delegations  in  thp  Province  of 
Ulster.     That  might  be  very  well ;  but 

T^e  Earl  of  Donoughmor$ 


it  would  be  perfectly  out  of  Order  to 
move  that  resolutions  2  and  S  should 
be  incorporated  in  an  Act.  That  would 
bo  legislation. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  see  how  he  should  be  out  of 
Order  in  making  the  Motion  he  was 
about  to  propose.  The  Motion  only  re- 
ferred to  a  desire  for  legislation  by  the 
Government  in  the  usual  way. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
believed  the  noble  Lord  did  not  under- 
stand the  objection  taken  by  the  noble 
Earl.  Any  Member  of  the  House  had 
the  privilege  of  laying  a  Bill  on  the 
Table  and  moving  its  first  reading ;  but 
it  was  a  different  thing  to  move  that 
certain  resolutions  be  incorporated  in  an 
Act. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  that  when  he 
had  proceeded  with  his  Motion,  any 
noble  Lord  might  move  that  he  should 
proceed  no  further.  He  conceived  that 
it  would  be  of  very  great  importance 
that  the  resolutions  should  be  placed 
before  the  country  through  the  Legisla- 
ture. He  had  observed  with  very  great 
regret  that  the  most  important  Province 
of  Ireland  seemed  to  have  fallen  almost 
entirely  out  of  the  purview  and  know- 
ledge of  the  people  of  this  country. 
They  heard  enough  of  the  people  of 
other  Provinces  who  had  objects  tending, 
almost  without  exception,  to  disturb  the 
public  peace,  or,  at  all  events,  to  advance 
the  objects  oif  the  promoters  in  a  way  that 
their  Lordships  could  not  approve.  It 
was,  therefore,  that  he  desired  to  call 
attention  to  these  resolutions  as  tending 
to  the  improvement  of  legislation.  The 
1st  was — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Conference,  it 
is  incumbent  on  the  Government  at  the  as- 
sembling of  Parliament  to  bring  forward  a 
measure,  and  have  it  passed  with  the  least 
possible  delay,  amending  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1881,  in  the  following  respects  : — 1. 
To  effectually  protect  the  tenant  against  any 
rent  being  charged  upon  the  value  of  his  tenant- 
right  or  improvements." 

The  Conference  to  which  reference  was 
made  was  a  very  important  one.  It  took 
place  in  the  large  Province  of  Ulster — a 
Province  which  did  not  often  come  under 
the  view  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
The  delegations  came  from  the  eight 
counties,  and  represented  many  tenant 
right  associations.  The  resolutions  ap- 
proved by  that  Conference  might  else- 
where have  been  of  an  a^itatin^  an4 
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ftisturbing  character,  and  might  have 
drawn  foTtb.  expressions  of  hostility  to 
the  Government  and  to  this  country ;  but 
no  syllable  of  the  kind  was  whispered 
on  the  occasion  to  which  he  referred. 
The  tenant  right  associations  met,  they 
listened  with  attention  to  what  was  said, 
and  they  decided  with  judgment.  The 
1st  resolution  was  simply  an  expression 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  these  associa- 
tions. But  he  now  came  to  points  which 
he  hoped  he  might  hear  now  or  later  in 
the  Sesaion  would  be  added  to  the  list 
of  subjects  of  additional  legislation  for 
Ireland.  The  object  of  the  2nd  reso- 
lution was 


To  provide  that  the  judicial  rent  shall  coic- 
on  the  gale-day  next  after  the  date  of  the 
application  to  the  Court." 

All  in  Ulster  to  whom  he  had  spoken 
considered  that  this  was  equitable ;  and 
he  would  observe  that,  if  this  principle 
were  not  followed ,  a  landlord  would  get 
more  than  he  was  entitled  to,  and  the 
tenant  would  have  to  pay  more  than  was 
just.    The  next  resolution,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  enable  leaseholders  to  come 
under  the  Act  of  1881,  and  to  have  a 
lair  rent  fixed,  comprehended  more  than 
might  at  first  sight  appear.  With  regard 
to  leaseholders  simply  there  was  no  great 
difficulty.     But  there  was  another  class 
in   which   the  case    was  not    quite  so 
simple.     Let  them  take,  for  example,  a 
Corporation    having    land    in  Ireland, 
which  they  had  administered  for  nearly 
300  years,  and  one  to  which  Ireland  was 
greatly  indebted  for  the  spread  of  know- 
ledge   and    science — he  meant  Trinity 
College.     It  had  been  found  necessary 
for  the  Corporation  of  Trinity  College, 
hke  other  Corporation s,  to  delegate  a 
large  part  of  their  power  to  middle- 
men.   The  very  name  of  *'  middleman  " 
was  a  word  of  evil  omen,  because  the 
middlemen  had  in  too  many  instances 
shown   a    disposition    to    abuse    their 
powers ;  but  that  was  not  the  case  with 
those  who  administered  under  these  great 
Corporations.     The  property  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  consisted  of  something 
like  300,000   acres,   in   three  counties. 
The  custom  of  the  administration  of  this 
property  remained  unchanged  till  the 
year  185],  when  an  Act  was  passed  de- 
fining and  regulating  the  whole  of  the 
oostom,  and  the  ioiieM  quoties  clause  of 
this  Act  established  a  continual  chain  of 
responsibility  and  liability  from  the  Col- 
lege to  their  immediate  ^antees,  and 


from  the  grantees  to  the  sub-tenants. 
NoTi^,  the  land  being  leasehold,  the 
grantee  was  outside  the  operation  of 
the  Land  Act  and,  while  the  sub- tenant 
had  all  the  advantage  of  that  measure. 
Buffered  a  double  loss  from  the  reduction 
of  the  tenant's  rent  by  the  Court  and 
the  increase  of  his  own  rent  and  fine  in 
consequence  of  the  rise  of  prices.  For 
example,  in  1850  the  rent  and  fine  of  a 
particular  property  was  £821 ;  in  1851 
prices  rose,  and  the  rent  rose  with  them 
to  £951 ;  in  1866,  under  the  infiuenco  of 
the  same  rise  in  prices,  the  rent  rose  to 
£1,128,  and  by  the  year  1876  it  had 
become  £1,241 ;  the  total  increase  in  21 
years  being  32  per  cent.  Thus,  while 
the  sub-rents  were  being  reduced  by  the 
Commission,  the  head  rents  were  being 
steadily  increased  by  the  rise  in  prices. 
The  reasonable  conclusion  was  that  such 
leases  ought  to  come  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act.  The  other  resolutions 
related  to  the  better  defining  of  town 
parks ;  the  question  of  the  improvement 
of  the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Act ;  the 
removal  of  unnecessary  restrictions  on 
the  sale  and  transfer  of  land,  with  re- 
spect to  which  he  believed  that  every- 
one was  agreed ;  the  reform  of  the  Grand 
Jury  system ;  the  scheme  for  county 
government,  on  which  points  he  need 
say  nothing;  and  a  warm  condemna- 
tion of  outrages  and  violence,  the  ex- 
pression of  which  well  became  the 
farmers  of  Ulster.  He  desired  to  place 
on  record  his  opinion  as  to  the  action 
that  he  deemed  to  be  essential ;  and  he 
believed  it  to  be  essential  that  two  points 
omitted  in  the  Land  Act  should  be 
attended  to — namely,  the  commence- 
ment of  judicial  rent  and  the  placing  of 
leaseholders  under  the  Act  of  1881.  It 
would  be  enough  if  a  measure  consisted 
of  these  two  clauses  only.  They  would 
be  accepted  as  evidence  of  the  determi- 
nation of  the  Government  to  fill  up  any 
blanks  in  our  legislation .  It  was  not  to  be 
expected,  considering  all  the  difficulties 
of  the  question,  that  the  Land  Act  should 
have  been  perfect  at  first.  He  believed 
in  the  honesty  and  sincerity  of  the  men 
who  approved  the  Resolutions  which  he 
desired  to  press  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House. 

Moved,  **  That  resolutions  2  and  8 
be  incorporated  in  an  Act  supplemen- 
tary to  the  Land  Act,  1881."— (2%«  Lord 
TFaveney.) 
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The  Earl  of  LEITRIM  said,  he  only 
became  aware  of  this  Motion  on  Wed- 
nesday, and  on  deciding  to  speak  upon 
that  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  Motion 
which  referred  to  Trinity  College,  Dub- 
lin, he  at  once  telegraphed  to  the  Col- 
lege to  inform  the  Board  of  his  inten- 
tion, with  the  object  that  they  might  be 
represented  by  their  Chancellor,  who 
had  a  seat  in  their  Lordships'  House. 
The  statement  he  desired  to  make, 
and  which  he  had  wished  should  be 
an  4x  parte  one,  was  on  the  subject  of 
the  Trinity  College  leases.  The  tenure 
of  the  land  held  under  that  Corpo- 
ration was  somewhat  peculiar  and  com- 
plex. The  perpetuity  leases  embraced 
about  158,000  acres  and  about  41  im- 
mediate tenants  of  the  College,  with 
a  rental  of  about  £33,000.  The  perpe- 
tuity tenants  had  ander  them  perpetuity 
sub-tenants,  who  had  again  perpetuity 
sub-tenants  under  them,  and  under  them 
again  were  tenants-at-will,  who  were 
subject  to  the  operations  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1881.  But  this  condition  of 
things  did  not  prevail  upon  all  the  Col- 
lege estates,  and  in  his  own  case  there 
was  only  himself  between  the  College 
and  800  odd  tenants.  Prior  to  1851  the 
properties  were  held  under  leases  of  21 
years,  which  were  renewable  every  year 
on  the  payment  of  a  fine  of  5«.  %d.  on 
every  pound  of  rent.  As  far  back  as 
the  Reign  of  Charles  I.  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament was  passed  to  bind  the  College 
not  to  let  their  lands  at  less  than  half 
their  letting  value.  Now,  before  he 
passed  on  from  this,  he  begged  particu- 
larly to  draw  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  fact  that  at  that  early  date  the  letting 
value,  and  not  less  thau  half  that,  was 
to  be  the  test  of  their  rents.  How  could 
that  letting  value  be  ascertained?  It 
could  only  be  ascertained  by  the  amount 
that  their  sub  -  tenants  paid  to  them. 
Well,  then,  again  in  the  Reig^  of  George 
III.  another  Act  was  passed  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  tenants,  and  of  the  College 
as  well,  to  enable  the  College  to  take 
less  rent  than  half  the  letting  value  from 
their  tenants,  provided  that  that  rent 
should  not  be  less  than  the  rent  paid 
during  the  preceding  20  years.  The 
next  and  the  last  time  that  Parliament 
intervened  was  in  1851,  and  the  cause 
of  the  intervention  was  that  while  the 
tenants  were  paying  the  College  their 
yearly  rents  they  were  unable  to  pay 
the  yearly  fine  of  5«,  6<f,  in  the  pound. 


During  the  years  of  famine  from  1S46 
to  1848  they  had  difficulty  enough  to 
live.     And  the  result  of  their  ceasing  to 
pay   was,   that  the  Board  and   senior 
Fellows,  so  to  speak,  were  starving,  the 
fines  being  the  chief  source  of  their  in- 
some.     On  his  grandfather's  estate  the 
fines  were  three  years  in  arrear.       Xn 
1849,  in  response  to  an  appeal  from  the 
College,  the  Government  gave  powers  to 
the  Board  for  a  period  of  two  years  to 
pay  themselves  out  of  the  general  funds 
of  the  College.    That  the  College  did 
not  see  the  propriety  of  communicating^ 
with  the  tenants  before  appealing  to  the 
G-overnment  excited  grave  suspicionajn 
the  minds  of  the  tenants,  who  imme- 
diately represented  to  the  Government 
that  the  change  would  destroy  the  secu- 
rity of  their  tenure,  inasmuch  as  the  de- 
pendence of  the  Board  upon  their  re- 
newal fines  would  be  a  perpetual  motive 
for  their  renewing  their  leases.    The 
tenants  relied  on  the  two  Acts  of  Par- 
liament to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
they  also  relied  on  the  good  faith  of  the 
College,  whioh  had  always  declared  that 
the  tenants'  interests  and  improvements 
should  be  respected.     He  supposed  they 
relied  most  of  all  upon  the  guarantee  of 
the  self-interest  of  the  Board,  who  were 
dependent  upon  these  renewal  fines.     It 
was  hardly  to  be  expected  that  the  ten- 
ants would  relinquish  this  substantial 
and  almost  perpetual  guarantee  without 
receiving  some  further  security  in  return. 
On  these  representations  of  the  tenants, 
the  Government  of  the  day,  when  Lord 
Clarendon  was  Lord  Lieutenant,  very 
justly  only  gave  temporary  powers  to 
the  Board  to  pay  themselves  out  of  the 
general  funds  of  the  College,  and  in  the 
meantime  the  Government  determined 
to  investigate  the  matter  and  to  decide 
upon  legislation.     The  result  of  the  in- 
vestigation was  the  Act  of  1851,  under 
which  21  years'  leases  could  be  con- 
verted into  perpetuities  in   considera- 
tion  of  the  payment  of  a  certain  sum 
annually  in  addition  to  the  rent  and  re- 
newal fine,  which  was  arrived  at  by  a 
notarial  calculation.     The  Act  also  pro- 
vided that  the  rents  should  afterwards 
be  settled  at  the  end  of  every  decennial 
period  according  to  the  increase  or  de- 
crease in  the  price  of  the  following  com- 
modities:— wheat,  oats,  beef, mutton,  and 
butter,  whereas  all  valuations  of  land 
in  Ireland  had  up  to  that  time  included 
four  other  commodities — namely,  barley 
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poiatoeSy  flax,  and  pork.    The  Act  made 
the  rents  of  the  ioUe$  quoties  sub-ten- 
ants liable  to  revision  under  the  same 
system,  but  was  silent  as  to  the  yearly 
sub-tenants,  obviously  because  the  im- 
mediate  or   intermediate  tenant  could, 
in    the  then    state  of   the   law>  raise 
their  rents  if  he  thought  fit.    The  ab- 
surdity of  the  standard  fixed  by  the  Act 
was  shown  by  the  circumstance  that  on 
a  large  estate  in  the  county  of  Donegal, 
consisting^  of  28,700  acres,  there  was  not 
a  single   bushel  of  wheat  grown,  and 
yet  that  was  one  of  the  commodities  spe- 
cified for  the  raising  or  lowering  of  the 
rent.     It  was  also  provided  by  the  Act 
that  the   party  who  called    upon  the 
other  for  a  revision  of  rent  should  bear 
the  cost  of  the  arbitration.    There  was 
nothing  to  complain  of  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Act,  but  how  had  it  worked  ?    The 
perpetvdties  having  been  taken  out,  10 
happy   years  slipped  away,   but  after 
that  there  were  no  more  happy  days  for 
the  tenants.     His  predecessor  in  title 
was  the  first    tenant  who  was  called 
upon  by  the  GoUege  to  pay  an  increased 
rent,  and  the  arbitrators  ascertained  in 
1863  that  in  nine  of  the  principal  towns 
in  Ireland  the  commodities  showed  a 
rise  of  no  less  than  34  per  cent  on  the 
perpetuity  rents  arrived  at  10  years  pre- 
viously.     In  these  circumstances,   the 
tenant  very  wisely  compromised  for  a 
rise  of  only  25  per  cent.    How  was  that 
arrived  at?     The  arbitration  cost  the 
College  £8,000.    What  would  be  the 
effect  upon  the  exchequer  of  the  tenant 
who  claimed  to  have  an  abatement  of 
rent — supposing  even  that  prices  shrunk, 
whereas  it  was  well-known  that  they 
did  not  shrink — in  the  case  of  the  ex- 
ceptional commodities    named    in  the 
Act  ?   The  Ck>llege  was  compelled  to  pay 
£3,000,  and  would  retort  upon  the  ten- 
ant to  make  him  prove  again  before  the 
arbitrator,  and  put  him  to  the  expense 
of  £3,000  at  least — perhaps  more.  That 
would  he  practically  ruinous  to  the  ten- 
ant.   What  was  the  effect  on  the  Col- 
lege?   They  were  not  going  again  to 
be  mulcted  in  costs  ?    So,  when  the  de- 
cennial period  of  other  tenants  expired, 
they  wrote  to  say  that  they  could  prove 
that  there  had  been  an  increase  in  the 
value  of  land  of  34  per  cent,  but  that  if 
the  tenants  would  admit  a  rise  in  prices 
to  the  extent  of  20  per  cent,  and  save 
the  OoUege  the  expenses  of  an  arbitra- 
tion, they  would  agree  to  accept  an  in- 


crease of  only  20  per  cent,  instead  of  25 
per  cent,  as  in  the  case  of  another  ten- 
ant. There  was,  of  course,  nothing  for 
it  but  to  accept  that  offer.  The  per- 
petuity tenants  were,  of  course,  entitled 
to  demand  from  their  sub-perpetuity 
tenants  a  proportionate  increase.  The 
perpetuity  tenants  were  gentlemen  living 
on  their  own  properties,  and  they  knew 
more  about  the  condition  of  the  land 
and  of  their  sub -tenants  thau  the 
Board  of  Trinity  College  could  know. 
It  was  only  fair  to  say  that  they 
did  not  exact  a  proportionate  increase 
of  rent  from  their  sub -tenants,  but 
only  such  an  increase  as  would  com- 
pensate them  for  the  increased  amount 
which  they  had  to  pay  to  Trinity 
College.  The  second  aecennial  period 
arrived  in  May,  1876.  The  College 
stated  that  there  had  been  an  increase 
in  value  of  22  per  cent,  but  that  if  the 
tenants  would  signify  in  writing  their 
consent  to  an  award  that  would  give  an 
increase  of  10  per  cent,  the  Board  would 
consent  to  remit  such  increase  for  the 
first  three  years.  The  1 0  per  cent  rise  had 
not  yet  been  exacted,  but  the  liability 
remained,  and  was  still  maintained  by 
the  Board.  How  could  land  be  properly 
developed  under  such  a  tenure,  or  satis- 
factory settlements  with  sub-tenants  be 
arrived  at  ?  Then  the  Land  Act  of  1 881 
was  passed,  and  the  Commissioners  de- 
cided that  there  had  been  a  great  depre- 
ciation of  the  value  of  land.  Yet  the 
College  continued  to  exact  in  one  case 
25,  in  all  others  20  per  cent  of  rent 
above  the  rents  of  1863.  The  deprecia- 
tion was  broueht  before  the  Board,  and 
the  tenants  asxed  for  a  reduction  corre- 
sponding to  the  depreciation  in  the  value 
of  land;  but  their  answer  was  that 
there  had  been  no  such  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  land  as  to  justify  the  re- 
ductions of  the  Commissioners.  But  the 
evidence  given  by  their  own  valuer  be- 
fore the  Commission  showed  that  in 
Kerry  the  value  of  land  had  decreased 
of  late  years  by  25  per  cent.  Moreover, 
on  their  own  estates,  where  perpetuity 
tenants  were  not  concerned,  the  College 
had  made  abatement  of  rents  to  a  larger 
amount  than  25  per  cent.  In  the  case 
of  perpetuity  tenants,  however,  they  de- 
nied that  there  had  been  any  reduction 
in  the  value  of  land,  and  they  held  those 
unhappy  tenants  to  their  bond.  He  was 
afraid  that  he  had  gone  a  great  length 
into  this  very  dry,   but  to  those  con- 
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oerned  a  deeply  interesting,  subject.  As 
an  illustration  of  the  result  of  the  action 
of  the  College  with  regard  to  one  of  their 
Kerry  estates,  he  might  say  that  the 
judicial  rents  were  now  25  per  cent 
below  the  pre-perpetuity  rents.  Yet  on 
that  estate  the  College  had  demanded 
an  increase  of  20  per  cent  on  the  old 
head  rent.  In  Donegal,  again,  the  Col- 
lege was  demanding  an  increase  in  the 
pre-perpetuity  head  rent  of  32  per  cent, 
while  the  Sub-Commissioners  were  fix- 
ing the  rents  of  the  under-tenants  at 
only  9  per  cent  above  their  pre-per- 
petuity rents.  These  facts  were  likely 
to  be  made  still  more  startling  by 
the  future  decisions  of  the  Sub- Com- 
missioners. In  conclusion,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Government  had 
incurred  a  grave  responsibility  in  this 
matter,  inasmuch  as  the  position  of  the 
tenants  with  regard  to  the  College  was 
arrived  at  entirely  through  the  action 
of  the  Government  of  Lord  Clarendon 
with  respect  to  the  Act  of  1851,  which 
had  entirely  broken  down  in  its  work- 
ing. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Privy 
Seal)  said,  he  doubted  whether  the 
oldest  inhabitant  of  their  Lordships' 
House  had  ever  listened  to  speeches 
which  were  more  irregular  in  their  cha- 
racter than  the  two  which  had  just  been 
delivered.  The  speech  of  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  just  sat  down  was  founded 
upon  the  Notice  of  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord  behind  him  (Lord  Waveney),  which 
occupied  a  whole  page  of  their  Lord- 
ships' Paper,  and  was  certainly  of  a 
most  unusual  kind,  and  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  used  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing forward  the  grievances  which  with 
great  pains  he  had  just  laid  before  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord's  Notice  of 
Motion,  which  was  probably  an  historical 
event,  contained  a  number  of  resolutions 
which  had  been  adopted  at  a  public 
meeting  in  Ireland,  and  called  upon  that 
House  to  embody  them  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament — a  method  of  legislating 
which,  he  heard  from  a  high  authority, 
our  ancestors  were  in  the  habit  of  adopt- 
ing. Upon  that  Notice  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  had 
founded  his  own  statement,  which,  if  he 
understood  it  rightly,  was  simply  a 
statement  of  his  own  personal  grievance. 

The  K\m.  of  LEITRIM  :  No,  no. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Privy 
Seal)  :  Well,  the  grievance  of  an  emi- 

JAj  £arl  of  Leitrim 


nent  middleman  under  Trinity  CoUeg^e, 
Dublin,  who,  perhaps,  wished  to  avail 
himself  of  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act. 

The  Earl  of  LEITRIM:  No,  no. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Privy 
Seal)  :   Well,  that  was,  at  all  eyents,  a 
feeble  attempt  on  his  part  to  guess  at  tlie 
drift  of  the  noble  Earl's  observations. 
In  doing  that  the  noble  Earl  had  taken 
a  course  which  was  very  much  opposed  to 
his  own  interests,  and  one  which  was  very 
unjust  to  the  great  body  he  attacked. 
It  had  been  painful  to  listen  to  some 
portions  of  the  noble  Earl's  address, 
which    had    been  so  elaborately   pro- 
pared  under  circumstances  in  which  it 
could  be  of  no  use  to  himself,  and  was 
unjust  to  Trinity  College,  Dublin.     It 
so    happened   that    that   morning    he 
(Lord  Carlingford)  had  received  a  large 
document  from   an  official  of   Trinity 
College,   Dublin,   with    a  letter  which 
stated  that  the  noble  Earl  was  about  to 
make  an  attack  upon  the  College   in 
that  House ;  but,  finding  no  announce- 
ment to  that  effect  upon  the    Notice 
Paper,  he  had  put  the  aocument  on  one 
side,  as  it  had  never  occurred  to  him  for 
one  moment  that  this  attack  was  to  be 
made  under  cover  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Notice.     In  these  circumstances  he  must 
plead    utter    inability  to  go  into  the 
matter.    As  to  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Waveney),  he  hoped  he 
would  excuse  him  if  he  followed  him  in 
very  few  words  indeed ;  and  for  this 
reason,  that  he  absolutely  refused  on  the 
present  occasion  to  go  into  the  merits  of 
any  one  of  all  these  points  enumerated 
in  the  Notice  Paper.     He  was  not  quite 
sure  whether  the   noble  Lord    invited 
the  Government  to  legislate  on  all  those 
points,  or  only  on  one  or  two.  If  all  the 
resolutions  enumerated  by  the  noble  Lord 
were  to  be  incorporated  in  a  Statute  it 
would  be  one  of  the  most  colossal  Acts  of 
Parliament  ever  passed.    To  deal  with 
one  or  two  of  the  resolutions  only  would 
make  a  large  demand  upon  the  timo 
of   Parliament,    and    the  controversies 
that  would  arise  would  probably  occupy 
a  large  part  of  the  Session.    Into  the 
merits  of   the  noble  Lord's  proposals 
it  was  not  at  present  his  business  to 
enter;  but  this  he  would  say,  and  it 
was  tho   one   point    of  agreement  he 
had  with    his  noble  Friend,  that   the 
body  from  which  the  resolutions  ema- 
nated was  one  eminently  worthy  of  the 
respect  of  that   House.     He  heartily 
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agreed  wiih  bis  noble  Friend  as  to  the 
exeellent  spirit  in  which  the  tenantry 
of    Ulstefr  put  their    proposals   before 
Parliament  and  the   Govemment,   and 
it  was  evident,  on  the  face  of  it,  that 
these  proposals,    whatever  they  might 
think  of  diem  on  their  merits,  had  on 
them  the  stamp  of  perfect  loyalty  and 
a  thoronghiy  Constitutional  spirit.   That 
waa  a  fact  which  in  Ireland  in  the  case 
of  a  great  public  meeting  dealing  with 
the  burning  subject  of  the  Land  Laws 
all  diould  recognise,  as  he  himself  did  ; 
but  beyond  that  he  was  not  able  to  go. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  intend  to  con- 
tradict the  statement  of  his  noble  Friend 
that  such  an  exceptionally  difficult  Act 
of  Parliament  as  the  Irish  Land  Act 
cculd  not  be  supposed  to  be  ioius  teres 
Mtqus  roiMndus,  and  that  it  might  some 
day    require   correction.     The  Govern- 
ment, however,  were  not  now  prepared 
to  introduce  such  legislation  as  the  noble 
Lord   advocated.    If  they  were  to  at- 
tempt to  do  so,  it  would  be  absolutely 
impossible  to  limit  the  time  which  would 
have  to  be  devoted  to  the  subject.     He 
trusted  that  the  noble  Lord,  now  that 
he  had  done  justice  to  his  friends  in 
the   county  of  Antrim,   would  refrain 
firom  asking  their  Lordships  to  come  to 
any   decision  upon  the  matter  before 
them. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
he  did  not  propose  to  make  any  remarks 
with  respect  to  the  substantive  proposals 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  If  they 
had  been  made  in  any  serious  spirit, 
and  with  any  prospect  of  being  brought 
to  a  definite  issue,  he  imagined  that  the 
Benches  of  their  Lordships'  House  would 
hardly  have  been  so  denuded  of  ten- 
ants. The  Motion  referred  to  some 
very  burning  Irish  questions,  and  when- 
ever those  questions  should  come  before 
Parliament,  they  must  be  the  subject  of 
very  serious  consideration.  But  with 
respect  to  what  the  noble  Earl  near  him 
(the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  had  said  in  refer- 
ence to  Trinity  College,  he  might  state 
that  he  had  received  a  telegram  from 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl 
Cairns),  which  said  that  it  was  unfair 
and  irregular  to  make  an  attack  on 
Trinity  Obllege  without  sufficient  Notice, 
and  that  he  would  be  ready  to  meet  any 
Motion  which  the  noble  Earl  should 
dioose  to  make  after  due  Notice  given 
00  the  Paper.  The  noble  Earl  had  dealt 
fith  documents  and  figures  relating  to 


the  lands  of  Trinity  College,  and  to  the 
occupiers  and  leaseholders  and  middle- 
men connected  with  them,  but  into  these 
he  did  not  propose  now  to  enter.  The 
noble  Earl  snould  repeat  his  argu- 
ments in  the  presence  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  Trinity  College  (Earl  Cairns), 
giving  due  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
do  so. 

Thb  Earl  OF  EEDESDALE  (Chaie- 
MAN  of  CoMMiTTBSs),  ssid,  he  concurred 
with  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  as  to  the 
character  of  the  speeches  delivered  by 
the  noble  Lords.  He  must  protest  against 
the  irregular  way  in  which  the  subject 
had  been  brought  before  the  House,  es- 
pecially when,  as  he  understood,  there 
was  an  Act  of  Parliament  specially 
affecting  the  lands  of  Trinity  College  in 
force.  If  any  alterations  were  desired, 
a  Bill  should  be  introduced.  He  sup- 
posed the  Trinity  College  rent  was  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  what  might  be 
called  a  quit  rent,  or  something  of  that 
sort. 

The  Eabl  of  LEITEIM  :  No,  no. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Waveney)  could  not  be  put  in  its  pre- 
sent form. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  he  reserved 
to  himself  the  right  of  bringing  in  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  subject,  if  it  should 
appear  to  be  desirable;  they  should 
not  wait  on  events,  but  make  events 
wait  for  events,%  especially  when  they 
had  opportunities  there  which  the  other 
House  did  not  possess.  He  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tcith" 
drawn. 

House  adjoomed  at  a  quarter  past  Six 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock* 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Friday,  2Srd  February ,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BvuA—J^oluiion  in 
Cbmmi««— Consolidated  Fund,  &c.  [Perma- 
nent Charges  Rodemption]  *. 

Firtt  i?*<wfm^— Marriage  (Hours  of  Solemniza- 
tion) ♦  [104], 
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cated  in  the  Question.  No  complaint 
was,  howeyer,  made  to  the  Orown 
authorities,  nor  did  they  become  aware 
that  such  occurrences  had  taken  place 
until  Notice  of  this  Question  was  given. 
It  is  understood  that  the  persons  con- 
cerned came  from  England,  and,  eyen 
assuming  the  apprehension  to  have  been 
without  legal  warrant,  the  case  would 
appear  to  be  one  rather  for  a  ciyil 
remedy  than  for  criminal  proceedings  at 
the  instance  of  the  Orown. 

Db.  OAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  with 
respect  to  the  case  of  Thomas  Harrison, 
Whether  the  facts  of  Harrison's  illegal 
abduction  from  Scotland  and  confine- 
ment in  Oheadle  Asylum  were  officially 
communicated  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
September  last ;  whether  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  informed  that  Harrison  had 
courted  a  public  investigation  into  his 
mental  condition  under  the  Scottish 
Law,  and  that  the  solicitor  assigned  to 
him  by  the  Court,  as  agent  for  the  poor, 
had  steted  that,  during  his  intercourse 
with  him,  he  had  not  noticed  any  symp- 
toms of  insanity  ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  state  of  the  facts,  and  the 
illegality  of  his  arrest,  an  independent 
investigation  has  been,  or  will  be,  or- 
dered into  Harrison's  mental  state  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  have 
a  note  from  the  secretary  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  who  says  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  no  power  to  dischar^ 
a  lunatic  summarily ;  but  if  a  person  is 
detained  without  authority,  the  proper 
way  to  release  him  is  by  habeas  corput. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  made  inquiry  into 
the  present  case.  It  appears  that  the 
recapture  of  Mr.  Harrison  was  effected 
by  thesuperintendentof  Oheadle  Asylum, 
over  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  no 
authority ;  and,  as  regards  Mr.  Harrison 
himself,  the  Visitors'  Report  stated  that 
he  was  dangerous  to  himself  and  others. 
Since  1877  he  was  regularly  visited. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  I  have  received  to  this  Ques- 
tion, I  shall  take  an  early  opportunity 
of  drawing  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  subject. 


NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

— •«>»:o:««'— 

MR.  PARNELL,   M.P.,  &c.  (RELEASE 
FROM  KILMAIKHAM). 

NOTICE  FOR  APPOINTMENT  OF  SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  Sir, 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  on  an  early 
day  I  shall  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  all  the  negotiations  and  circum- 
BtuicoB  connected  with  the  releaRe  of  Mr. 
Pamell,  M.P.,  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.,  and  Mr. 
O' Kelly,  M.F.,  from  Kilmainham  Prison,  in 
the  spring  of  1882,  and  to  report  thereon  to  the 
House." 

I  shall  move  that  the  Committee  be 
nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, and  shall  have  power  to  examine 
witnesses  upon  oath ;  and  I  propose  on 
Monday  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  whether  he 
can  fix  a  day  for  the  discussion.  • 

QUESTIONS, 

LUNACY  LAWS-^SEIZURE  OF  THOMAS 
HARRISON,  A  LUNATIC. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  on 
the  9th  June  last,  Thomas  Harrison, 
formerly  an  inmate  of  Oheadle  Lunatio 
Asylum,  near  Manchester,  was  illegally 
seized  and  lodged  in  the  police  cells  in 
Glasgow  by  a  person  said  to  be  an 
attendant  from  that  institution ;  whether 
the  attendant  was  officially  warned  by 
one  of  the  sheriffs  substitute  of  Lanark- 
shire that  he  had  acted  illegally  in  at- 
tempting to  re- arrest  Harrison  without 
a  warrant,  and  whether  a  similar  official 
communication  was  made  by  the  same 
Judge  to  the  Police  authorities ;  whether 
it  is  true  that,  on  the  15th  June, 
Harrison  was  decoyed  by  a  forged  note 
to  the  office  of  his  law  agent,  and,  on 
leaving  it,  was  seized  without  warrant 
by  persons  supposed  to  be  attendants 
from  the  Oheadle  Lunatic  Asylum,  and 
forcibly  and  illegally  carried  from  Glas- 
gow to  that  asylum ;  and,  whether  the 
Crown  authorities  have  taken  any  steps 
to  bring  to  justice  the  perpetrators  of 
this  violation  of  the  Laws  of  Scotland  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  I  find,  upon  inquiry.  Sir, 
that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  indi- 


THE  MINISTRY— EXTRA  PARLIA- 
MENTARY  SPEECHES. 

Ma.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing statements  made  by  Members  of 
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the  liiaistry: — 1.  To  a  statement  of 
the  honoYurable  Member  for  Leeds,  at 
Peebles, 

**  Thai  Iielmnd  ia  in  need  of  radical  and  drastic 
rafufuifl* .  .  .  .  ."  and  "  that  the  Goyemment 
of  Ireland  is  as  bad  as  it  can  be,  and  one  of  the 
wQKsi  GoTemments  in  Enrope :  " 

3.  To  a  statement  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Liskeard  to  his  constituents, 

*•  The  policy  is  to  separate  Egypt  from  Tur- 
^xj.  The  Stdtan  has  not  been  consulted  upon 
■ay  of  the  recent  actions  in  Egypt,  and  you 
B»y  take  it  for  granted  that  the  Sultan's  power 
oTsr  Egypt  has  gone  for  ever ;  '* 

aod,  whether  these  statements  accurately 
reprasent  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  do  not  know,  Sir,  why  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  postponed  asking  the  Question 
for  a  week  after  giving  Notice  of  it. 
With  regard  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Qaeetion,  what  I  had  to  say  about  the 
speeeh  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Oladstone)  I 
said  last  night,  and  I  do  not  think  I 
need  rex>eat  my  remarks.  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Court- 
ney), which,  I  believe,  is  accurately 
quoted  in  the  Question.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  see  in  the  Papers  that  have 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  what  views 
the  Government  take  as  to  the  relations 
between  Egypt  and  Turkey,  and  he  will 
be  able  to  judge  for  himself  whether 
the  statements  of  my  hon.  Friend  accu- 
rately represent  those  views. 

H EPICAL  ACTS  —  EXAMINATION  FOR 
ilEDICAL  APPOINTMENTS  IN  THE 
ABMY,  NAVY,  AND  INDIA. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  candidates 
for  medical  appointments  in  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  India  have  to  give  their 
names  and  qualifications  to  the  Board  of 
Examiners,  instead  of  being  known  to 
the  examiners  by  numbers  only,  as  in 
almost  all  other  public  examinations ; 
whether  there  is  any  member  of  the 
Board  of  Examiners  with  an  Irish  quali- 
fication, or  having  any  connection  with 
Ireland ;  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  dissatisfaction  and  discontent 
which  exists  amongst  Irish  candidates 
aa  to  the  results  of  recent  examinations, 
he  will  either  have  Ireland  represented 
on  the  Board  of  Examiners  or  else  take 
care    that  the    candidates    shall    only 
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be  known  to  the  examiners  by  num- 
bers? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  a  list  of  the  candidates  by 
name  was  furnished  to  each  Examiner, 
but  no  statement  as  to  their  qualifica- 
tions was  given.  One  of  the  Examiners 
was  an  M.D.  of  the  Dublin  University, 
and  the  other  a  Fellow  of  the  Eoyal 
College  of  Surgeons  in  Ireland.  No 
expression  of  dissatisfaction  or  discon- 
tent on  the  subject  had  reached  the  War 
Office;  but  it  was  possible  that  the  Irish 
candidates  practically  had  a  monopoly 
of  the  service,  owing  to  the  abstention 
of  the  EDgli^h  and  Scotch  schools  from 
sending  candidates.  No  doubt,  how- 
ever, some  dissatisfaction  existed  at  the 
increased    competition  which   the    im- 

E roved  prospects  of  the  Department  had 
rought  about.  He  would  consider  the 
desirability  of  having  the  candidates 
designated  by  numbers  instead  of  by 
names. 

ARABI    PASHA— CONDITIONS    OF    DE- 
TENTION AT  CEYLON. 

SiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether,  in  case  Arabi  and 
his  companions,  notwithstanding  the 
undertaking  signed  by  them,  endeavour 
to  leave  Ceylon,  the  Governor  of  that 
Colony  is  instructed  to  prevent  their 
departure  ? 

Mb.  EYELYN  ASHLEY :  Sir,  the 
Government  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  Arabi  or  his  companions  will  act 
otherwise  than  in  conformity  with  their 
solemn  written  undertaking  to  remain 
in  Ceylon,  and  no  such  instructions  as 
suggested  in  the  Question  have  been 
given  to  the  Governor ;  but  he  has 
orders,  in  the  very  unlikely  event  of 
any  intention  to  break  their  parole 
being  shown,  at  once  to  communicate 
by  telegraph  with  the  Colonial  Office. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)  —  LON- 
DONDERRY  PETTY  SESSIONS -MR. 
O'NEILL. 

Me.  macartney  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land has  been  directed  to  the  alleged 
language  of  a  Mr.  O'Neill,  one  of  the 
magistrates  sitting  at  Petty  Sessions  at 
Londonderry  on  Monday,  the  5th  of 
February,    1883,    who  is   reported   by 
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the  "Londonderry  Standard"  of  the 
following  day  to  have  said  to  a  brother 
magistrate,  Mr!  M*Victer,  '*  Man,  you 
have  no  more  conscience  than  a  mad 
dog  ;  "  and,  further,  to  have  said  *'  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  do  what  he 
ought  to  do,  or  Mr.  M'Yicker  would  not 
have  been  there  long  ago ;  "  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  are  going  to  take 
any  steps  in  the  matter  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter),  in  reply,  said, 
the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  directed  to  the  proceedings  men- 
tioned, and  he  had  caused  a  letter  to  be 
addressed  to  Mr.  O'Neill.  A  reply  had 
been  received  from  him  expressing  deep 
regret  for  the  use  of  the  language  re- 
ferred to,  and  giving  an  undertaking 
that  nothing  of  the  kind  should  ever 
occur  again.  Under  the  circumstances, 
and  bearing  in  mind  that  Mr.  O'Neill 
being  an  old  and  very  respected  magis- 
trate, the  Lord  Chancellor  had  not  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  take  any  further 
steps. 

NAVY— H.M.  YACHT   "VICTORIA    AND 

ALBERT." 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  it  be  correct  that 
Her  Majesty's  yacht,  '*  Victoria  and 
Albert,*'  is  to  be  repaired  ;  if  so,  at  what 
cost ;  and,  whether  the  officers  and  crew 
are  to  be  retained  on  full  pay  until  the 
vessel  is  ready  for  sea,  or  transferred  to 
some  other  vessel  in  Commission  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERMAN : 
Yes,  Sir;  it  is  intended  to  repair  the 
Victoria  and  Albert.  The  cost  will  be 
about  £45,000.  The  crew  will  be  re- 
tained on  full  pay,  and,  so  far  as  they 
are  not  required  for  the  personal  service 
of  Her  Majesty,  they  will  be  employed 
on  duties  connected  with  the  Steam  Re- 
serve. 

NAVY  —  NAVAL   AUXILIARIES  -  MER- 
CHANT STEAMERS. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  How  many  steamers 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine  have  been 
registered  at  the  Admiralty  as  having 
complied  with  the  regulations  necessary 
for  utilizing  them  as  auxiliaries  to  the 
Navy;  and,  what  measures  have  been 
adopted  for  supplying  them  with  gun- 
ners, guns,  torpedoes,  and  other  Naval 
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armour,    at    home   and  abroad,   wlien 
needed  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERMAN  : 
Sir,  280  steamers  have  been  entei^ed  on 
the  official  Admiralty  register  as  having^ 
complied  with  the  regulations  necesaary 
for  utilizing  them  as  auxiliaries  to  tlie 
Navy.  With  regard  to  my  hon.  Friend's 
second  Question,  I  have  to  say  th.at 
measures  have  been  adopted  for  tlie 
purpose  referred  to;  but  it  would  l>e 
hardly  right  to  state  them  in  detail. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE  (EAST  COAST) 
—HARBOUR  AT  FILEY. 

Sir  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  asked  tbe 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
oome  to  a  decision  as  to  the  construction 
of  a  harbour  of  refuge  at  Filey,  on  the 
East  Coast? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  as  this  Question  was  con- 
nected with  that  of  convict  labour,  he 
would  ask  leave  to  answer  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  probably  seen  the  Heport 
on  the  subject  of  harbours  as  connected 
with  convict  labour.  There  were  two 
harbours  recommended — one  a  work  at 
Dover,  and  another  at  Filey,  both  of 
them,  no  doubt,  useful  works  in  connec* 
tion  with  the  question ;  but  the  vioTr 
the  Government  were  disposed  to  take 
was,  that  of  those  two  the  work  at 
Dover  should  be  undertaken  first. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE— NORTH-EAST 
COAST  OF  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  BAXTEE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If,  in 
the  event  of  its  being  decided  to  con- 
struct, by  means  of  convict  labour,  a 
harbour  of  refuge  on  the  North-East 
Coast  of  Scotland,  a  full  and  particular 
inquiry  will  be  instituted  before  any 
definite  site  was  selected,  and  ample  op- 
portunity be  afifbrded  to  the  various 
Memorialists  in  favour  of  certain  locali- 
ties of  laying  their  case  before  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  think  it  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a  further  inquiry. 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES  ACT,  1876— 
SECTION  31,  SUB-SECTION  2--THE 
INDEPENDENT  MUTUAL  BRETHREN 
FRIENDLY  SOCIETY. 

Mr.  ACLAND  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
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contributions  of  members  of  Friendly 
Societies  are  recoverable  in  the  County 
Court;  and,  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  circular  issued  by  the 
Independent  Mutual  Brethren  Friendly 
Society,  threatening  members  in  default 
that,  by  section  31,  sub-section  2,  of '  the 
Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875,"  they  are 
liable  to  be  sued  in  the  County  Court 
for  the  amount  due  ? 

Mr,  COUKTNEY  :  Sir,  the  contribu- 
tions of  members  of  friendly  societies 
are  not  recoverable  in  the  County  Court, 
being  defined  by  statute  as  voluntary. 
Mj  attention  was  some  time  ago  called 
to  the  extraordinary  conduct  of  the 
Independent  Mutual  Brethren  Society  in 
attempting  to  extort  money  by  the  threat 
of  a  section  which,  in  express  terms,  is 
confined  to  a  class  of  societies  quite  dif- 
ferent from  their  own,  and  the  Trea- 
sury took  legal  advice  on  the  subject ; 
but  as  the  misleading  circular  was  sub- 
sequently altered  or  withdrawn,  it  did 
not  appear  advisable  to  take  legal 
action. 
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STATE    OF    IRELAND— EXTRA  POLICE 
AT  KILMALLOCK. 

Mr.  O'SULLIYAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  neither 
crime  nor  outrage  has  taken  place  in 
Kilmallock  during  the  last  twelve 
months ;  if  so,  why  it  is  that  a  hut  and 
several  extra  police  are  retained  there 
at  the  expense  of  the  people  of  that 
district? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  district 
has  been  very  free  from  actual  agrarian 
outrages  during  the  past  1 2  months,  only 
one  having  occurred  within  that  period. 
But  there  have  been,  and  still  continue, 
serious  "Boycotting"  and  persecution 
of  a  man  whose  life  is  believed  to  be  in 
imminent  danger,  and  to  secure  whose 
safety  the  presence  of  the  extra  police  is 
absolutely  necessary.  For  this  state  of 
things  persons  belonging  to  the  locality 
we  believed  to  be  mainly  responsible, 
and.  of  course,  must  bear  the  cost,  and 
^hile  it  lasts  the  police  cannot  be  with- 
drawn. 

^Ir.  0*8ULLIVAN.:  Is  that  in  the  Kil- 
niallock  district  ?  I  believe  it  is  another 
district. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  It  is  in  the  dis- 
wict  of  Kilmallock. 


EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE  —  NATIVE  JURISDICTION 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Sib  WILLIAM  M'ARTHUE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  principle  of  the  Procedure 
Bill,  which  confers  increased  jurisdiction 
over  Europeans  on  certain  classes  of 
native  magistrates,  has  been  supported 
by  many  eminent  authorities  uncon- 
nected with  the  present  Government  of 
India ;  and  whether,  before  the  recent 
decision  was  arrived  at,  the  subject  had 
been  under  consideration  for  many  years? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS  :  Sir,  the  extension 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Criminal  Courts 
over  European  British  subjects  outside 
the  Presidency  towns  has  been  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Gbvernment  of 
India  for  many  years.  The  necessity 
for  the  extension  has  been  recognized  by 
many  eminent  authorities  unconnected 
with  the  present  Government  of  India. 

THE  IRISH  REPRODUCTIVE  LOAN 
FUND  ACT— REPAYMENT  OF  LOANS 
AND  INSTALMENTS  OF  LOANS  — 
IRREGULARITIES  OF  BOARD  OF 
WORKS  LOCAL  AGENTS. 
Mb.  BLAKE  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  it  be  the  fact  that  loans 
and  instalments  of  loans,  under  the  Irish 
Reproductive  Loan  Fund  Act,  have  been 
paid  in  some  cases  more  than  three  years 
ago  to  either  the  sheriffs  or  the  solicitors 
employed  by  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland  to  recover  such  amounts,  and 
that  the  parties  who  have  paid  such 
sums  of  money  are  still  kept  on  the 
Arrear  Lists,  and  returned  as  defaulters, 
the  sheriffs  or  the  solicitors  so  employed 
retaining  the  money  in  their  possession ; 
and,  if  so,  if  he  will  call  on  the  Board 
of  Works  for  explanation  as  to  the  rea- 
son why  they  allow  such  remissness  and 
mis-appropriation  of  money  on  the  part 
of  persons  employed  by  them ;  and,  if 
he  will  direct  immediate  steps  to  be 
taken  to  compel  the  latter  to  hand  over 
the  money  in  their  possession,  and  have 
the  names  of  the  people  who  have  paid 
removed  from  the  Arrear  Lists  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  my  attention 
was  some  time  ago  directed  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member.  Certain 
local  agents  of  the  Board  of  Works  have 
retained  in  their  hands  for  an  undue 
period  moneys  collected  for  the  Repro- 
ductive Loan  Fund.    Efforts  have  been 
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PREVENTION  OF  CBIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1883  — MB.  TIMOTHY  HA.R. 
RINGTON. 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked  tlio 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  Mr.  Timothy  Harringtozi 
is  now  undergoing  two  months'  im- 
prisonment for  haying  used  the  follow- 
ing words  in  a  speech  delivered  on  the 
17th  December  last : — 
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made  to  put  a  stop  to  this  practice ;  but 
as  they  have  not  hitherto  been  attended 
with  that  success  which  could  be  desired, 
more  stringent  measures,  including,  if 
necessary,  legal  proceedings,  will  be 
adopted.  In  any  case,  I  will  take  steps 
to  insure  that  people  who  have  actually 
paid  should  not  be  subject  to  the  stigma 
of  being  branded  as  defaulters  merely 
because  their  money  has,  through  no 
fault  of  theirs,  not  yet  reached  its  desti- 
nation. 


CONTAGIOUS      DISEASES      (ANIMALS) 
ACTS— FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Mb.  henry  TOLLEMACHE  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  present  outbreak  of 
foot  and  mouth  disease  in  Ireland,  the 
Privy  Council  propose  to  take  any  mea- 
sures to  restrict  the  importation  of  cattle 
from  that  Country  into  Great  Britain  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  Sir;  we 
have  to-day  passed  an  Order  autho- 
rizing local  authorities  in  Great  Britain 
to  prohibit  or  regulate  the  importation  of 
animals  into  their  respective  districts 
from  the  districts  of  any  local  authority 
in  the  United  Kingdom. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART— THE  ROYAL  COM- 
MISSION ON  TECHNICAL  EDUCA- 
TION—THE REPORT. 

Mb.  lea  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  When  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Technical  Education  in  Science  and  Art, 
with  reference  to  extending  the  Con- 
tinental system  of  practical  instruction 
in  Home  Industries  to  Ireland,  will  be 
presented  to  the  House  ? 

SiB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Dur- 
ing the  present  Session,  Sir. 

THE  CENSUS  RETURNS  (ENGLAND 
AND  SCOTLAND). 

Mb.  RYLANDS  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If  he 
can  explain  the  cause  of  delay  in  the 
completion  of  the  Census  Returns  for 
England  and  Scotland,  the  voluminous 
Returns  for  Ireland  having  already  been 
printed  and  circulated  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  delay  which  had  taken  puuse 
was  largely  due  to  the  great  increase  of 
population  in  England  and  Scotland. 
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''Now  I  advise  the  tenant-farmers  of 
locality  to  come  forward  zealously  and  g^ive  a. 
fair  day*s  wages  for  a  fair  day's  work.  The 
agitation  which  has  been  carried  on  for  the  ItLst 
four  years  will  be  tamed  against  them  if  they 
do  not  come  forward  now  and  assist  the  hZ^ 
bourers  in  their  hour  of  need.  I  have  learned 
since  I  came  here,  that  a  great  many  of  the 
farmers  had  got  a  redaction  of  from  10  to  25 
per  cent.,  and  they  should  come  forward 
now  and  assist  the  labourers  in  their  hour  of 
need;" 

and,  if  these  words  did  not  constitute 
the  offence,  will  he  inform  the  House 
what  were  the  words  upon  which  the 
prisoner  was  condemned  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  words 
quoted  in  the  Question  are  some  of  those 
in  consequence  of  which  the  prosecution 
in  this  case  was  instituted  by  the  Gk>- 
vemment.  Th»  suggestion  of  directing 
against  a  class  an  agitation  of  the  nature 
of  that  which  had  been  carried  on  for 
the  last  few  years  in  Ireland  is  as  clear 
and  dangerous  a  case  of  intimidation  as 
could  well  occur.  I  may  add  that  an 
appeal  was  lodged  against  the  decision 
of  the  magistrates,  and  that  the  case 
was  completely  re-heard  before  a  County 
Court  Judge — who,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  is  not  dependent  on  the  Govern- 
ment, being  removable  only  by  an  Ad- 
dress from  Doth  Houses  of  Parliament-— 
and  the  decision  of  the  magistrates  was 
affirmed. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  May  I  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  as  this  is  a  case  of  in- 
timidation against  the  people  of  West- 
meath,  whether  the  Mr.  Harrington  re- 
ferred to  in  this  Question  is  the  same 
Mr.  Harrington  who  is  the  only  and 
accepted  candidate  for  the  representation 
of  the  county  of  Westmeath,  which  he 
is  pretended  to  have  intimidated  ? 

Mb.  TREYELYAN  :  So  far  as  we 
know,  he  is  the  same  person  ;  but  I  do 
not  consider  that  the  intimidation  is  less 
formidable  when  it  is  directed  against 
the  large  farmers. 
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Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  there  are 
any  other  words  for  which  this  gentle- 
man has  been  oondemned,  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  repeat  them  ? 

Mb.  TREYELYAN  :  I  hare  the  words 
by  me,  and  I  can  give  the  whole  pas- 
sage   if     the    hon.    Member    desires. 
The  Goyemment,  in  directing  the  pro- 
secution, has  to  look  in  many  cases  to 
the  general  character  of  the  speech,  the 
presumed  object  for  which  it  was  spoken, 
the  place  where  it  was  spoken,  and  its 
probable  efieot;  but  the  actual  words 
on  which  the  Crown  relied  to  prove  the 
act  of  intimidation  may,  standing  by 
themaelTea,  appear  to  be  comparatively 
—I  only  aaj  comparatively — feeble. 

Mr.  JACOB  BEIOHT :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  the  other  words 
relied  on  ? 

Mb.  TREYELYAN :  The  passage 
which  attracted  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  this — 

**  He  (Mr.  Hamngfton)  had  been  informed, 
when  inqniiinffto-diay  as  to  the  condition  of 
the  timers  of  w'estmeath,  that  many  of  them 
irere  apathetic  towards  this  National  moyement, 
and  the  reason  given  was  that  in  Westmeath 
they  held  good  farms,  and  were  tolerably  oom- 
foitable.      He  wiahed  those  large  and  com- 
fortable and  a^thetio  farmers  to  understand 
that  they  were  in  this  condition  owing  to  the 
eSbxts  made  for  them  by  their  brethren ;  and 
comfortable  farmers  in  Ireland  generally  must 
be  told  tibat  if  they  did  not  throw  themselves 
into  this  movement,  they  would  have  the  whole 
.force  of  the  laboorers*  agitation  directed  against 
them." 

Now,  Mr.  Harrington  is  an  extremely 
prominent  and  formidable  person,  and 
th^  Government  at  that  moment  were 
satisfied  from  the  general  state  of  the 
country — as  I  shall  prove  this  evening — 
that  if  it  was  necessary  to  make  an  ex- 
ample, it  was  necessary  to  make  one  of 
some  formidable  man. 

Ma.  PABN£LL:  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  has  heard, 
since  he  has  held  the  Office  of  Chief  Se- 
cretary, of  any  single  crime  being  com- 
mitted in  Ireland  that  was  due  to  the 
labourers'  agitation  ? 

Mb.  O'DONNBLL:  Why  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary omitted  from  his  quotation  from 
the  speech  of  Mr.  Harrington  the  fol- 
lowing sentences : — 

*'  I  have  learnt  since  I  oame  to  town  to*day, 
that  redoctiona  ranging  from  10  to  26  per  cent 
Ittvebeeii  made  to  those  farmers.  If  that  is 
the  truth,  I  caU  on  them  to  exercise  the  com- 


monest sentiments  of  gratitude,  and  to  ^ve  to 
the  men  who  have  worked  in  the  agitation  for 
them  a  fair  share  in  the  results.*' 

Is  that  a  part  of  the  case  for  the 
Grown? 

[No  answer  was  given  to  this  Ques- 
tion.] 

PABLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  —  PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS 
ACT  (1866);AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  SCHHEIBEH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  con- 
sidering the  great  importance  of  the 
Affirmation  BiU,  he  will  arrange  that  its 
Second  Beading  he  not  taken  until  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  ahle  to 
attend  in  his  place  in  Parliament  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  will,  I  hope,  he 
in  his  place  in  the  House  in  the  course 
of  next  week,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
there  is  any  probability  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Affirmation  Bill  being 
taken  before  then. 


THE  MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  THE 
QUEENS  COUNTY. 

Mr.  MAEUM  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
When  an  appointment  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Lord  Lieutenant  and  Custos  Ho- 
tulorum  of  and  for  the  Queen's  Oounty 
will  be  made ;  and,  whether,  in  the  se- 
lection thereof,  regard  will  be  had  to 
the  circumstance  that,  at  present,  there 
are  but  nine  Boman  Catholic  magis- 
trates out  of  seventy*nine  on  the  roU  of 
justices  in  a  county  where  eighty-six 
per  cent,  of  the  population  are  of  that 
persuasion  ? 

Mb.  TREYELYAN :  In  reply,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has 
already  appointed  Lord  De  Yesci  to  the 
offices  named. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS 
(IRELAND). 

Mb.  BLAKE  asked  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  How  much 
of  the  £13,000  proposed  to  be  put  in 
the  present  year's  Estimates  for  Fishery 
Harbours  on  the  Irish  Ooast  is  intended 
for  new  works ;  how  much  for  the  com- 
pletion of  harbours  in  progress ;  and  if 
any  portion  will  be  devoted  to  make  good 
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any  sum  over  expended  on  piers  or  har- 
bours in  progress  or  lately  completed ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  works ;  and,  if  any 
portion,  and,  if  so,  how  much,  of  this 
£13,000  is  included  in  the  £45,000 
voted  by  Parliament  under  '*  The  Relief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Amendment  Act, 
1881?" 

Mr.  COUETNEY:  Sir,  a  sum  of 
£3,250  will  be  available  for  absolutely 
new  works;  the  remainder  of  the  £13,000 
being  devoted  to  works  in  various  stages 
of  progress.  No  part  of  the  £13,000  is 
included  in  the  sum  of  £45,000  sanc- 
tioned in  1880 ;  but  a  small  sum  (£750) 
out  of  it  will  be  spent  in  additions  to  two 
piers  built  out  of  that  g^'ant,  and  forms 
part  of  the  provision  for  works  in  pro- 
gress. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Will  any  por- 
tion of  the  sum  named  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  be  devoted  to  the  works  at 
Arklow  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY :  Oh,  yes. 

THE  MINISTRY— EXTRA  PARLIAMEN- 
TARY SPEECHES-SPEECH  OF  MR 
HERBERT  GLADSTONE  AT  LEEDS. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD  -  BAETLETT  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  institute  a  prosecution 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone) —[*'  Oh ! "]— for  the 
following  act  of  intimidation  ?•  [  Cries  of 
"  Order  !'n 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Eye  appears  to  be  trifling  with  the 
House. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD  -  BAETLETT  :  I 
have  no  wish  to  do  that,  Sir.  I  will 
put  the  Question  in  another  form.  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
in  which  he  stated  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords were  chiefly  responsible  for  the 
present  condition  of  the  country ;  and 
that  if  they  would  even  now  join  the 
national  movement — the  national  move- 
ment is  the  point  to  which  I  wish  espe- 
cially to  call  attention — the  Irish  ques- 
tion would  be  settled  in  a  year  ? 

Mr.  TREYELYAN  :  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  spoke  in  England, 
where  anybody  is  at  liberty  to  make  any 
^peech  he  likes,  provided  he  does  not 
break  the  public  peace. 

Mr,  Blah 


ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 
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ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
AIAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS   SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.]  [seventh  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [20th  February] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [15th  Feb- 
ruary.]— [See  page  98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

In  paragraph  10,  line  4,  to  leaye  out  from 
the  word  **  upheld,"  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  and  we  venture  to 
express  our  earnest  hope  that  the  chan^  of 
policy  which  has  produced  these  results  will  be 
maintained,  and  that  bo  further  attempts  will  be 
made  to  purdbase  the  support  of  persons  disaf- 
fected to  Her  Majesty's  Kule,  hy  concessions  to 
lawless  agitation;  and  that  the  existence  of 
dangerous  secret  societies  in  Duhlin  and  other 
parto  of  the  Country  will  continue  to  he  met  by 
unremitting  energy  and  Tigilanoe  on  the  pcut 
of  the  Executive,  —  [Mr,  Oont,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  reeutned, 

Mb.  PAENELL:  Sir,  I  wish  to  inter- 
vene  for  a  very  short  while,  and  to  a 
very  limited  extent,  in  this  debate.     In 
doing  so,  I  can  assure  the  House — and 
I  may  venture  to  make  the  assurance 
with  the  greatest  possible  respect,  al-* 
though  some  people  may  think  it  not  a 
very  respectful  assurance  to  make,  but 
still  I  make  it  with  the  greatest  possible 
respect — I  can  assure  the  House  that*it 
is  not  from  any  belief  that  anything  I 
can  say,  or  wish  to  say  at  this  time,  will 
have  the  slightest  effect  on  the  public 
opinion  of  the  House,  or  upon  the  public 
opinion  of  this  country.    I  have  been 
accustomed,  during  my  political  life,  to 
rely  upon  the  public  opinion  of  those 
whom  I  have  desired  to  help,  and  with 
whose  aid  I  have  worked  for  the  cause 
of  prosperity  and  freedom  in  Ireland ; 
and  the  utmost  that  I  desire  to  do,  in 
the  very  few  words  which  I  shall  address 
to  this  House,  is  to  make  my  position 
clear,  to  the  Irish  people  at  home  and 
abroad,  from  the  unjust  aspersions  which 
have  been  cast  upon  me  by  a  man  who 
ought  to  be  ashamed  to  have  devoted 
—  ["Oh,   oh!"]— who  ought    to    be 
ashamed,  I  say,  to  have  devoted  his  high 
ability  to  the  task  of  traducing  me.   I  do 
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not  intend  to  reply  to  the  questions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "] 
I  consider  that  he  has  no  right  to  ques- 
tion me,  standing,  as  he  does,  in  a  posi- 
tion very  little  better  than  that  of  an  in- 
former with  regard  to  the  secrets  of  the 
men  with  whom  he  was  associated ;  and 
he  has  not  even  the  prete&t  of  that  re- 
markable  informer  whose  proceedings 
we  have   lately  heard  of — he  has  not 
eren  the  pretext  of  that  miserable  man, 
that  he  was  attempting  to  save  his  own 
life.     No,    Sir;  some  other  motives,  of 
less  importance,  seem  to  haye  weighed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  ex- 
traordinary course  which  he  has  adopted 
on  the  present  occasion,  of  going  out  of 
his  way  to  collect  together  a  series  of 
extracts,  perhaps  nine  or  ten  in  number, 
out  of  a   number  of    speeches — many 
hundreds  and,  perhaps,  thousands — de- 
livered during  the  land  movement  by 
other  people,  and  not  by  me,  upon  which 
to  found   an  accusation  against  me  for 
what  has  been  said  and  done  by  others. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  nad  even 
been  accurate  in  his  statements  of  fact 
there  might  have  been  some  excuse  for 
it ;  but,  unfortunately,  upon  this  occasion 
also,  he  has  displayed  the  same  remark- 
able ignorance  as  to  matters  of  fact  in 
connection  with  Irish  affairs  as  he  dis- 
played during  his  tenure  of  Office  as 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.     He  has 
charged  me  with  the  responsibility  for 
writings  in  7^  Iruh  World,    Sir,  I  sup- 

Sose,  if  there  is  one  newspaper  that  I 
iffer  with  more  than  another,  that  I 
have  had  to  do  with  and  have  read  less 
of,  that  I  have  studied  less,  it  is  The 
Irish   World.     The  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man appears  to   have  been    studying 
Th$  Iriih  Wfld  very  closely  during  the 
progress  of  this  land  movement ;   and 
if  he  considered  that  the  articles   in 
that  newspaper  incited,  or  were  likely 
to  produce  crime  in  Ireland,  why  did 
he  not  exercise  the  powers,  the  Common 
Law    powers,   which   he    subsequently 
exercised,  and  refuse  to  allow  that  news- 
paper to  circulate  in  Ireland  ?    What  is 
the  difference  between  the  responsibility 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  read 
these  articles,  and  who,  from  that  peru- 
sal, derived  what  their  tenour  and  re- 
sult would  be,  and  who  refused  to  take 
the  responsibility  of  preventing  their 
circulation  amongst  the  peasantry,  and 
the  responsibility  of  myself,  who  never 
wad  the  articles  which  are  now  brought 


up  as  an  accusation  against  me,   be- 
cause,  indeed,    Mr.   Patrick    Ford,    is 
his  office  in  Brooklyn  or  in  New  York, 
chooses  to  direct  his  newspaper  for  the 
purpose  of  destroying,  or  attempting  to 
des&oy,  the  movement  which  we  have 
been  so  carefully  building  up  in  Ire- 
land?    Mr.  Patrick  Ford's  aims,  and 
objects,  and  programme  are  not  my  aims, 
and  objects,  and  programme,  although 
they  may  be  much  nearer  the  aims  and 
objects  which  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  appeared  desirous  to  bring 
about.     I  have  had  very  little  time  to 
look  into  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  to  arrange  the  different 
accusations  which  he  has  made  against 
me  in  order ;  but  I  think  another  of  his 
g^at  points  was  that  which  he  made, 
not  against  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  the  editor 
of   United  Ireland,  but  against  me,  for 
some  paragraphs    which    appeared  in 
that  journal.  He  asked  me — "  Does  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ap- 
prove of  the  articles  in  United  Ireland?  " 
and  I  nodded  my  head.    I  suppose  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  the 
articles  that  appeared  in  United  Ireland 
either  before,  or  since  mv  imprisonment ; 
but  what  was  my  surprise  to  find,  after 
he  had  gone  further,  that  he  was  allud- 
ing to  some  paragraphs  in  that  news- 
paper at  the  time  when  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  MaUow,  the  responsible 
editor — and,  recollect,  the  editor  respon- 
sible in  the  eyes  of  the  law — when  he 
and  myself,  together  with  the  majority 
of  the  staff,  were  in  prison ;  when  we 
were  denied  the  privilege  of  seeing  a 
single  copy  of  that  newspaper ;  When  it 
was  utterly  impossible,  so  close  was  the 
watch  kept  by  the  gaolers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  fulfilled  their  trust 
well  and  faithfully,  as  I  know — so  close 
was  the  watch  of  the  gaolers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  perfectly 
impossible  to  obtain  a  single  copy  of 
that  newspaper ;  and  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  scruple  to  take  ad- 
vantage—  and,  recollect,  this  is  what 
makes  such  conduct  guilty ;  it  is  the  con- 
duct which  has  marked  his  career  ever 
since  he    became  Chief   Secretary — to 
take  advantage  of  the  ignorance  of  the 
Members  of  this  House  on  Irish  ques- 
tions, to  take  advantage  of  the  prejudices 
which  prevail  in  this  country  in  refer- 
ence to  Ireland — and,  of  course,  there 
are  reasons  for  these    prejudices,  for 
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there  always  must  be  prejudices  and 
ignorance  when  one  nation  attempts 
the  impossible  task  of  governing  an- 
other— to  take  advantage  of  the  trials 
in  Dublin,  where  20  men  will  have  to 
face  a  tribunal  constituted  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  which  is  to  say  whether 
they  are  to  live  or  not — to  take  ad- 
vantage of  all  those  unprecedented  and 
extraordinary  circumstances  which  sur- 
round us  at  the  present  time  in  order  to 
attack  us — the  right  hbn.  Gentleman 
selects,  in  this  way,  writings,  and  pas- 
sages, and  incidents  such  as  these  for 
the  purpose  of  founding  an  accusation 
against  me,  and  making  me  responsible 
for  the  words  of  others.  And,  further- 
more, he  is  not  only  guilty  of  sins  of 
commission,  he  is  guilty  of  suppression 
of  the  truth  also.  Not  only  is  the  tu^- 
gettiofahi,  but  the  iuppreisio  veri  is  ap- 
plicable to  his  speech.  The  heading  of 
these  paragraphs  was,  I  believe,  **  Inci- 
dents of  the  Campaign  ; "  but  the  very 
moment  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mallow  was  released  from  prison, 
and  resumed  control  of  his  paper,  that 
very  moment  the  heading  disappeared. 
It  is,  I  say,  infamous  and  shocking  that 
we  should  have  such  accusations  made 
against  us  in  this  House  for  acts  and 
things  over  which  we -could  not  by  any 
possibility  have  the  slightest  control,  or 
knowledge  of.  Now,  I  do  not  propose 
to  accept  the  rather  indecent  invitation 
which  has  been  held  out  to  me  to  dis- 
cuss, at  the  present  time,  the  recent 
proceedings  in  Dublin.  I  have  been 
asked  to  give  an  explanation  with  re- 
gard to  matters  which  have  been  put  in 
evidence  at  the  preliminary  investigation 
now  taking  place  at  Kilmainham.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, who  is  a  lawyer  of  great  eminence 
and  ability,  rebuked  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  for 
asking  him  to  go  into  these  matters,  and 
expressly  declined  to  go  into  them.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, shortly  afterwards,  loudly  ap- 
plauded the  subsequent  speech  of  an 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  in  which  he  invited  me  to  go  into 
these  matters,  and  not  only  loudly  ap- 

? lauded,  but  rolled  on  his  seat  in  ecstacy. 
do  not  wish — for  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther I  ought  even  to  do  so — to  refer  to 
the  evidence  which  is  now  being  given 

Mr.  FftrncU 


before  the  Courts  at  Dublin ;   but,    as 
that  evidence  has  been,  by  the  X>ublin 
correspondence  of  the  London,  papers, 
garbled  in  the  most  extraordinary  way. 
I  will  just  refer  to  it  so  far  as  to  state 
what  the  evidence  actually  was — I  mean 
the  evidence  which  is  supposed  to  throw 
suspicion  on  some  members  of  the  Liand 
League  —  as  having   connected     them 
with  these  terrible  assassinations  in  the 
Phoenix  Park.      Now,   Sir,    the  state- 
ments that  were  made  in  that  direction 
were    made    by  the    approver    Carey. 
There  is  no  need  to  comment  upon  that 
fact,  beyond  saying  that  they  were  state- 
ments not  of  fact,  but  of  belief,  of  the 
belief  of  others.-     They  are  three   in 
number.     Firstly,  Carey  swore  that  he 
had  met  a  person  in  the  garl>   of   a 
priest,  that  he  was  introduced  to  him 
as  Father  Murphy,  and  that  this  man 
informed  him  (Carey)  that  he  was  going 
down  into  the  country  to  form  a  branch 
of  the ''  Invincible  "  organization.  Carey 
then  said  that  he  was  afterwards    in- 
formed— but  he  did  not  say  by  whoni — 
that  this  Father  Murphy  was  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan of  Tubbercurry.     Secondly,  Carey 
swore  that  some  amongst  his  comrades 
believed  the  money  came  from  America, 
but  others  believed  it  came  from  the 
Land  League.     This,  again,  the  House 
would  bear  in  mind,  was  only  a  state- 
ment of   belief,    and  the  House    will 
acquit  me  of  any  desire  to  comment  on 
this  evidence.   I  simply  quote  it  to  show 
what  the  evidence  really  was,  and  I  am 
perfectly  satisfied  to  idlow  the  House 
to  draw  its  own  conclusions.     Thirdly, 
Carey  swore  that  a  woman,  whom  he 
was  informed  was  Mrs.  Frank  Byrne, 
wife  of  the  Secretary  to  the  English 
Land  Confederation,  had  brought  him 
weapons.   That,  too,  is  hearsay  evidence. 
I  wish  to  point  out  again  that  all  these 
statements  of  parey's  would  not  have 
been  admissable  in  an  ordinary  case, 
and    would   not  have    been    admitted 
here  were  it  not  that  this  was  a  case 
of  conspiracy,  and  were  it  not  that  he 
had  sworn  that  he  heard  these  state- 
ments   made    by    some    amonest    the 
prisoners  who  were  charged  with  being 
participators  in  the  conspiracy.    That 
evidence,  I  say  again,  was  only  hear- 
say evidence;  and,   so  far  as  we  have     I 
gone,   the  third  statement  -^  that  the     i 
woman  who  brought  the  weapons  was 
Mrs.  Frank  Byrne — has  been  abundantly     I 
disproved,  for  when  Mrs.  Byrne  was 
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Broaght  over  to  Dublin  for  identifioation, 
Carey  failed  to  identify  her,  and  she  was 
discliarged  by  the  Detectiye  Department 
-witli  abundant  and  profuse  apologies. 
The   second  of  the  other  statements — 
namely,  with  regard  to  the  source  from 
-vrhich  the  money  came,  seems  to  rest — 
tliat  is  to  say,  so  far  as  their  opinions 
^o — on  what  was  said  by  some  of  his 
comrades,  and  which    I    am   perfectly 
grilling  to  admit,  and  which  I  believe 
to  be  true — that  some  of  these  men  got 
cheques  for  the  support  of  their  families 
from  the   Sustentation  Fund  while  in 
prison.     Those  cheques,  it  is  right  to  tell 
the  House,  were  sent  to  hundreds  upon 
hundreds  of  the  families  of  prisoners 
throughout  the  country.     It  was  the 
ordinary  custom  of  the  managers  of  the 
Sustentation  Fund  to  give  money  to  the 
families  of  all  prisoners ;  and  very  often 
it  was  given  to  the  prisoners  themselves, 
as  in  the  present  case ;  and  it  was  g^ven 
because  tne  families  of  the  prisoners 
were  very  often  deprived  of  the  ordinary 
means  of  support  by  the  imprisonment 
of  the  bread-winner ;  and  I  believe  evi- 
dence will  be  produced  to  show  that 
Edward  McCaffrey,  one  of  the  prisoners, 
actually  sent  back  bis  cheque  to  the 
Ladies'  Land  League,  and  told  them 
that  he  did  not  belong  to  the  Land 
League,   that  he  did   not    sympathize 
with  their   objects,    and  that  he   was 
not  entitled  to  support  out  of  the  Sus- 
tentation Fund.    And  yet  the  fact  that 
the  Ladies'  Land  League  sent  this  man 
a  cheque,  in  common  with  hundreds 
and   hundreds    of   other    ''  suspects " 
throughout  Ireland,  has  been  put  for- 
ward as  implicating  us  in  a  g^ave  sus- 
picion of  having  found  money  for  the 
purpose  of  committing  the  Fhconiz  Park 
murders.    Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Sheridan.     A  statement  has  been  made, 
and  very  extensively  circulated  in  the 
English  newspapers,  that  I  offered  the 
services  of  Mr.  Sheridan  to  the  English 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  putting 
down  outrages  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
and  considered  him  a  fit  person  for  the 
work,  because  he  knew  all  the  details  of 
these  outrages.    This  statement  is  based 
upon  a  celebrated  Cabinet  Memorandum, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  states 
he  furnished  to  his  Colleagues,  and  which 
thej  were  in  full  possession  of  at  the 
time  when  they  decided  upon  our  release. 
Bat  it  is  right  to  point  out,  for  the  in- 
ibrmation  of  the  English  public,  that  the 


right  hon.  Oentleman  is  directly  con- 
tradicted with  regard  to  that  Cabinet 
Memorandum,  and  the  statements  upon 
which  it  is  based  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea).  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Clare  wrote 
as  follows  to  all  the  London  newspspers 
on  the  18th  of  May — that  was,  I  think, 
the  day  following  the  publication  of  the 
Cabinet  secret  by  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford — 

"  The  following  are  the  facts.  I  myself  know 
nothing  about  the  organization  of  the  Land 
League ;  but  I  told  Mr.  Forster  that  1  had  been 
informed  by  Mr.  Pamell  the  day  before  that  if 
the  Arrears  Question  were  settled,  that  organi* 
zation  would  explain  the  boon  to  the  ;people, 
and  tell  them  that  they  ought  to  assist  the 
operation  of  the  remedial  measure  in  the  tran- 
quillizing of  the  country.  I  added  that  Mr. 
Pamell  had  expressed  his  belief  that  Messrs. 
Davitt,  Egan,  Sheridan,  and  Boyton  would  use 
all  their  exertions,  if  placed  in  a  position  to  do 
so,  to  advance  the  pacification  of  the  country, 
and  that  Mr.  Sheridan's  influence  was  of  special 
importance  in  the  West,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
he  had  been  the  chief  Land  League  organizer 
in  Connaught,  while  Mr.  Boyton  had  held  a 
similar  appointment  in  Leinster.  Upon  these 
points,"  the  hon.  Member  concluded,  *'  I  heard 
no  more,  I  knew  no  more,  and  I  said  no  more." 

So  that  the  House  will  see  it  comes  at 
at  once  to  this — that  a  question  of  g^ye 
dispute  with  regard  to  a  matter  of  fact 
has  arisen  between  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Clare.  Now,  Sir, 
it  is  a  very  remarkable  thing  that  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman  should  not  have 
mentioned  those  other  names  in  his 
Cabinet  Memorandum. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  They  were 
not  mentioned  to  me. 

Mr.  O'SHEA :  They  were  mentioned. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  Mr.  Davitt  was  re- 
leased immediately  afterwards,  owing  to 
the  representations  which  were  made  by 
me  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Clare.  Why 
was  Mr.  Davitt's  name  not  included  in 
this  Cabinet  Memorandum  ?  Why  was 
Mr.  Boyton's  name  not  included  in  this 
Cabinet  Memorandum  ;  who  had  left 
Ireland  immediately  after  his  release, 
and  who,  it  was  known  could  not  return 
to  Ireland  without  being  arrested  ?  Why 
was  Mr.  Egan's  name  not  included  in 
the  Cabinet  Memoranda  ?  Why  was  it 
that  only  Mr.  Sheridan's  name  was 
selected,  for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to 
make  out  that  I  was  privy  to — [•*  Hear, 
hear !"] — that  I  was  privy  to,  and  knew 
of  some  supposed  connection  of  Mr. 
Sheridan's  with  outrage  or  attempted 
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outrage  ?  Sir,  I  leave  these  questions 
to  be  answered  by  hon.  Members  who 
may  have  a  better  knowledge  with  re- 
gard to  what  actually  passed  than  I 
nave.  I  hope,  however,  their  signifi- 
cance will  be  considered  and  pondered 
on  by  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  asked  me  to  defend  myself. 
Sir,  I  have  nothing  to  defend  myself 
from.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
confessed  that  he  attempted  to  obtain  a 
declaration  or  public  promise  from  me, 
which  would  have  had  the  effect,  if  given, 
of  discrediting  me  with  the  Irish  people. 
He  has  admitted  that  he  failed  m  that 
attempt,  and  failing  in  that  attempt  he 
lost  his  own  position.  He  boasted  last 
night  that  he  had  deposed  me  from 
some  imaginary  position  which  he  was 
pleased  to  assign  to  me  ;  but,  at  least,  I 
have  this  consolation — that  I  am  in 
pretty  good  company,  for  he  has  also 
deposed  himself.  We  both  fell  into  the 
ditch,  and  I  do  not  think  that  in  the 
process  of  pulling  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  myself  out  of  the  ditch  I 
have  suffered  quite  bo  much  in  the 
opinion  of  my  countrymen  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  suffered  in  the  opi- 
nion of  his  countrymen.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  deposed  me  ^m 
my  position  as  a  prominent  Irish  politi- 
cian, I  admit  that  he  has  been  very  suc- 
cessful in  that.  I  have  taken  very  little 
part  in  Irish  politics  since  my  release 
from  Kilmainham.  I  expressed  my  rea- 
son for  that  upon  the  passing  of  the 
Grimes  Act.  I  said  that,  in  my  judg- 
ment, the  Crimes  Act  would  result  m 
such  a  state  of  affairs  that,  between  the 
Government  and  the  secret  societies,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  Constitutional 
agitation  to  exist  in  Ireland.  I  believe 
so  still.  And  what  is  the  item  of  news 
which  was  published  in  the  journals  of 
yesterday  cabled  from  America  ?  That 
Mr.  Patrick  Ford,  of  The  Irish  World, 
who  used  to  collect  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  sending  it  to  us,  is  now  collecting 
it  for  a  very  different  purpose.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  may  proudly  claim 
it  as  a  part  of  his  work.  I  regret  that 
it  should  be  so.  I  look  with  the  utmost 
apprehension  to  the  future  relations  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland.  I  see  that 
it  is  impossible  to  stem  the  torrent  of 
prejudice  which  has  arisen  during  the 
last  few  days.  I  regret  that  the  officials 
charged  with  the  administration  of  this 
Act  are  unfitted  for  their  post.     I  am 
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sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre* 
sent  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant must  admit  that  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent ;  and,  looking  round  upon  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  he  must  say 
to  himself — '*  Why  am  I  here  while  ho 
is  there  ?    Why  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford,  who 
had  acquired  experience  in  the  Admi- 
nistration of  Ireland,  who^  according  to 
his  account,  knew  everything,  although 
he  was  invariably  wrong — why  was  ho 
deposed  from  his  position  and  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  —  a 
'prentice,  although  a  very  wilHug  hand 
— placed  in  his  stead?    I  think   that 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  must   say   to    himself,    in    the 
words  of  Scripture — *'  I  am  not  worthy 
to  unloose  his  shoe  latchet."    It  would 
have  been  far  better,  if  you  were  going 
to  pass  an  Act  of  this  kind,  and  to  ad- 
minister it  as  you  are  going  to  administer 
it,  and  as  you  have  admiui stored  it — up 
to  the  hilt — to  have  had  it  administered 
by  the  seasoned  politician  who  is  now  in 
disgrace.  Call  him  back  to  his  post.  Send 
him  to  help  Lord  Spencer  in  the  con- 
genial work  of  the  gallows  in  Ireland. 
Send  him  to  look  after  the  secret  inqui- 
sitions of  Dublin  Castle.     Send  him  to 
levy    the    payment    of    blood    money. 
Send    him  to    raise  'the    taxes  which 
an  unfortunate  and  starving  peasantry 
have  to  pay  for  crimes  not  committed  by 
them.  All  that  would  be  congenial  work 
for  him.    We  invite  you  to  fill  up  your 
ranks,  and  send  your  ablest  and  best 
men  to  push  forward  the  task  of  mis- 
governing and  oppressing  Ireland.    For 
my  part,  I  am  confident  as  to  the  future 
of  Ireland.     Although  her  horizon  may 
appear  at  this  moment  cloudy,  I  believe 
that  our  people  will  survive  the  present 
oppression,  as  they  have  survived  many 
and  worse  ones.   And  although  our  pro- 
gress may  be  slow,  it  will  be  sure ;  and 
the  time  will  come  when  this  House  and 
the  people  of  this  country  will  admit 
once  again  that  they  have  been  mis- 
taken— that  they  have  been  deceived  by 
those  who  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  de- 
ceiving them — that  they  have  been  led 
astray  as  to  the  right  method  of  govern- 
ing a  noble,  a  generous,  a  brave,  and 
impulsive  people ;  and  that  they  will  re- 
ject their  present  Leaders,  who  are  con- 
ducting them  into  the  terrible   course 
which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  the  Govern- 
ment appears  to  be  determined  to  enter 
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— that  they  vnH  reject  those  guides  and 
Leaders  with  just  as  much  determination 
as  they  rejected  the  services  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  :  Sir,  iu  his  speech  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  said,  that 
no  other  name  was  mentioned  in  my 
conversation  with  him  on  Sunday,  the 
Ist  of  May»  except  that  of  Mr.  Sheridan. 
On  the  1 6th  of  May — I  am  reading  from 
Satuard — what  I  said  in  this  House  is 
reported  thus — 

"  Mr.  O'SuEA  wished  to  say,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Oibaon),  that  he  did  mention  Davitt  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land on  the  Sunday  in  question,  and  the  fact 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  entered 
the  name  in  his  memorandum  waa  only  another 
proof  of  his  inaccuracy." — (3  Saruard,  [269] 
SSO.) 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  rose  and 
said — *'  I  did  not  give  a  note  of  the 
whole  oonrersation."  Mark  the  contra- 
diction. I  would  also  ask,  why  did  he 
not  keep  a  note  of  the  whole  conver- 
sation ?  Did  he  wish  to  hoodwink  his 
Colleagues  ? 

Mk.   TKEVELYAN:    Sir,   I  deeply 
regret  the  side  channel  into  which  this 
debate  has  turned.    It  is  about  as  de- 
plorable a  course  as  it  could  have  taken 
iu  the  interests  of  Ireland.     I  hold  to 
the  full  that  no  allusion,  direct  or  in- 
direct, should  haye  been  made,  and  no 
argument  based  upon  what  should  be 
done  with  the  evidence  in  Dublin — that 
no  illustration  should  be  drawn  from  it, 
no  argument  should  be  based  upon  it, 
and  I  shall  have  plenty  myself  to  say 
without  it.     I  will  go  further — though 
I  daresay  I  shall  not  carry  the  whole 
House  with  me — and  say  I  think  it  a 
pity  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
should  have  given  the  appearance  of 
taking  these  Dublin  revelations  as  the 
opportunity  of  a  general  attack  with 
fogard  to  the  relation  to  agrarian  crime 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity 
0!  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  stood— an  attack 
which  certainly  was  very  powerfully  con- 
ducted.   But  since  he  did  take  that  op- 
portunity— since  he  made  use  of  it  in  a 
manner  that  will  not  be  forgotten  in  the 
snnals  of  Parliament — I  believe  I  am 
expressing  the  feelings  of  the  House 
^Ueu  I  say  that  the  Hon.  Member  for 


the  Oity  of  Cork  would  have  done  very 
well  to  make  his  position  clearer  than  it 
is  at  present.  I  must  say  that,  since  I 
have  been  in  Ireland,  the  fact  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  acted  with  men  who 
made  speeches  which  showed  sympathy 
with  outrage,  and,  to  say  the  least,  a 
very  deplorable  levity  with  regard  to 
murder,  and  with  men  who  actually  and 
openly  recommended  violent  rebellion,  is 
a  consideration  which  is  ever  present  to 
the  minds  of  the  Bulers  who  are  trying 
to  do  their  duty  by  Ireland.  I  would 
have  given  much  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  satisfied  our  minds  with  a  reason- 
able explanation — an  explanation  to 
which  I  myself  should  have  listened  in 
a  spirit  of  indulgence,  for  I  want  to  be 
fair,  which  is  sometimes  wanting  to  the 
remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  Even 
if  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  tried  to  give 
such  explanation  I  should  have  regarded 
this  effort  with  satisfaction,  because,  at 
any  rate,  it  would  have  shown  that,  if 
future  contingencies  brought  about  the 
same  temptation  to  consort  with  the 
same  men,  that  temptation  might  pro- 
bably be  resisted.  But  he  has  chosen 
another  course,  and  it  is  for  himself  to 
judge  what  the  effect  wiU  be.  And  he 
has  done  more  than  that.  In  a  passage 
of  remarkable  bitterness,  he  has  dned  up 
those  hopes  of  conciliation  which,  with 
evidence  or  against  evidence,  are  always 
present  to  those  who  are  endeavouring 
to  carry  on  the  Administration  of  Ire- 
land. That  passage  was  very  short, 
very  powerful,  very  bitter.  In  the  re- 
port in  the  newspapers  it  will  be  packed, 
I  dare  say,  into  some  five  or  six  lines  ; 
but  connected  with  other  speeches  which 
have  been  made  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  and  connected  with  this  Amend- 
ment, which  may  be  withdrawn  and 
may  not,  but  which  has  stood  on  the 
Notice  Paper  long  enough  to  blast  the 
fame  of  Lord  Spencer  and  myself,  and 
those  who  act  with  us — if  only  it  is  true 
and  well  founded — I  shall  find  it  neces- 
sary to  make  some  remarks  in  the  course 
of  my  speech,  when  I  have  addressed 
myself  for  a  few  minutes  to  the  position 
in  which  the  Irish  Government  stands 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  actually 
before  the  House.  And  on  this  point  I 
cannot  help  hoping  that  I  may  really 
produce  some  slight  impression  on  hon. 
Members.  I  assure  you,  Sir,  that  when 
the  noble  Lord  who  sits  in  a  prominent 
place  below  the  Gangway  opposite  (Lord 
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Sandolph  Ohurchill)  rose  to  give  Notice 
of  that  Amendment,  I  ooufd  see  that 
there  was  in  the  minds  of  a  good  many 
Members  a  sense  of  some  surprise ;  but 
that  surprise  was  tempered  by  the  idea 
that  they  were  going  to  have  a  good  deal 
of  amusement,  because  it  was  thought 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  gave  Notice  of  the 
Amendment  he  was  pretty  sure  to  speak 
to  it,  though  it  did  not  stand  in  his 
name,  and  if  he  spoke  to  it  the  House 
would  be  glad  to  hear  him.  But  to  the 
Irish  Government — and  this  I  know  is 
the  case  with  everyone  that  can  be  said 
to  belong  to  the  Irish  Government — that 
Amendment  has  been  a  most  unwelcome 
surprise ;  for,  during  the  past  Recess,  the 
Irish  Government  has  been  engaged  in 
a  task  that  was  not  amusing  at  all,  but 
was  a  very  stem  reality,  a  task  with  re- 
gard to  which  I  feel  myself  already  quite 
incapable  of  responding  in  the  same 
spirit  to  those  brilliant  displays  of 
rhetoric  by  which  this  debate  has  been 
so  conspicuously  marked.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  proceed  further  without  recog- 
nizing the  manner  in  which  Lord  Spencer 
and  myself  have  been  treated  in  this 
debate  —  the  courtesy  and  the  large, 
abundant  generosity  with  which  our 
political  opponents  have  always  men- 
tioned our  names.  But,  none  the  less, 
the  debate  has  not  been  satisfactory  to 
us,  and  that  for  two  reasons.  First,  be- 
cause we  should  be  most  ungrateful  and 
disloyal  if  we  were  not  deeply  concerned 
at  a  Parliamentary  attack  intended  to 
disparage  our  Colleagues ;  for  we  have 
received  from  those  Colleagues  a  gene- 
rous approval  of  our  policy,  and  we  have 
received  from  them  something  more. 
Whenever  it  was  most  needed,  all  through 
those  trying  months,  we  have  received 
the  most  hearty,  friendly,  cordial  sym- 
pathy and  co-operation  in  things  great 
and  small  from  every  individual  Member 
of  the  Cabinet.  Well,  Sir,  there  is  an- 
other respect  in  which  we  have  been  very 
much  disappointed.  We  have  been  en- 
gaged in  a  most  complicated  and  delicate 
work  in  Ireland  —  a  work  which  men 
could  not  pretend  to  cany  through  with- 
out making  certain  mistakes  and  errors. 
Well,  the  number  of  different  and  diffi- 
cult problems  and  questions  of  all  sorts, 
not  in  questions  of  crime  alone,  but  in 
questions  of  economy  and  social  order 
that  have  occurred  and  have  had  to  be 
solved  during  the  last  six  months,  was 
BO  groat  that  we  looked  forward  to  the 
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debates  in  Parliament  in  order  to  see 
what  view  Parliament  would  take  of 
those  questions.  We  looked  forward 
eagerly  to  know  what  Gentlemen,  with 
such  experience  in  the  administration  of 
Irish  affairs  as  right  hon.  Gentlemea 
whom  I  see  opposite,  would  say  with 
regard  to  those  matters  in  which  we  have 
been  engaged.  We  looked  to  be  cor- 
rected, we  looked  to  be  reproved,  or  ap- 
proved, as  the  case  might  be,  but,  above 
all,  we  looked  for  criticism.  Well,  in- 
stead of  that,  we  have  had  a  debate 
which  turns  on  the  question  whether, 
10  months  ago,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  in  a  letter,  pro- 
mised that  support  to  a  Liberal  Ad- 
ministration, which  support  we  have 
never,  or,  at  all  events,  seldom  else- 
where seen,  except  on  the  pages  of  that 
letter.  I  daresay  this  debate  has  had  its 
value ;  but  we  cannot  help  looking  at  it 
from  another,  our  own  standpoint.  The 
present  state  of  Ireland,  and  not  the  past, 
fills  our  whole  mind.  If  it  were  not  so, 
we  should  not  be  worth  our  salt ;  and, 
as  far  as  the  present  state  of  Ireland  is 
concerned,  this  debate,  all  must  allow, 
has  hitherto  appeared  to  me  to  go  for 
little  or  nothing  at  all.  Now,  I  do  not 
know  what  happened  in  the  Cabinet  10 
months  ago,  or  to  a  great  extent  in  the 
House  of  Commons  since,  as  during  the 
hottest  and  most  interesting  debates  I 
was  in  Ireland ;  but  what  I  do  think  is 
this — that  the  only  practical  point  in  the 
matter  that  is  worth  considering  now  is, 
whether  the  enlargement  from  prison  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
his  Colleagues  did  harm  or  did  good  to 
Ireland.  Now,  on  that  point  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  is  bound  to  know 
something,  and  to  say  something ;  and  I 
think  I  know,  and  have  already  seve- 
ral times  stated  in  the  House,  that  the 
release  of  those  Gentlemen  had  produced 
no  evil  consequences,  and  to  that  no  ex- 
ception was  takeil  by  hon.  Gentlemen* 
But  it  was  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  yes- 
terday that  though  outrages  after  the 
release  of  these  hon.  Gentlemen  dimi- 
nished, murders  increased  pretty  largely 
in  number,  and  had  increased  very  de- 
cidedly in  the  significance  of  the  atrocious 
details.  Now,  Sir,  the  cause  of  the  in- 
crease of  murder  is  about  the  most 
serious  matter  which  the  Government 
could  look  into.  The  Government  has 
satisfied  itself  as  to  the  cause  of  the 
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increase  and  decrease  of  these  morders, 
and  it  believes  that  the  enlargement  of 
the  hon.  Members  had  absolutely  no- 
thing to  do  with  them.  Murders  oc- 
curred daring  the  time  they  were  con- 
fined; murders  followed  and  increased 
with  ever-increasing  velocity,  and  they 
increased  more  rapidly  as  time  went  on. 
When  murderers  were  apprehended, 
however,  and  began  to  be  capitally 
punished,  murders  began  to  decrease. 
That  is  the  opinion  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment holds  on  the  increase  and  the  de- 
crease of  murders  in  Ireland.  Now,  I 
do  not  attach  too  much  importance  to 
the  remarks  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ; 
but,  Sir,  besides  being  disappointed  with 
the  debate,  we  are  still  more  disap- 
pointed and  even  discouraged  by  the 
Amendment  itself.  When  we  read  the 
paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech  which 
refers  to  Ireland,  I  am  sure  that  we  all 
feel  that  we  were  rewarded,  and  a  great 
deal  over>rewarded,  for  any  public  ser- 
vice we  have  tried  to  do.  But  it  is  a 
very  different  matter  when  an  Amend- 
ment is  brought  forward  and  supported 
by  one  of  the  two  great  Parties  in  the 
State,  the  only  meaning  of  which  is  that 
Lord  Spencer  and  his  Colleagues  cannot 
be  relied  upon.  ["No,  no!"]  The 
Amendment  states  that — 

"  It  is  hoped  that  no  further  attempts  will  be 
made  to  purchase  the  aupport  of  persons  dis- 
affected to  Her  Majesty's  rule.'* 

Bead  that  Amendment  as  you  will,  it 
cannot  have  a  pleasant  interpretation 
for  us.  It  means  either  that  uie  Irish 
Government,  of  their  own  free  will  and 
judgment,  will  recommend  the  Cabinet 
to  purchase  support  in  that  manner ;  or 
eUe  it  means  that,  against  their  judg- 
ment, they  will  be  blown  about  by  cer- 
tain English  and  Irish  newspapers, 
which,  either  from  too  great  or  too  little 
a  knowledge  of  Ireland,  have  sometimes 
lately  been  writing  about  these  matters 
in  what  I  think  is  a  very  unfortunate 
way.  A  third,  and  the  only  other  inter- 
pretation that  can  be  given  to  it  is,  that 
our  Colleagues  at  home  are  disloyal  and 
will  throw  us  over  if  we  will  not  lend 
ourselves  to  that  policy ;  and  I  may  ob- 
serve that  I  cannot  sapr  which  of  these 
three  interpretations  is  the  more  dis- 
tasteful to  Lord  Spencer  and  myself. 
Though  none  of  these  interpretations 
may  be  taken,  yet,  at  any  rate,  it  can- 
not be  denied  that  the  success  of  the 
Amendment   would  be  to  change  the 


Government  of  Ireland.  Tou  must  for- 
give us  if  we  cannot  view  the  situation 
otherwise  than  this.  I  have  now  done 
with  the  personal  part  of  the  subject. 
We  have  endeavoured,  under  fearful 
difficulties,  to  serve,  not  only  ourselves 
and  our  Party,  but  our  Queen  and  our 
country;  and  our  reward  is  that  an 
Amendment  has  been  brought  forward 
in  a  spirit  personal  to  us  of  the  greatest 
unkindness.  P'No,  no!"]  If  it  is 
carried,  it  will  turn  us  out.  But  it 
will  be  said  that  the  main  ol^'ect  of 
this  Amendment  is  to  instruct  the  country 
— to  put  on  record  the  opinion  that  the 
Irish  Government  should  be  carried  for- 
ward in  a  spirit  of  firmness  and  loyalty. 
I  admit  that  it  is  quite  necessary  that 
this  instruction  should  be  given.  I  quite 
admit  that  it  is  seriously  wanted,  when 
in  the  face,  I  will  not  sav  of  those  recent 
revelations  in  Dublin,  out  of  what  is 
admitted,  I  know,  of  the  state  of  Dub- 
lin, the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Ceilings)  has  said  that  we  should  do 
more  to  promote  peace  and  order  by 
making  the  corporations  of  boroughs  re- 
sponsible for  order  in  Ireland ;  but  I 
must  say  that  no  pains  should  be  spared 
to  correct  an  opimon  which,  in  my  view, 
would  be  fatal  to  Ireland.  Sir,  the  evils 
of  Ireland  are  not  to  be  cured  by  rhe- 
toric; but  there  is  a  sort  of  rhetoric 
which  is  so  weighty  and  so  just,  that  it 
has  all  the  value  of  well-considered  ac- 
tion, and  when  they  got  off  the  Kilmain- 
ham  business,  the  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  the  Mem- 
bers for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Plunket  and  Mr.  Gibson)  were  such  that 
I  was  very  glad  to  see  them  intently 
listened  to  by  the  hon.  Members  who,  in 
most  cases,  sit  round  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ipswich.  It  is  by  speeches  of  that 
sort,  so  full  of  thought  and  experience, 
that  you  will  bring  home  these  truths  to 
hon.  Members  who  may  not  see  them 
quite  sufficiently ;  but  you  will  not  do  so 
by  interposing  an  Amendment  the  effect 
and  the  success  of  which  would  be  to 
turn  out  the  Cabinet.  I  shall  now  ad- 
dress myself  to  this  debate ;  and  I  may 
say  that  this  is  the  first  opportunity,  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons,  which  we 
have  had  of  justifying  ourselves  against 
charges  most  important  in  their  nature. 
These  charges  have  been  powerfully  re- 
iterated in  the  course  of  the  debate,  and 
especially  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien).    I 
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think,  Sir,  it  would  be  out  of  order  for 
me  to  make  any  reference  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork ;  but  there  is  no  necessity  for  me 
to  do  BO,  because  he  has  put  his  charges 
in  a  much  shorter  and  still  more  for- 
midable form  in  his  speech  to-day  ;  and 
those  charges  were  also  brought  forward 
at  considerable  length  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow.  These  charges  are  of  a 
nature  that  have  been  made  before  in 
the  House ;  but,  on  all  occasions  when 
previously  made,  they  have  been  brought 
forward  by  some  crotchety,  or  irrespon- 
sible, or  isolated  Member  who  had  no- 
body to  back  him.  Now,  however,  they 
are  made  by  the  Leader  of  a  very  power- 
ful Party;  they  are  cheered  by  a  con- 
siderable number  of  hon.  Members  who 
sit  around  him;  and,  what  is  almost 
worse,  they  have  been  made  over  and 
over  again  in  newspapers,  both  English 
and  Irish,  whose  proprietors  and  editors 
are  at  this  moment  Members  of  this 
House.  What  are  those  charges?  I 
will  take  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow.    That  hon.  Member  said — 

''After  the  Phoenix  Park  murders  the  Go- 
vernment hare  had  a  fine  opportunity  which 
would  not  Boon  recur — ^the  first  time,  perhaps, 
when  the  sympathies  of  the  policeman  and  the 
peasant  were  one.  How  did  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  use  that  opportunity  P  What  was 
it  that  changed  Ireland,  which  in  June  and 
July  last  was  settling  down  in  a  spirit  of  am* 
nesty  P  What  was  it  that  transformed  it  into  a 
state  of  outrage  that  today  and  for  many  a  day 
to  come  would  trouhle  the  peace  of  England  P  " 

Mb.  O'BEIEN:  What  I  said  was 
that  Ireland  had  been  outraged,  and  not 
that  it  was  put  in  a  state  of  outrage. 

Mr.  TKEVELYAN  :  Well,  I  will  ask 
the  hon.  Member  whether  the  general 
effect  of  it  was  not  to  say  that  Ireland 
was  improving  during  the  period  the 
Coercion  Bill  was  passing,  but  that 
when  the  Bill  was  put  into  operation 
the  country  was  alienated  and  estranged. 
[Mr.  O'Brien  assented.]  That  charge 
was  made  also  in  terms  of  great 
ferocity  by  many  newspapers  and  on 
njany  platforms.  What  is  my  answer 
to  it?  It  is  this — The  present  Grown 
officials — I  borrow  that  phrase  from  the 
Amendment  Paper — went  to  Ireland  at 
the  beginning  of  May  last.  They  were 
sent  there  with  a  commission  from  the 
Grown  and  from  Parliament ;  and  unless 
they  sincerely  and  cordially  accepted 
that  commission  they  had  no  right  to  go 
at  all.    That  commission  was  that  the 
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Grown  officials  should  do  their  best  to 
maintain  the  union  of  the  two  countries, 
and  to  diminish — and,  if  possible,  to 
extinguish  —  organized  political  and 
agrarian  crime  in  Ireland.  The  duties 
were  absolute*.  What,  then,  was  the 
condition  of  organized  crime  when  we 
were  first  appointed  to  our  post  in 
Ireland?  It  is  hardly  too  much  to 
say  that  it  was  as  bad  as  bad  could 
be.  In  the  previous  March  outrages 
reached  the  frightful  total  of  542.  It  is 
quite  true  that  a  slight  diminution  had 
set  in,  which  diminution  continued — I 
quite  allow  that  to  the  hon.  Member 
— during  the  summer  months,  at  a 
time  when  our  only  weapon  was  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
and  on  this  the  hon.  Member  has 
founded  his  argument.  But  the  hon. 
Member  loses  sight  of  two  most  impor- 
tant considerations,  which  I  think  en- 
tirely destroy  his  argument.  In  the 
first  place,  agrarian  crimes  always,  in 
bad  times  especially,  tend  to  fall  off  in 
the  summer  months.  In  the  month  of 
July,  1881,  the  outrages  were  only  one- 
third  of  those  of  December  previous, 
and  yet  when  winter  came  the  dreadful 
work  went  on  faster  than  ever.  The 
average  of  the  six  winter  months  was 
actually  over  500  a-month.  In  the 
second  place,  during  the  summer  months 
— the  halcyon  months  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber— the  most  awful  of  all  crimes,  mur- 
der, was  increasing,  the  number  of 
agrarian  murders  in  the  first  eight 
months  of  1882  being  24,  or  an  average 
of  three  in  every  month — double  the 
proportion  for  1881 — and  in  these  I  do 
not  count  six  of  what,  to  avoid  dispute, 
I  will  call  political  homicides  in  the 
streets  and  parks  of  Dublin.  The  IriMh 
TP'orldf  in  its  last  issue,  accused  Lord 
Spencer  of  being — 

"  The  cold-hlooded  murderer  of  at  least  five 
innocent  Irishmen  within  the  last  few  months, 
one  of  whom  he  knew,  beyond  any  manner  of 
doubt,  to  be  innocent  of  the  crime  for  which  ho 
died— a  nobleman  whose  very  fingers  dripped 
with  the  blood  of  innocent  Irishmen.'' 

I  prefer  to  quote  this  statement  from  an 
American  print,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say 
such  passages  occur  by  dozens  and  scorea 
in  papers  published  in  Ireland.  When 
the  editor  of  The  Irish  World  talks  of 
these  five  innocent  Irishmen,  who,  I 
suppose,  are  the  same  men  as  are  in  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow, 
is  he  aware,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 


7^3         Itajetty^i  tfosi 


{February  23,  1883)  Gracious  Speech.         ^34 


(Stj  of  Cork  is  aware,  that  10  times  as 
many  really  and  undoubtedly  innocent 
Iriakmen  were  murdered  in  succession, 
without  one  of  their  murderers  being 
brought  to  the    punishment    the    law 
ordaina.     If  Ths  Irish   World  did   not 
know  that.  Lord  Spencer's  Government 
did ;  and  the  first  task  they  set  themselves 
was  to  take  care  that  during  the  winter 
months  of   1882-3  outrages  should  not 
increase  as  they  had  increased  during 
the  winter  months  of  preceding  years. 
Now,  what  happened  with  reference  to 
the  outrages  and  to  the  extent  to  which 
Ireland  has  been  made  a  place  in  which 
the  peaceable  and  industrious  may  live 
according   to  their  own  fashion  ?    The 
actual  figures  that  relate  to  that  are  in 
•veiybody's  hands ;  but,  as  regards  the 
prevention  of  murder,  it  is  enough  to 
state  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  since  the 
3rd  of  October  last,  for  four  months  and 
a-half,  there  has  been  only  one  agrarian 
murder  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.    In 
order  to  attain  that  result,  the  Govern- 
ment   relied  upon  two  processes — the 
better  re-organization  of  the  personnel 
employed  in  the  detection  and  repres- 
sion of  crime,  and  the  Prevention  of 
Crime   A.ct  placed  in  their  hands  by 
Parliament  last  year.    As  regards  the 
former,  the  words  spoken  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  were 
undoubtedly  misunderstood,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  being  misunderstood  were 
misrepresented  in   a  way  that  is  ex- 
tremely unfortunate,  considering  the  con- 
dition of  things  in  Ireland.    The  men 
and  officers  of  the  Constabulary  and  of 
the  Dublin  Police  are,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Government,   public  servants  who 
have  done  their  duty  most  efficiently 
and  most  zealously  in  the  trying  cir- 
cumstances in  which  they  were  placed. 
The  Government  have  done  nothing  with 
regard  to  the  men  and  officers  except  to 
recognize  their  conduct  during    these 
periods,  by  special  grataity,  and  either 
to  improve  their  permanent  position,  or 
to  make  ^inquiry  as  to  the  method  by 
which  their  permanent  position  may  be 
improved.     But  in  the  machinery  by 
which  crime   is  detected,  and  the  law 
upheld     in     Ireland,    very    important 
chaDgea    have   been  made.    To  begin 
with,  the  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Id'eatensnt — the  Office  which  was  held 
by  the  lamented  Mr.  Burke,  and  now 
held  by  Mr.  Hamilton— that  Office  was 


terribly  overwhelmed  with  general  work, 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
the  Under  Secretary  was  unable  to  give 
all  the  professional  attention  which  the 
work  of  keeping  peace  and  order  and 
detecting  crime  in  Ireland  demanded. 
The  Government  accordingly  appointed 
an  Assistant  Under  Secretary  of  Police 
and  Crime,  which  released  Mr.  Hamilton 
of  a  certain  amount  of  labour,  and  en- 
abled him  to  devote  his  great  energy 
and  public  spirit  to  the  general  task  of 
the  financial  and  administrative  work  of 
Ireland ;  and  that  Under  Secretary  was 
instructed  to  take  into  his  hands  the 
whole  Detective  Department  of  the 
country,  which  had  previously  been 
divided  into  two  branches— the  Detec- 
tive Department  of  the  Dublin  Police, 
and  the  Detective  Department  of  the 
Hoyal  Irish  Constabulary^— and  the  want 
of  unity  of  action  has  been,  wherever  it 
could  be,  avoided,  and  which  was  a  very 
serious  evil  and  difficulty  indeed  when 
you  come  to  detective  work.  How  those 
results  have  been  worked  by  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Jenkinson  everyone  knows  and 
will  appreciate.  There  is  one  other 
subject  to  which  I  am  bound  to  refer, 
though  I  am  not  very  willing  to  do  so ; 
and  that  is  that  the  Government,  know- 
ing that  at  a  critical  time  everything 
depends  on  the  personal  qualities  and 
vigour  of  the  men  in  responsible  posi- 
tions, did  not  shrink  from  removing  men 
whose  age  and  personal  qualities  did 
not  render  them  fit  for  those  positions, 
and  replacing  them  by  others.  There 
have  been  some  criticisms  in  this  House 
upon  those  removals  and  changes.  No 
less  than  17  of  the  resident  magistrates 
were  removed,  and  it  has  been  very 
painful  to  resist  the  pressure  of  the 
House  and  the  private  friends  and  rela- 
tives of  those  gentlemen ;  but  we  have 
carried  out  that  work,  and  feel,  in  car- 
rying it  out,  we  have  been  doing  what 
we  wished,  having  the  country  well 
served.  In  addition  to  this  re-organiza- 
tion of  personnel,  Lord  Spencer's  Go- 
vernment had  the  enormous  advantage 
of  being  possessed  of  a  stringent  Crimes 
Act,  more  effective  in  its  operation  than 
the  power  of  merely  locking  up  men  on 
suspicion  —  a  course  which,  however 
irksome  to  educated  men,  was,  I  am 
told,  little  less  than  pleasant  to  the 
regular  criminal.  The  operation  of  the 
Crimes  Act  has  this  about  it — that  its 
effect  is  progressive,  and  that  if  it  is 
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yigorouslj  applied  at  first,  there  is  after- 
wards less  and  less  occasion  to  have 
recourse  to  it.  During  the  first  week 
of  the  present  month  only  five  cases 
came  unaer  this  Act ;  while  in  the  corre- 
sponding week  of  February,  1882,  there 
must  have  been  100  outrages,  and  I  ask 
hon.  Members  whether  the  exemption 
from  that  amount  of  suffering  was  not 
moderately  purchased  with  five  convic- 
tions, with  an  average  of  something 
under  14  days'  imprisonment?  Hon. 
Members  feel  very  keenly  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  has 
charged  us,  with  extraordinary  vehe- 
mence of  language,  with  having  inter- 
fered with  free  writing,  with  free  speech, 
and  allusion  has  been  frequently  made 
to  some  words  I  uttered  at  Belfast — 
namely,  ''  that  the  Government  made 
war  against  crime,  but  did  not  intend 
to  interfere  with  politics."  These  words 
were  commented  upon  as  encouraging 
turbulence  and  agitation  ;  but  they  were 
uttered  in  the  presence  of  the  Town 
Council  of  Belfast,  who  would  undoubt- 
edly be  pretty  severe  critics  of  anything 
tending  to  disorder.  I  do  not  regret 
those  words.  I  said  that  very  delibe- 
rately, because  the  only  good  and  effec- 
tive policy  in  Ireland  is  to  say  exactly 
what  you  mean,  and  to  do  it.  As  for 
the  free  writing  we  have  interfered  with, 
and  which  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  is  very  free  writing  indeed,  it 
is  not  political  writing — it  is  a  sort  of 
writing  which  I  venture  to  describe  as  a 
part  of  the  machinery  of  murder  as  much 
as  the  sword-cane  or  the  pistol.  I  hope 
I  have  proved  that  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House ;  but  I  am  going  to  prove  it 
from  the  newspaper  United  Ireland.  I 
am  going  to  make  two  statements  before 
I  begin.  One  is  that  some  of  these 
articles  were  undoubtedly  written  while 
the  present  editor  of  United  Ireland  was 
unable  to  supervise  the  paper ;  and  the 
second  statement,  which  is  more  serious, 
is  that  it  would  be  the  very  greatest  in- 
justice to  prejudice  a  case  which  had  to 
come  on ;  but  the  Government  do  not 
intend  to  press  that  case.  The  point  I 
wish  to  make  out  is  that,  consciously 
or  unconsciously,  there  is  a  class  of 
articles  that  absolutely  produces  crime. 
Here  is  an  article  which  was  written 
in  May,  1881,  and  which  is  headed  A 
JBaa  la  BadilUs,     One  passage  is — 

"  The  men  who  level  them  will  go  further— 
to  a  palace  at  VertaiUea,  or  to  a  castle  at  Cork 

Mr,  Trevelyan 


Hill,  and  the  hired  Swiss,  he  they  ttrimed  with, 
ball  cartridge  or  clad  in  plush,  will  not  long^ 
stand  in  their  way,  depend  upon  it." 

I  leave  a  large  hiatiu  here,  and  go  on 
to  this  passage— 

'*  There  are  60,000  men  ready  to  take  up  the 
fight,  where  Tyrone,  where  Owen  Roe,  where 
Sarsfield,  where  Tone,  where  Emmett,  where 
0*Connell,  where  Mitchel,  where  Allen  Larkiii 
and  O'Brien  left  it  off." 

We  know  very  well  where  Larkin  and 
O'Brien  left  it  off.  And  here  I  may  say 
that  nothing  has  pained  me  so  much  in 
Ireland  as  the  tribute  that  has  been 
paid  to  Emmett,  because  it  has  always 
appeared  to  me  that  the  result  of  his 
insurrection,  though  made  by  a  man  of 
g^eat  and  high  aspirations,  resulted  in 
an  assassination  which  in  effect  resembled 
very  gpreatly  the  assassination  in  the 
Phoenix  Park. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN:  Emmett  sacrificed 
his  own  life  to  prevent  assassination. 

Mb.  trevelyan  :  Before  I  read 
the  next  article,  I  wish  to  express  my 
firm  belief — it  would  be  a  breach  of 
Order  to  say  more — that  the  man  who 
wrote  the  article,  at  the  very  worst,  was 
reckless  as  to  the  effect  it  would  pro- 
duce. On  the  6th  of  May,  1882,  there 
was  nominally  published,  but  on  the  4th 
of  May  was  really  published,  an  article 
entitled,  ''Disestablishing  the  Castle." 
It  said — 

"But  the  money  it  (that  was  the  Castle) 
spends  and  the  favours  it  distributes,  and  the 
foul  toads  who  use  it  as  a  cistern  to  knot  and 
gender  in  it,  are  just  the  things  which  make  the 
harmlees  travesty  of  Vice-Boyaltv  an  offence 
and  scorn  to  Irishmen.  .  .  .  llie  toads  are 
the  gang  of  alien  officials  who  nestle  in  the 
snuggeries  of  the  Castle  like  as  many  asps  in 
the  bosom  of  the  country.  Down  with  the 
whole  bundle  of  rottenness  and  imposture/' 

That  was  published,  I  presume,  on 
the  4th  of  May,  and  we  know  what  hap- 
pened on  the  6th  of  May.  Then  I  pass 
on  with  a  large  jump  of  time  to  the  case 
of  Francis  Hynes.  As  the  question  has 
not  been  started  in  this  discussion,  I  am 
disinclined  to  enter  upon  an  argument 
as  to  the  founded  or  unfounded  nature 
of  the  charge  that  was  made  against  the 
jury ;  but  the  charge  was  made,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  I  shall  have  anotiier  op* 
portunity  of  arguing  that.  Well,  an 
article  was  written  with  regard  to  it 
from  which  I  take  this  passage — 

'*  Silence  and  veneration  is  demanded  by  the 
English  rulers,  and  we  bow  before  its  roTored 
and  sacred  symbol,  the  gaUows.    Kot  often, 
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to  what  I  premised,  for  I  repeat  that  I 
do  not  impute  any  malevolence  to  the 
editor.  I  only  show  how  dangerous  it 
is  to  name  people  at  such  a  time. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  said,  he  was  yery 
reluctant  to  interrupt;  but  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  in  any  of  the  passages  referred 
to,  Mr.  Field's  name  was  mentioned? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  men- 
tioned  that  the  article  began — 


even  in  the  blood-stained  records  of  Ireland,  has 
there  been  a  tragedy  more  pitiful,  more  horrible 
than  that  of  which  Francis  Hynes  was  the 
rictim.     Need  we  recapitolate   the  grotesque 

mockery  of  the  trial The  jury,  pre- 

sided  over  by  the  Judge,  who  did  not  even 
attempt  to  conceal  his  indecent  longing  for  a 
conviction.  It  was  not  enough  that  his  charge 
should  be  a  speech  for  the  prosecution,  but  by 
nod  and  smile  throughout  the  trial  he  empha- 
sized each  scrap  of  evidence  that  seemed  to  tell 
against  the  prisoner;  by  shrugs  and  deprecatory 
futures  ho  made  light  of  the  defence.  .  .  . 
Xeed  we  speak  of  the  *  terrible '  exposure  that 
followed  ?  Judge  Lawson,  in  a  tempest  of  vir- 
tuous indignation,  decided  that  jury-packing 
and  jury  orgies  were  subjects  too  sacred  for  pub- 
lic comment." 

It  is  not  the  argumentative  part  of  that 

passage  that  I  object  to ;  there  is  not  an 

argument  in  it  which  might  not  be  said 

in  proper  language,  in  a  proper  place  ; 

but  said  in   that  language,   and  in  a 

newspaper  which  had  the  audience  and 

the  reputation  that  Untied  Inland  had, 

it  could,  the  Qovernment  imagines,  only 

have  the  effect  it  did  have.     I  will  not 

read  any  more  articles  with  reference  to 

Judge  Lawson.    The  next  article  I  will 

read  from  is  headed  Th$  Bloody  Assize, 

One  passage  in  it  is — 

'*  The  jury  was  as  carefully  selected,  its  par- 
tizanship  was  as  indecent,  and  the  evidence  was 
evidence  upon  which  an  English  jury  would  not 
hang  a  dog.  .  .  .  Once  the  word  is  passed  to 
*  convict  murderers '  a  metropolitan  Protestant 
and  a  loyal  jury,  under  the  eye  of  Mr.  Norris 
Ooddard,  may  be  trusted  to  know  a  murderer 
when  they  see  him,  without  splitting  hairs  about 
particulars.  .  .  .  What  is  even  more  aggra- 
vating than  this  patent  murder  machine,  as  a 
system  of  government,  is  the  Pharisaism  which 
shelters  the  achievements  of  Mr.  Ooddard' s  pals, 
under  the  yenerable  title  of  trial  by  jury,  and 
decries  as  a  foe  to  public  justice  whoever  cries 
out  on  the  imposture." 

Now,  who  are  **  Mr.  Goddard's pals'*  to 
whom  that  allusion  is  made,  and  to  what 
extent  are  they  sheltered  ?    On  the  7th 
of  October,  in  the  same  impression,  re- 
ference was  made  to  **the  incident  of 
Mr.  Field  passing  down  an  afifectionate 
hih'et'dottx  from  the  jury  box  to  Mr. 
Norris  Goddard."     It  was  hinted  that 
Mr.  Field  was  on  very  friendly  terms 
indeed  with  the  chief  organizer  of  the 
landlord  faction.     Well,  Sir,  we  know 
that  Judge  Lawson's  life  was  only  saved 
by  the  courage  of  a  man  who  came  after 
mm;  and  that  out  of  the  whole  jury  who 
acted  on  thnt  trial,  which  was  the  trial 
of  Michael  Walsh,  I  believe  Mr.  Field 
was  the  person  who  was  next  selected 
^r  assassination.    I  do  not  wish  the 
HouBe  to  think  that  I  am  going  contrary 
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**  The  incident  of  Mr.  Field  passing  down  an 
affectionate  billet-doux  from  the  jury  box  to  Mr. 
Norris  Ooddard." 

I  was  going  on  to  say,  that  it  so  hap- 

Eened  that  Mr.  Barrett's  name  was 
rought  before  the  public,  owing  to 
some  confusion  between  him  and  some 
person  of  the  same  name,  or  some  rela- 
tive ;  and  it  is  now  pretty  evident  that 
in  order,  as  it  were,  to  save  time  the 
Dublin  assassins  picked  out  three  people 
connected  with  the  trial  for  assassination, 
and  they  were  the  three  whose  names 
had  been  most  prominently  brought  be- 
fore the  public.  That  shows  that  the 
mention  of  names  in  this  way  places  the 
persons  indicated  in  very  great  danger. 
My  own  personality  has  been  spared  up 
to  this  time;  but  after  the  speech  I 
made  at  Hawick  three  leading  articles 
appeared  in  United  Ireland,  from  the 
third  of  which  I  will  read  you  a  pas- 
sage. On  the  10th  of  February,  1888, 
it  said — 

"  The  Land  Code  of  Ireland  up  to  quite  re- 
cently invited  crime.  It  was  an  English  insti- 
tution, and  it  is  notorious  that  the  English  Land 
system  excites  crime  wherever  it  is  established. 
Again,  it  is  notorious  that  the  English  system 
of  government  invites  crime.  The  English  Go- 
vernment has  no  business  here.  The  negation 
of  the  natural  right — the  Divine  right  of  even 
any  people  to  be  the  shapers  of  their  own  des- 
tinies is  the  prolific  parent  of  crime,  and  it  has 
ever  been  so.    It  has  been  said — 

'  A  patriot  is  a  rebel  who  succeeds, 
A  rebel  is  a  patriot  who  fails.' 

The  principle  is  applicable  to  this  country  at 
the  present  time.  That  is  crime  for  the  present 
in  mshmen  which  will  be  quite  other  when 
Ireland  is  mistress  of  her  own  fortunes." 

My  opinions  of  newspapers  which  write 
in  that  manner  are  such  that,  while  the 
attacks  are  against  myself,  I  shall  most 
certainly  take  good  care  that  there  shall 
be  no  such  thing  as  a  prosecution ;  but 
if,  in  the  future,  any  public  servant  or 
any  private  individual  is  pointed  out,  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  convince  the  Go- 
vernment that  his  life  will  be  endan- 
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gered  in  consequence,  the  person  who 
wrote  Ity  little  as  he  may  like  it,  may 
rest  assured  that  the  Government  will 
take  steps  to  prevent  it  occurring  again. 
So  much  with  regard  to  free  writing,  as 
to  which  I  have  stated  the  principle  on 
which  the  Government  act ;  and  now  I 
will  go  for  one  moment  to  free  speech. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
says  that  we  are  always  urging  that  Ire- 
land is  in  a  constant  state  of  improve- 
ment, that  we  are  always  saying  we 
have  touched  the  bottom.  We  are  not 
so  hopeful  of  the  condition  of  Ireland  as 
he  has  described  us ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  we  are  not  so  desponding  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  says  that 
the  Government  has  to  realize  that  it  is 
governing  a  country  against  the  wishes 
and  opinion  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
population  of  that  country.  Well,  the 
Government  may  or  may  not  realize 
that,  and  they  admit  that  there  is  a  large 
amount  of  political  disaffection  ;  but 
when  you  come  to  the  question  of  sym- 
pathy with  crime,  we  believe  that  that 
sympathy  is,  to  a  great  extent,  partial, 
temporary,  and  evanescent.  We  believe 
that  there  is  a  great  mass  of  people  in 
the  country  who  want  to  go  about  their 
business  in  peace  and  quietness;  we 
believe  that  the  farmers  of  Ireland,  if 
left  alone,  are  beginning  slowly  to  settle 
down  and  to  appreciate  the  great  ad- 
vantages which — whether  justly  or  un- 
justly we  are  not  now  arguing — have 
been  conferred  upon  them  by  the  Land 
Act.  But  they  were  not  allowed  to  settle 
down.  There  was  an  agitation  set  on 
foot,  the  objects  of  which,  although  not 
the  avowed  objects,  yet  the  practical  and 
political  objects,  were,  in  the  opinion  of 
tlie  Government,  absolutely  inadmis- 
sible, to  judge  by  the  earlier  speeches 
made  in  the  presence  of  some  of  the 
most  eminent  members  of  the  National 
League,  or,  in  some  cases,  by  those 
eminent  members  themselves.  In  our 
opinion,  the  object  of  the  National 
League,  as  propounded  in  the  districts 
where  the  meetings  were  held,  was 
to  excite  the  people  in  favour  of 
separation,  to  excite  the  people  to 
what  was  impossible,  the  abolition  of 
what  was  called  ''  landlordism  ;  "  and, 
in  some  places,  to  have  the  effect 
of  terrifying  farmers  into  allowing 
their  farms  to  be  broken  up  in  com- 
pliance with  the  demands  of  the  League. 

Mr.  Trev$lyan- 


There  was  another  matter  which  I  have 
referred  to  outside  the  House,  so  must 
refer  to  it  inside;  and  it  was,  that  we 
believe,  on  the  authorities  on  whom  -vre 
relied  in  regard  to  anything^  which  con- 
cerned the  peace  and  orderof  the  country, 
that  these  meetings  were,  in  many  cases, 
promoted  by  small  local  agitators,  who 
lived  on  the  money  which  they  collected 
by  terror.     The   tone  that  was   set  at 
the  earlier  meetings  we  thought  a  very 
serious  and  dangerous  one ;  and,  at  last, 
very  reluctantly  but  very  determinedly, 
we  came  to  the  conclusion  to  stop  the 
thing  at  the  outset.     Some  people  said 
we  ought  to  have  proclaimed  the  Na- 
tional League.     That  was  not  our  opi- 
nion.   We  contented  ourselves  with  for- 
bidding the  meetings  of  the  National 
League  in  places  where  we  were  told 
that  outrage  would  probably  ensue,  and 
where,  if  outrage  did  not  ensue,  that 
sort  of  terrorism  which  collects  money 
from  people  who  are  unwilling  to  give 
it  would  be  one  of  the  consequences. 
It  is  astonishing  how  few  meetings  we 
prohibited.     The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  confined  him- 
self to  BO  many  generalities  that  I  have 
not  brought  my  statistics  out  of  my  box ; 
but  my  impression  is  that  10  or  so  at 
the  outside  were  prohibited.    We  might 
certainly  have  made  one  or  two  mistakes 
in  those.     If  I  had  known,  for  instance, 
that  Mr.  Sexton  was  to  speak  at  that 
meeting  to  which  reference  has  been 
made,  I  would  not  have  prohibited  it ; 
for  this  reason — that  I  consider  where 
you  have  a  Member  of  Parliament  of 
great  eloquence,  and,  as  I  must  say,  a 
man  who  knows  how  to  keep  that  elo- 
quence within  permissible  bounds,  you 
may  run  some  risk,  because  the  risk  will 
be  very  slight  and  very  different  from 
the  sort  of  risk  that  is  run  when  meet- 
ings are  got  up  at  places  like  those  sur- 
rounding Loughrea,  by  people  like  those 
we  know  the  **  suspects  "  of  Loughrea 
to  be.     But  if  we  have  here  and  there 
made  a  mistake,  and,  of  course,  we  have 
made  a  mistake,  here  and  there,  still,  on 
the  whole,  I  must  say  that  the  general 
result  of  the  action  of  the  Gbvemment 
has  satisfied,  and  more  than  satisfied, 
their  most  sanguine  expectations.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork   (Mr.  Parnell),  the  former  espe- 
cially, at  great  length,  argued  in  favour 
of  what  I  suppose  is  to  l)e  a  return  to 
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ordinary  law.  Well,  let  us  go  back  to 
our  last  experience  of  the  ordinary  law 
in  Ireland.  I  am  making  a  clean  breast 
of  it.  In  August,  1880,  when  Ireland 
was  at  the  same  time  under  the  ordinary 
law  and  under  the  influence  of  a  grave 
agitation,  outrages  were  103;  in  Sep- 
tember, they  were  1 68  ;  in  October,  they 
were  269 ;  in  November,  they  were  561 ; 
and  in  December,  they  were  866.  In 
January,  1881,  Parliament  met,  and  the 
Protection  Act  was  passed.  Now,  I  do 
not  wish  to  criticize  my  Predecessor. 
My  feeling  towards  my  Predecessor  is 
tho  feeling,  I  presume,  which  an  officer 
who  serves  in  a  very  responsible  position 
during  a  war,  a  war  against  crime — I 
am  not  talking  here  of  a  political  war- 
fare— has  towards  a  general  who  con- 
ducted the  first  two  years  of  it,  when 
the  thing  was  at  its  height,  and  when  it 
was  extremely  difficult  to  say  where  the 
difficulties  arose  from  the  intrinsic  diffi- 
culties and  arduous  nature  of  the  situ- 
ation, or  where  there  might  have  been 
some  mistake ;  and  I  honour  my  Pre- 
decessor, as  I  suppose  an  officer  in  that 
position  would  honour  a  man  who  had 
borne  the  brunt  of  the  day.  The  Pro- 
tection Act,  very  certainly,  had  not  the 
effect  under  those  circumstances;  per- 
haps, no  Act  would  have  the  effect, 
under  those  circumstances,  of  checking 
crime.  The  effect,  however,  which  it 
had  was  to  prevent  things  going  from 
very  bad  to  very  much  worse,  which 
they  were  rapidly  doing.  I  will  not 
read  the  figures;  but  during  the  year 

1881,  outrages  fell  and  rose  again  till  in 
December,  1881,  there  were  674.  Now 
we  come  to  January,  1882.  What  was 
the  state  of  things  then?  I  had  in- 
tended to  read  to  the  House  a  short 
extract  from  an  article  in  The  Irish  Times, 
describing  the  crimes  which  were  per- 
petrated in  January,  1882,  in  detail; 
but,  in  the  first  place,  it  would  take 
longer  than  I  should  like  to  detain  the 
House ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  the  enu- 
meration of  these  details  is  positively 
sickening.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that 
there  wero  495  outrages,  of  which  281 
only  were  threatening  letters ;  and  that 
of  the  murderous  crimes— that  is  to  say, 
murder,  firing  into  dwellings,  and  firing 
at  persons — there  were  no  fewer  than 
34.     That  was  the  total  of  January, 

1882.  What  is  the  total  of  January, 
1883?  Have  the  crimes  risen  in  the 
winter  months  as  they  did  in  last  winter, 


or  have  they  not  ?  On  the  contrary,  the 
outrages  in  all  were  90 ;  but  58  were 
threatening  letters,  so  there  were  only 
22  genuine  outrages  as  against  214. 
And  as  for  murderous  crimes,  as  against 
34  in  January,  1882,  there  was  only 
one.  The  improvement  which  had  been 
checked  for  a  month  or  two  is  now 
begun  again.  On  two  days  running 
this  month  the  return  of  outrages  was 
Ml/,  a  thing  that  has  been  unknown 
for  many  months  except  in  single 
days ;  and  in  the  first  20  days,  there 
were  only  32  outrages,  of  which  20 
were  threatening  letters.  But  there 
is  another  very  interesting  portion  of 
the  restoration  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.  The  most  noticeable  sign  of 
the  feebleness  of  the  law  in  troubled 
days,  was  the  number  of  persons  em- 
ployed in  trying  to  enforce  it  in  order  to 
recover  debts.  Where  these  debts  were 
due  to  landlords,  merchants,  or  shop- 
keepers, you  had  to  employ  quite  a  little 
army.  From  the  17th  to  the  23rd 
January,  1882,  1,081  soldiers  and  672 
police  were  employed  for  protecting 
Sheriffs'  officers  and  process-servers.  In 
the  corresponding  week  of  this  month 
there  were  218  police  an<ino  soldiers  at 
all  employed.  The  largest  party  sent 
out  last  year  was  200  ;  the  largest  party 
that  has  been  sent  out  since  is  15.  It 
maybe  said,  with  almost  arithmetical 
precision,  that  the  Queen's  Warrant 
runs  at  least  eight  times  as  easily  in 
Ireland  now  as  it  did  a  year  ago.  And 
you  must  likewise  remember  that  these 
figures  imply  an  immense  amount  of 
uncollected  debts  and  unenforced  claims 
— debts  which  were  uncollected  and 
claims  which  were  not  enforced ;  some- 
times on  account  of  the  creditor  dread- 
ing unpopularity,  and  sometimes  from 
genuine  patriotism,  the  creditor  not 
liking  to  create  a  riot. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  before  he  sits  down,  give  us 
some  information  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  evictions  during  the  last 
year  ?    That  would  be  interesting. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  number  of 
evictions,  I  would  only  say  generally, 
up  to  quite  recently  has  been  increas- 
ing ;  but  my  general  impression  of  the 
Returns  of  the  winter  is,  that  they  were 
not  high,  certainly  incomparably  less 
high  than  they  would  appear.  I  know 
that  Mr.  Hamilton,  who  with  very  great 
practical  knowledge  joins  a  most  extra- 
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ordinary  love  of  statistios,  always  an- 
ticipated very  bad  months  for  evictions 
in  November  and  December ;  and  he 
was  afipreeably  disappointed,  in  Novem- 
ber, that  the  evictions  were  at  a  very 
low  figure  indeed ;  but  the  last  Keturn 
was  undoubtedly  high. 

M&.  PAENELL :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  know  the  number  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  I  would  prefer 
not  to  name  the  number,  but  it  was  dis- 
appointing. I  have  not  put  forward 
this  contrast  in  any  spirit  of  vainglory. 
What  honour  there  is  is  due  not  to  me, 
but  to  people  on  the  spot  in  Ireland, 
both  below  me  and  above  me  in  Office 
status,  who  have  been  carrying  out 
these  very  arduous  duties.  But  the  re- 
sult of  this  work  I  have  described,  and 
I  cannot  but  think  that  the  men  who 
have  done  it  have,  on  the  whole,  re- 
ceived, and  deserve  to  receive,  the  ap- 
proval of  their  countrymen.  Now,  of 
what  has  this  work  consisted  ?  It  con- 
sisted in  an  enormous  number  of  deci- 
sions, an  immense  number  of  decisions, 
each  very  often  involving  several  other 
decisions  which  had  to  be  made  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment,  and,  sometimes, 
after  a  good  deal  of  deliberation;  but 
whether  they  were  made  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment  or  with  deliberation,  we 
gave  all  the  time  we  could  to  see  what 
would  be  in  our  opinion,  honestly,  the 
best  for  Ireland ;  and  if,  among  these 
decisions,  there  are  one  or  two,  or  12  or 
20,  which  ought  to  have  been  given  other- 
wise, I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  will  make 
the  allowance  for  us  which  we  always 
have  to  make  for  people  who  are  en- 
gaged in  very  arduous  work.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  said  the  only  thing 
the  Government  had  done,  the  only 
feather  in  their  cap,  was  that  they  had 
hung  up  a  few  miserable  wretches.  Sir, 
the  execution  of  human  beings  is  cer- 
tainly not  a  subject  for  glorification,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be  a  subject 
for  Parliamentary  taunt.  *  In  the  course 
of  two  years  there  were  60  murders 
committed  with  absolute  impunity.  It 
is  no  wonder  that  the  moral  sense  of 
p[iany  of  the  Irish  people  was  destroyed, 
and  it  is  no  wonder  that  some  among  the 
poorer  classes  began  to  think  evil  good 
and  good  evil.  It  is  from  that  condition 
of  things  we  have -been  trying  to  rescue 
the  country— ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]— that  we 
have  been  trying  to  reecue  the  country 
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— and  I  do  not  agree  with  the   hon. 
Members  for  Cork  and  Mallow ;  and  I 
fear  that  it  is  to  that  condition  that  the 
country  would  return  if  their  course  of 
policy  was  carried  out.    My  answer  to 
that  is,  that  the  only  chance  for  order  in 
Ireland  is  for  the  Gbvernment,  consis- 
tently and  unhesitatingly,    to    go    on 
punishing  crime,  until  the  people  have 
been   educated    to   see    that    crime    is 
criminal.     The  danger,  in  my  opinion, 
lies  more  on  this  side  of  the  water  than 
on  that.  It  lies  in  this,  that  people  here 
may  be  in  too   great  a    hurry  to  see 
things  right  in  Ireland,  and  when  they 
get  desponding  about    it,    should    be 
willing  to  resort  to  desperate  measures. 
Our  belief,  on  the  contrary,  is  that  the 
great  thing  wanted  in  Ireland  for  many 
years  to  come  is  patience ;  patient  firm- 
ness in  repressing  crime,  patient  dili- 
gence in  redressing  grievances.    I  quite 
allow  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow 
was  duly  elected  without  intimidation. 
He  was  elected  against  us  because  we 
do  not  neglect  and  abandon  the  elemen- 
tary duty  of  a   civilized  Government, 
that  duty  rather  than  abandon  or  neg- 
lect which  we  would  at  once  throw  up 
our  Offices.    But  this  violent  invective 
against  us,  because  we  do  not  neglect 
that  duty,  only  serves  to  divert  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  and  of  the  Ministry 
from  those  measures  of  which  Notice 
has  been    given,    and  which    I  hope 
shortly  to  be  able  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House — measures  which,  if  we 
only  set  our  hands  to  work,  may  be  pro- 
ductive of  practical  and  lasting  advan- 
tage to  the  country. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
justly  apprehended  the  scope  of  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst).  He  did  not  see  how  he  could 
gather  from  it  any  expression  of  censure 
on  the  acts  of  Lord  Spencer  or  himself ; 
and  had  that  censure  been  intended,  he 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  was  certain 
that  the  speeches  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friends  the  Members  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  would  have  cor- 
rected any  misapprehension  of  that  kind. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
emphasize  and  expedite  the  triumph  of 
the  party  of  law  and  order  in  the  Ciu)inet 
— the  triumph  of  the  party  of  law  and 
order,  as  represented  by  the  noble  Mar- 
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qnesB  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington),  the 
deputy  Leader  of  the  Government,  and 
perhaps  the  Home  Secretary,  over  the 
party  of   lawlessness  and  disorder,  as 
represented    by    the    President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.    The  noble  Marquess 
had  inflicted  a  most  signal  defeat  on  the 
President  of  the  Boaxd  of  Trade.     For 
a  long  time  there  had  been  two  currents 
in  the  Cabinet — one,  which  wished  to 
exercise  all  the  powers  of  the  law  for 
the  repression*  of  crime  in  Ireland,  and 
the  other  which  looked  to  the  agencies 
of  outrage   as  useful  allies  in  passing 
Liberal  measures  through  the  House. 
In  January,  1881,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government 
spoke  of  the  steps  of  the  Land  League 
being  dogged  by  crime,  and  in  March  of 
the  same  year  the  Home  Secretary  de- 
scribed the  doctrine  of  the  Land  League 
as  the  *'  doctrine  of  treason  and  assassi- 
nation," also  denouncing  its  **  vile  con- 
spiracies."    Why,  then,  were  adequate 
measures  not  taken  in  time  to  deal  with 
that  terrible    organization?     Because, 
according  to  the  confession  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of   Trade,   it  was 
necessary  to  encourage  those  outrages  in 
order  to  carry  Liberal  legislation. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  hon. 
Qentleman,  I  am  sure,  would  not  will- 
ingly misrepresent  me.  But  I  defy  him 
to  quote  any  language  of  mine,  ever 
used  by  me  anywhere,  in  which  I  said 
that  the  Government  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  encourage  outrage  in  order  to 
pass  Liberal  measures. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  had  up  to  the  present  moment  only 
quoted  the  remarks  of  the  Colleagues  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  regards 
the  acts  of  the  Land  League,  those  acts 
took  place  in  the  beginning  of  1881. 
No  attempt  was  made  to  stop  them. 
And  why  ?  These  were  the  words  used 
at  liverpool  on  October  25,  1881,  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade— 

'*  The  original  objects  of  the  Land  League,  as 
1  Ittve  aaid,  were  legal,  were  even  praiaeworthy ; 
and  to  stifle  agitation  at  such  a  time  would  have 
^^^  to  hare  prevented  reform." 

At  what  Ume  ?    In  March,  1 88 1  ? 

Mb.  OHAMBEBLAIN  :  At  the  time 
when  their  objects  were  legal  and 
praiseworthy. 

8iE  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF: 
were  the  Land  League's  objects  legal 
^^^  praiseworthy  at  the  end  of  1880 
and  the  beginning  of  1881,  when,  as 


the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  informed  them, 
outrages  were  countenanced  by  its 
leaders?  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  the  same  speech  declared 
that— 

''There  was  another  reason  which  weighed 
with  the  Government.  If  the  Land  League 
had  heen  suppressed  in  1881  the  tenants  would 
have  had  no  organization  to  fall  hack  upon.  I 
have  spoken  of  the  avowed  object  of  the  Land 
League.  It  is,  of  course,  no  secret  that  there 
have  heen  in  the  minds  of  tho  leaders  of  the 
agitation  other  objects  of  a  different  character." 

It  had  been  no  secret  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  and  though  it  was  no 
secret  that  they  had  other  objects  they 
were  not  to  be  suppressed.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  interfere 
with  outrages,  or,  at  any  rate,  with  the 
organization  which  countenanced  those 
outrages,  because  he  feared  the  effect  of 
their  suppression  on  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act ;  and  he  would  not  take  steps 
to  put  down  the  Land  League  until  its 
leaders  proclaimed  the  **  no  rent "  prin- 
ciple. Hitherto  they  had  been  given  to 
understand  that  the  right,  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  was  reproached  for  want 
of  vigour  in  his  administration ;  but 
what  they  found  out  now  was  this,  that 
he  was  not  vigorous  in  his  administra- 
tion because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  did  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  g^ve  him  those  powers  which 
had  now  been  conferred  upon  Lord  Spen- 
cer and  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan).  On  the  contrary,  instead  of  in 
any  way  giving  him  the  assistance  that 
he  asked  for,  they  went  and  negotiated 
with  the  very  leaders  of  this  organiza- 
tion, which,  they  now  said,  was  con- 
nected with  outrages,  against  the 
opinion  of  their  Oolleague  in  Ireland, 
against  whom  they  were  writing,  and 
intriguing,  and  caballing  in  this  country. 
They  refused  either  to  give  him  the 
powers  he  urgently  sought  from  them, 
or  to  exact  from  the  prisoners  in  Kil- 
mainham  the  guarantees  which  he  held 
to  be  absolutely  necessary ;  and  while 
murders  and  ''Boycotting"  were  ram- 
pant they  decided  to  postpone  all  legis- 
lation until  they  had  passed  those  Bules 
of  Procedure  which  the  Caucus  had 
dictated  to  their  lUidioal  supporters. 
Was  there  not  still  a  chance  of  a  fresh 
coercion  of  the  House  of  Commons  by 
the  threat  of  disorder  in  Ireland  ?  The 
House  had  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings) 
the  other   day.     They  knew  that  hon. 
Member's  connection  with  the  President 
of  tho  Board  of  Trade.     [Mr.   Cham- 
BEKLAiN  :  What  is  it  ?]  Why,  he  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  travelling  com- 
panion— his  alter  ego ;  and  he  was  known 
in     Birmingham     as    ''  Chamberlain's 
barometer."     The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  stigmatized  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  in  rather  strong  lan- 
guage, and  he  had  been  followed  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.     But  what  guarantee 
had  they,  unless  the  House  expressed 
itself  strongly,  that,  notwithstanding  all 
the  exertions  of  Lord  Spencer  and  the 
present   Chief  Secretary,  the    Govern- 
ment might  not  be  adopting  the  views  and 
advice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
or  that  they  might  not  be  again  traffick- 
ing with    and   taking  into  partnership 
those  whom  they  had  denounced  as  coun- 
tenancing outrage,  in  order  to  stab  a 
Colleague  in  the  back  or  to  carry  some 
measure    of   Heform  ?     After    the   de- 
plorable tragedy  in  the  Phoenix  Park, 
the  Government  were  forced  to  take  a 
now  departure  ;  and  it  was  with  a  view 
of  supporting  that  new  policy  that  the 
present  Amendment  had  been  moved. 
How  signal  had  been  the  defeat  of  the 
party  of  lawlessness  and  disorder  in  the 
Cabinet  might  be  seen  from  the  fact 
that  in  all  the  recent  Ministerial  changes 
the  Radical  element  had  been  relegated 
to  the  inferior  places,  all  the  chief  posts 
being  now  held  by  Earls  and  landlords. 
The  fact  was,  the  great  Hadical  Party 
was  in  a  position  of  exile.     The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  held  positions 
in  the  Government  which  in  the  last 
Ministry  were  occupied  by  men  who  did 
not  sit  in  the  Cabinet.     The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) looked  after  our  railways,  while 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke),    after    a    long    and    successful 
career  at  the  Foreign  Office,  was  rele- 
gated to  the  superintendence  of  drain- 
age.    It  was  the  determination  of  the 
Whigs  to  be  supreme  in  the  Cabinet, 
and  Heaven  knew  what  would  be  said 
by  Mr.  Schnadhorst  when  he  returned 
from  Australia.   The  Caucus  was  crushed 
now  as  much  as  the  Land  Leagiie ;  and 
it  was  because  of  the  triumph  of  the 
Secretary  for  War  and  the  Home  Secre- 
tary over  the    Radicals  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  wished  to  place  on 
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record  the  fact  that  the  policy  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  had  pre- 
vailed. 

Mr.  WILLIS  said,  he  thought  it  was 
unfair  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther),  and  others  to  cheer  the  accu- 
sation that  had  been  made  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chief 
Secretary.  It  should  not  be  forgotton 
that  the  difficulties  that  the  Government 
had  to  deal  with  were  mainly  due  to  the 
neglect  and  apathy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. Had  the  late  Government  brought 
in  additional  powers  when  they  were  in 
Office,  he  ventured  to  say  that  much  of 
the  trouble  that  had  since  arisen  would 
not  have  occurred.  Since  the  present 
Government  came  into  Office  he  con- 
sidered that  they  had  not  received  the 
support  and  assistance  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northoote)  and  his 
Colleagues  which  they  had  a  right  to 
expect.  He  complained  of  the  action  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  and  particularly 
that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Wigtown  (Sir  John  Hay)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  The  for- 
mer  had  brought  forward  a  Motion  for 
the  release  of  the  *'  suspects  "  whilst  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  was 
still  in  Office ;  the  latter  endeavoured  to 
embarrass  the  Government,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  aid  the  landlords  by  en- 
couraging a  scheme  of  purchase  before 
the  rents  could  be  reduced  by  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Land  Act,  and  a  re-sale  to 
the  tenants  on  easy  terms  at  the  expense 
of  the  Public  Exchequer.  Disappointed 
at  the  rupture  of  their  own  alliance 
with  the  Irish  Party,  the  Opposition 
had  invented  a  Treaty.  He  did  not 
believe  there  was  any  foundation  for 
the  statement  made  respecting  that 
transaction ;  but,  even  if  there  was,  he 
should  rejoice  if  it  had  been  the  means 
of  giving  peace  to  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  nothing  short  of  the  total  extinction 
of  the  Land  League  organization  oould 
have  relieved  Ireland  from  the  curse 
which  had  come  upon  it  through  that 
organization.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forpter)  had  always  had  his  support. 
He  never  saw  a  man  treated  in  such  a 
manner  by  hon.  Members.     At  one  mo* 
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ment  he  vas  euperior  to  his  Colleagues 
in  baTJtig  refuBed  to  tampet  with  crime, 
and  at  another  he  had  connived  at  the 
operations  of  the  Land  League  in  order 
to     pass     the    Land    Act.     There    was 
not   a   part  of  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  which  was  not  assailed 
on  one   side  of  the  House  or  the  other 
because,  forsooth,  he  bad  separated  from 
bis  Colleagues.  He  recollected  that  even 
those  irho  were  now  so  anxious  to  laud 
tbeir    rig'bt  hon.  Friend,  as  they  were 
pleased    to  call  him,  were  the  very  men 
who,  just  before  he  retired  from  Office 
and    took    away  with   him    "  the    con- 
science   of    the   Qorernment,"    accused 
him    of   faanng  held    a    private  confe- 
rence     ^ith     the     Sub  -  CommisBioners 
under    tbe  Land  Act  to  instruct  them 
how  they  were  to  carry  out  that  enact- 
ment.     Be  bad  risen    for  the  purpose 
of    protesting    against    the    accusation 
made    against    the    right    hon.    Qen- 
tlemao    that  he  had  allowed  the  Land 
League  to  exist  on  purpose  that  crime 
might  multiply  and  some  Land  Act  be 
obtained.     It   was  an   accusation   alto- 

f  ether  unfounded,  but  had  been  cheered 
y  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock.  It  had  been  asked  why,  if 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  knew  all  he 
did  about  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr,  Pamell),  he  had  not  prose- 
cuted him?  Tbe  answer  was  simple. 
He  knew  that  whatever  charge  he  might 
prefer  against  that  Oentleman,  an  Irish 
jury  would  not  convict  him.  He  had 
expected  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  instead  of  the  vague  phrases 
he  bad  addressed  to  them,  an  expression 
of  bis  determination  to  teach  his  country 
that  no  ffood  could  come  out  of  crimes 
such  as  they  had  seen  ;  and  he  felt  that 
tbe  calamities  of  tbe  Irish  people  would 
Tatber  increase  and  multiply  tuaa  dimi- 
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bis,  what  he  would  call,  post-mortem 
examioation  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forater),  only 
so  far  as  it  had  reference  to  his  state- 
ment that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
forWoodstock(LordItandolph  Churchill) 
had  charged  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
with  conniving  at  cnme  and  agitation  in 
Ireland  in  order  to  gain  his  own  ends. 
He  would  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  was  convicted  out  of  his  own  mouth, 
for  on  Thursday  night,  when  making  his 
violent  philippic,  he  bad  told  them  tbat 
he  had  allowed  the  agitation  to  grow 
upon  the  people  and  the  elements  of  dis- 
cord to  [arise  in  the  country.  He  had 
done  that  because  he  had  known  that  an 
appeal  to  the  country  would  have  been 
detrimental  to  hie  Qovemment.  That 
was  the  moral  line  which  he  would  have 
them  follow.  With  regard  to  the  foul 
aspersions  which  had  been  cast  on  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  to  which  he  personally 
belonged,  he  would  say  that  it  was  with 
feehngs  of  heartfelt  pleasure  that  he  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell). 
He  (Mr.  Metge)  and  the  other  Members 
had  felt  anxious  tbat  the  hon.  Member 
should  make  that  statement,  and  they 
felt  he  bad  answered  completely  the 
charges  which  had  been  brought  against 
him.  He  believed  that  those  foul  asper- 
sions could  not  have  been  justified  in  any 
way  by  the  circumstances  of  tbe  case,  ■ 
and  he  looked  upon  them  as  having  been 
brought  forward  not  ao  much  as  being 
directed  against  the  policy  which  they 
had  inaugurated  in  Ireland,  but  for 
Party  purposes,  and  to  shape  the  poUcy 
of  tbe  Govsmment,  and  to  shape  the 
lines  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
upon  coercion  rather  than  conciliatios. 
He  (Mr.  Medge)  was  proud  to  have  been 
a  very  humble    member    of  tbe  Land 
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Government  which  had  been  brought 
against  them  by  any  Member  of  the 
House.  What  excuse  could  the  Govern- 
ment have,  after  the  statement  that  the 
League  had  been  unconstitutional  from 
the  first,  to  allow  him  and  the  unfor- 
tunate people  of  Ireland  to  join  in  the 
agitation,  believing  they  were  furthering 
agitation  by  Constitutional  methods  ? 
The  charge  which  had  been  brought 
against  the  Land  League  in  the  case 
now  suh  judice  in  Dublin  had  certainly 
given  colourable  strength  to  the  argu- 
ments brought  forward  against  the 
League,  and  he  did  not  want  to  enter 
into  them  for  that  reason,  or  under  cover 
of  the  statement  that  the  evidence  might 
be  false.  He  did  not  wish  to  screen  or 
palliate  in  any  way  the  action  of 
criminals.  No  man  more  than  himself 
would  wish  to  see  those  criminals 
brought  to  justice;  but  they  must  re- 
member, after  all,  that  the  statements  of 
Carey  were  those  of  an  infamous  in- 
former. But,  taking  the  words  of  that 
man  to  be  true,  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  the  circumstances  and  consti- 
tution of  the  Land  League.  They  must 
remember  that  it  extended  its  ramifica- 
tions through  all  parts  of  the  country, 
from  the  east  to  the  west,  and  had  in- 
cluded on  the  roll  of  its  members  persons 
of  all  classes,  including  members  of  the 
landlord  class,  who  had  been  originally 
greatly  opposed  to  its  objects.  In  join- 
ing the  Land  League,  Fenians  could  only 
have  one  of  two  objects  in  view — either 
they  desired  to  affiliate  the  organization 
to  their  own  movement,  which  would 
most  likely  carry  out  their  own  designs, 
or  they  wished  to  break  it  up  altogether 
as  a  Constitutional  movement.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  the  Fenians  did  join  the 
movement,  they  only  did  so  for  the  pur- 
pose of  breaking  it  up,  as  from  first  to 
last  one  object  of  the  Land  League  had 
been  to  obtain  their  ends  by  legitimate 
influences  and  thoroughly  Constitu- 
tional means.  This  was  most  certainly 
the  object  which  the  branch  with  which 
he  happened  to  be  connected  had.  From 
it  they  had  never  departed.  Their  desire 
was  to  benefit  their  unhappy  country. 
They  had  to  benefit  the  tenant  farmer, 
and  whilst  doing  so  they  endeavoured  to 
remove  the  evils  which  caused  crime. 
They  never  failed  to  raise  their  voices  at 
the  same  time  against  crime,  and  in  this 
followed  the  teachings  of  O'Connell  and 
others  who  believed   that  the  greatest 
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enemies  of  their  cause  were  those  who 
committed  crime.     Their  Chief,  the  hon. 
Member  for    the    City   of   Cork   (Mr. 
Parnell),  himself  had  very  forcibly  laid 
down  the  lines  upon   which  the  Land 
League  acted  in  a  speech  in  reply  to 
accusations  of  the  connection  between  it 
and   the  Fenian   movement,   when  he 
denied  most  emphatically  that  any  such 
connection  existed,  and  he  added  that  he 
did  not  believe  the  physical  force  policy 
was  possible  in  Ireland.    He  also  denied 
that  there  was  any  connection,  either 
secret  or  open,  between  the  two  organiza- 
tions, the  Land  League  and  Fenianism. 
This  course  he  himself  and  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  League  had  followed  and 
acted  upon.     He  had  a  sincere  resppct 
for  a  man  who,  believing  that  physical 
force  might  secure  the  regeneration  of 
his  country,  acted  on  those  sentiments ;  but 
he  never  believed  that  such  a  policy  was 
justifiable  in  the  cause  of  Ireland.     He 
did  not  think  even  the  possibility  of  suc- 
cess could  justify  it,  nor  did  he  believe 
that  the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  at 
present  was  sufficiently  bad  to  justify  it. 
Too  much  was  thrown  upon  the  hazard 
of  the  die.     Their  lines  of  action  were 
not  those  of  the  Land  League,  and,  in 
fact,  the  one  organization  was  directly  in 
antagonism  to  the  other.    The   senior 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  thrown  down  a  chal- 
lenge upon  two  points.     Said  he — ''If 
these  things  be  not  so,  show  us  by  what 
means  you  have    endeavoured  to  put 
down  crime;"  and  then — *'  Show  us  by 
what  means  or  methods  you  propose  to 
put  down   crime  in  the  future.''      He 
(the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman) 
accentuated  the  challenge  by  reference 
to  the  refusal  of  Mr.  Egan,  as  treasurer 
of  the    Land    League    Fund,  to    offer 
£1,000  reward  for  the  apprehension  of 
the  Phosniz  Park  murderers.     He  hap- 
pened to  know  the  facts  of  this  matter, 
for  it  was  a  member  of  his  own  branch 
of  the  Land  League  who  suggested  it. 
It  dropped  through  for  the  reason  that 
on   the  very  day  that  the  matter  ap* 
peared    in   the    public    prints  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  stated  in 
the  House  that  such  help  was  not  re- 
quired, and  that  there  was  in  offering 
too  much  as  blood-money  the  danger  of 
holding  out  inducements   to   informers 
to  come   forward,  looking  only  to   the 
reward   without  any  reference   to  the 
consequences.     Such  a  thing  had  oc- 
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curred    before,  and  innocent  men  had 
thereby  lost  their  lives.   Then,  as  to  the 
method   the  Land  League  proposed   to 
prevent  crime  in  the  future,  no  man  de- 
aired  less     than  himself  to  attack  the 
GoTernment,  hecause  he  was  willing  to 
concede  every  Government  the  support 
necessary  to  carry  out  their  function,  and 
to  admit  that  they  were  justified  in  using 
any  means  in  their    power — every  in- 
fluence    to    put  down    crime.      Their 
method,    however,   for  the  redemption 
of    Ireland    was    first    to    take   away 
the    fruitful  causes  of   so  much   evil. 
Let  all  those  be  swept  away,  and  they 
ahoald  be  so  in  the  interests  of  all  classes, 
and  not   of  the  landlord  class — and  he 
belonged  to  it — quite  as  much  as  any 
other,   the  accursed  system  of  agrarian 
crimes  for  which  the  present  landlord 
system  was  as  but  a  drop  in  a  bucket 
compared  with  the  enormities  for  which 
the   eystem  itself  was  responsible.     It 
was  undoubtedly  true  that  owing  to  it, 
family  after  family,  nay,  we  might  say 
whole   peoples,   had  been    driven  out, 
homeless  and  penniless  into  the  world, 
to  meet  death,  or,  still  worse,  degradation 
in  its  lowest  and  worst  forms  in  this 
country   or  in  America.    If,  then,  the 
GK>vemment  really  wished  to  put  down 
crime  in  Ireland  they  ought  at  once  take 
away  this  very  great  evil  which  everyone 
admitted  promoted  crime.     Then  they 
Bhoold  introduce  electoral  reform   and 
place  Ireland  on  an  equality  with  Eng- 
land both  as  to  electoral  and  Constitu- 
tional rights.      Let    them  not  tamper 
with  the  people — let  them  have  some 
confidence  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice.    Of  this  at  present  there  was  none. 
It  was  no  use  their  appealing  to  justice 
— the  law  was,  as  administered,  utterly 
odious  to  them,  for  they  saw  their  argu- 
ments turned  aside,   and  they  had  no 
faith  whatever  in  the  administrators  of 
the  law,  and  instead  of  looking  to  the 
law  to  help  them  they  looked  upon  it  as 
their  unscrupulous  foe.      This  it   was 
which  had  brought  about  the  state  of 
things  which  the  noble   Marquess  (the 
Marquess    of  Hartington)  referred  to 
when  he  said  that  Ireland  with  5,000,000 
presented  a  problem  of  greater  difficulty 
than  that  which  was  connected  with  the 
36,000,000  comprising  the  rest  of  the 
British  Empire.    To  obviate  this  they 
fnust  throw  some  sense  of  responsibility 
into  the  hands  of  the  people.    It  was 
^  ^erjr  well  to  say  that  crime  was  de- 1 


creasing,  and  a  measure  of  peace  had 
been  attained  under  the  present  vigorous 
administration  of  coercion ;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  he  did  not  think  that 
to  be  the  case.  He  believed  the  peace 
that  now  prevailed  in  Ireland  was  only 
apparent.  Undoubtedly  crime  to  a  great 
extent  had  disappeared ;  but  the  spirit  of 
crime  was  there  still,  and  coercion  would 
only  succeed  in  driving  the  disease  more 
deeply  into  the  hearts  of  the  people.  To 
eradicate  the  disease  they  must  take 
away  the  cause.  Such  a  state  of  things 
as  existed  in  Ireland  would  not  for  a 
moment  be  tolerated  in  England.  By  the 
virtual  extinction  of  county  magistrates 
the  last  semblance  of  local  self-govern- 
ment was  swept  from  the  land.  The 
military  state  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  in- 
augurated was  still  continued,  and  the 
men  who  carried  out  these  functions 
were,  as  the  late  Attorney  General  had 
told  them,  under  no  control.  These 
military  men  ruled  the  country,  north 
and  south,  having  no  feelings  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  people,  and  carried  out 
their  duty  with  a  vindictiveness  which 
could  not  be  justified.  But  one  remedy 
only  had  been  offered  in  the  House,  and 
it  was  this.  The  noble  Viscount  ( Yiscoxmt 
Lymington)  had  suggested  emigration ; 
but  to  see  the  effects  of  their  system 
they  must  wait  30  years.  He  would 
create  a  solitude  and  call  it  peace  ;  but, 
apart  from  the  sentimental  view,  there 
was  another  aspect  from  which  it  might 
be  viewed.  From  a  statesmanlike  point 
was  it  desirable  to  extirpate  the  criminals 
from  Ireland,  when  they  might  be  made 
subject  to  the  law,  to  countries  beyond 
the  British  Empire,  where  they  might 
be  a  fruitful  source  of  discord  and  re- 
bellion ?  Then,  how  had  they  succeeded 
with  the  past  from  an  economic  point  of 
view?  During  the  10  years  between 
1870  and  1880  over  260,000  people  had 
emigrated  from  the  Irish  shores.  No 
douDt,  hon.  Members  would  say,  *^  So 
much  to  the  good,''  and  "  there  are  less 
people  to  fear  and  so  much  less  discon- 
tent ; "  but  what  were  the  facts  ?  Dur- 
ing the  eight  years  between  1874  and 
1882,  land  to  the  extent  of|500, 000  acres 
had  been  thrown  out  of  cultivation. 
Thus,  for  every  person  driven  from  their 
shores,  two  acres  of  land  had  been 
thrown  out  of  cultivation.  They  were, 
therefore,  in  a  worse  position  than  they 
were  before.  The  noble  Viscount's  system 
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oould  only  succeed  in  the  complete  ex- 
termination of  the  Irish  people.  He 
also  wished  them  to  look  at  the  question 
from  a  scientific'  point  of  view.  There 
was  one  other  point  to  which  he  would 
desire  to  refer.  The  Oovernment  was 
most  enthusiastic  in  carrying  out  its 
coercive  laws.  What  had  it  done  for 
the  distress  that  had  again  visited  the 
northern  and  westetn  parts  of  the  coun- 
try? They  hold  that  on  philosophic 
principles  it  would  be  demoralizing  to 
give  the  people  relief.  But  if  it  was 
supposed  to  be  demoralizing  in  Ireland 
to  give  a  man  holding  a  certain  amount 
of  land,  outdoor  relief,  why  was  it  not 
demoralizing  in  England  also  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  question 
of  outdoor  relief  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Amendment  on  the  Address. 

Mb.  METGE  said,  that  the  object  he 
had  in  view  was  to  reply  to  the  challenge 
of.  the  senior  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket)  as  to  what  the 
Irish  Party  had  to  propose;  and  after 
the  Land  Question  there  was  no  more 
important  subject  to  which  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  than  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland 
and  the  assimilation  of  the  law  relating 
to  outdoor  relief  with  that  of  England  ; 
but  he  would  not  pursue  the  matter  fur- 
ther, beyond  asking  what  could  begained 
in  a  Christian  land  by  offering  to  a 
starving  people  empty  officialism  instead 
of  granting  that  relief  which  humanity 
would  dictate  ? 

Colonel  O'BEIENE  said,  he  wished 
to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  the  Irish 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Although,  as  everbody  knew,  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  had  been  a  failure,  it  was 
only  just  to  admit  that  he  went  to 
Ireland  animated  with  the  best  inten- 
tions, and  still  entertained  the  best  in- 
tentions towards  the  country.  With 
regard  to  the  present  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, it  was  a  matter  of  regret, 
he  thought,  that  no  mention  was  made 
in  the  Address  of  the  distress  that  at 
present  prevailed  in  Ireland.  It  was 
nonsense  to  ignore  the  fact  that  there 
were  hundreds  of  families  in  every 
county  of  two  Provinces  suffering  sore 
distress,  amounting  almost  to  starvation. 
He  regretted  that  the  Gt>vemment  had 
not  intimated  their  intention  to  devote 
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a  certain  amount  of  public  money  for 
the  promotion  of  public  works.     Offer- 
ing the  poorhouse  to  starving  families 
was  pure  mockery,  because  the  poor- 
house    was  an  intolerable  place.     He 
did  not  think  the  Crimes  Act  had  been 
worked  unjustly  in  any  part  of  Ireland. 
They  could  not  say  it  had  been  vindic- 
tively used,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  although  there  had  been  about  20 
murders,  only  eight  or  nine  men  had 
paid  the  penalty  of  their  crimes,  and 
justly  paid  that  penalty,  on  the  scaffold. 
He  had  never  heard  a  single  complaint 
about  the  Crimes  Act  being  misused, 
and  believed  it  had  not  caused  any  public 
inconvenience.     It  had  given  liberty  of 
action  to  every  man  to  do  what  he  had 
a  right  to  do.    As  an  Irish  Member,  he 
thought  that  thanks  were  due  to  Earl 
Spencer  for  his  energetic  but  moderate 
administration  of  that  Act.     Nor  could 
it  fairly  be   said  that  convictions  had 
been  obtained  by  means  of  packed  juries. 
There  might  have  been  a  large  propor- 
tion of  Protestants  on  the  juries,  but  he 
did   not    think    they    entertained    any 
religious   animosity  against    Catholics, 
and  he  believed  they  would  always  give 
a  true  verdict  according  to  the  evidence. 
The  Government  was  the  best  judge  of 
whether  certain  public  meetings  would 
lead  to  outrage,  and  in  regard  to  public 
meetings  they  had  not  exercised  their 

Eowers  unfairly.  For  his  own  part  he 
eld  that  the  country,  so  far  from  de- 
nouncing the  Act,  ought  to  be  grateful 
for  its  existence,  if  only  because  it  ren- 
dered possible  the  punishment  of  out- 
rage-mongers. He  confessed  that,  now 
that  the  Land  League  was  dead  and 
gone,  he  had  little  curiosity  as  to  the 
objects  on  which  its  funds  had  been 
spent,  though  its  balance-sheet,  if  pub- 
lished, would  not  be  without  interest. 
It  was  more  important  just  now  to  learn 
whether  the  new  National  League,  the 
successor  of  the  Land  League,  was  not 
an  illegal  body — a  point  on  which,  as  it 
seemed  to  him,  the  statements  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  were  contradictory.  He 
had  his  mind  made  up  to  vote  against 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  ECEOYD  said,  with  regard  to 
the  remarkable  speech  delivered  at  the 
commencement  of  the  evening  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell),  he  was  sure  they  must 
all  feel  that  it  would  have  been  very 
much  more  satisfactory  to  the  House 
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and   to  the  countiy,   if  his   exposition 
of   the    relations     between    the   Land 
League  and  those,  whoever  they  might 
be,  who  engaged  in  outrages  and  mur- 
ders had  been  more  full  and  more  ex- 
plicit.    He  would  onlj  make  one  other 
observation  with  regard  to  that  speech. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  accused  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  of  something 
like  9uppre94%o  vert.     If  he  was  correctly 
informed,  he   could   not  free  the  hon. 
Member    for    the   City  of   Cork   from 
liability   to    a  like  charge.     With  re- 
gard to  the  newspaper    United  Ireland, 
he  had  said  that  the  objectionable  head- 
ings which  appeared  to  certain  articles 
daring  the  imprisonment  of  the  editor 
— the   hon.    Member  for  Mallow   (Mr. 
0*Brien) — ceased  to  appear  immediately 
on  the  liberation  of  the  hon.  Member 
from,  imprisonment.     But  he  was  told 
that  the   change    simply  amounted  to 
this.     One  of  the  objectionable  head- 
ings was  *'  Incidents  of  the  Campaign," 
and  when  the  editor  was  released  firom 
prison  it   was  altered  to   "  The   Cam- 
paign."    He  could  not  believe  that  any 
Mem^ber  would  conceive  that  there  was 
much  credit  in  such  an  alteration  as  that. 
He  wished  briefly  to  express  his  views 
on  the  Amendment  before  the  House. 
He  was   sure  that  he  spoke  the  senti- 
ments of  those  amongst  whom  he  sat, 
and  with  whom  he  was  accustomed  to 
act,  when  he  said  that  their  expres- 
sions of  approval  and  admiration  of  the 
recent  administration  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land by  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary were  sincere  and  hearty.     They 
did  not  wish  to  take  any  course  or  to 
say  a  single  word  which  might  have  the 
effect  of  weakening  that  administration, 
or  of  embarrassing  the  conduct' of  affairs 
in  Ireland  now  when  strenuous  endea- 
Tours  were  being  made  to  restore  that 
coontry  to  peace  and   order.     Neither 
were  they  of   opinion  that    the   only 
course  to  be  taken  with  Ireland  was  a 
ooorse  of  constant  repression  and  denial 
of  reforms.     But,  whilst  approving  the 
present  course  of  administration,  they 
could  not  shat  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
there  had  been  many  incidents  in  this 
Government's  past  management  of  Ire- 
land which  led  to  a  continual  state  of 
watchfulness  and  fear  lest  anything  ap- 
proaching  the    same    character  should 
again  occur.     They  were  bound  to  keep 
ia  mind  the  whole  history  of  the  Irish 


administration  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment since  it  came  into  power.  They 
could  not  believe  that  their  neglect  to 
carry  out  precautionary  measures  during 
the  first  nine  months  of  their  tenure  of 
Office  could  ever  be  justified.  During 
that  period  it  was  well  known  to  the 
Government  that  great  danger  was  aris- 
ing from  seeds  of  mischief  already  exist- 
ing, and  which  they  said  had  existed 
during  a  portion  of  the  Administration 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  If  that  was  so, 
it  was  cause  for  very  strong  condem- 
nation of  the  course  persistently  taken 
by  the  Government  during  that  critical 
period.  He  could  not  refrain  from 
alluding  to  a  speech  made  during  that 
very  period  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  at 
Birmingham,  at  the  opening  of  a  new 
Liberal  Club  on  the  16th  November, 
1880.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
reported  to  have  said  that,  although 
there  was  wide-spread  discontent  arising 
with  regard  to  existing  laws,  it  was  not 
the  first  duty  of  the  Government  to 
maintain  peace  and  order,  but  that 
whilst  the  forces  opposed  to  peace  and 
order  were  proceeding  to  organize  them- 
selves, it  was  their  duty,  before  taking 
any  steps  of  repression,  to  examine  into 
and  try  to  remedy  the  grievances  com- 
plained of,  and  which  were  made  the 
excuses  for  disorder.  A  principle  more 
entirely  subversive  of  all  law  and  order 
than  the  one  contained  in  that  speech, 
he  thought  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  formulate.  They  were  per- 
fectly conscious  that  there  had  been  all 
along  two  forces  at  work  in  the  Ad- 
ministration —  one,  he  was  happy  to 
believe,  a  most  influential  and  powerful 
force,  at  all  times  ready,  in  the  first 
place,  to  assert  the  majesty  of  the  law, 
and  then  willing  to  lend  an  ear  to  all 
real  grievances :  and  the  other  holding 
and  endeavouring  to  carry  into  action 
the  pernicious  principles  set  forth  in  the 
speech  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  object  of  Members  who 
supported  the  Amendment  was  not  to 
weaken  the  hands  of  Lord  Spencer. 
They  wished  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  wiser  and  firmer  section  of  the  Ad- 
ministration ;  but,  whilst  those  still 
remained  in  Office  who,  in  their  opi- 
nion, had  been  mainly  responsible  for 
the  miseries  and  disasters  that  had 
followed  each  other  so  quickly  during 
the  last  few  years,  and  who  had  para- 
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lyzed  the  firmer  elementa  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  when  they  ought  to  have 
most  diligently  asserted  the  majesty  of 
the  law,  Members  of  the  Opposition 
found  it  necessary  to  raise  an  indignant 
protest  against  the  advocates  of  a  policy 
which  had  produced  such  evils  before 
and  might  do  the  like  again.  Those  who 
had  been  the  cause  of  weakness  still 
remained  in  the  Administration.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  got  rid  of 
the  man  who  was  supremely  right  in 
the  spring  of  1882,  and  who  then  stood 
forth  as  the  resolute  defender  of  law 
and  order,  and  Members  of  the  Opposi- 
tion wished  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  as  promptly  get  rid  of 
those  who,  as  they  fully  believed,  had 
weakened  the  administration  of  the  law. 
If  the  Government  would  purge  them- 
selves of  that  element,  Members  opposite 
would  be  able  to  give  to  the  present 
Administration  of  Ireland  a  more  un- 
qualified support.  From  a  desire  that 
the  mind  of  the  country  should  l>e  set 
at  rest  on  this  point,  and  not  be  sub- 
ject to  future  surprises  of  like  nature  to 
the  Kilmainham  negotiations,  he  should 
give  a  hearty  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mr.  BUXTON  said,  that,  as  an  inde- 
pendent Member  sitting  above  the  Gang- 
way, he  desired  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment. He  believed  the  debate  was  one 
that  was  calculated  to  intensify  disaffec- 
tion in  Ireland.  The  Amendment,  if 
carried,  must  put  an  end  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  Lord  Spencer.  When  it  was 
said  that  was  not  its  object,  the  question 
was  raised  whether  it  was  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  traditions  of  the 
House  to  put  forward  an  Amendment 
for  the  purpose  of  damaging  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  expectation  that  it 
would  not  be  carried.  It  was  difficult 
to  reconcile  the  terms  of  the  Amendment 
with  the  passages  of  the  Address  which 
would  be  left  untouched  by  the  Amend- 
ment, and  by  the  adoption  of  which 
satisfaction  would  be  expressed  at  the 
improvement  in  the  socieu  condition  of 
Ireland.  The  Conservatives  were  in  high 
glee  because  they  thought  they  saw  a 
little  division  of  opinion  on  the  Liberal 
Benches,  which  promised  to  be  of  use 
to  them.  He  did  not  believe,  however, 
that  there  was  the  slightest  ground  for 
their  joy,  inasmuch  as  the  dight  diffe- 
rence of  opinion  that  formerly  existed 
between  the  late  Chief  Secretary  and 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  was  of  very 
small  moment.  It  simply  concerned  the 
policy  of  the  Government  for  about  10 
days,  and  they  all  on  that  side  of  the 
House  now  united  in  approving  the 
present  policy.  This  evening,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  disclaimed  all  knowledge 
of  certain  statements  published  in  Untied 
Ireland,  on  the  plea  that  when  they  ap- 
peared he  was  actually  in  Kilmainham. 
Gaol ;  but,  surely,  after  his  release  he 
might  have  read  what  had  been  printed 
in  the  paper  during  his  incarceration. 
But  on  the  2nd  of  June  in  last  year  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  in  prison ;  and 
when  he  (Mr.  Buxton)  called  attentiozi 
to  the  report  of  a  speech  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  the  ultimate 
aim  and  object  of  the  Land  League  as  the 
separation  of  England  from  Ireland,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  rose  in  his  place  to  ask 
where  the  report  appeared.  The  autho- 
rity was  given  to  him,  but  he  never  dis- 
avowed the  statement.  This  was  a  serious 
time,  and  they  ought  to  show  a  united 
front.  He  thought  it  would  be  more 
dignified  if  Members  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  would  assist  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  They  were  dealing  with 
no  light  matter;  and,  with  the  view  of 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  should  give  his  strenuous  oppo- 
sition to  the  Amendment. 

LoED  CLAUD  HAMILTON:  Sir,  it 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  that  hon.  Members  of 
the  Opposition  should  either  cease  their 
opposition  to  the  Address  or  cease  to 
support  the  Amendments  that  are  put 
down  if  they  do  not  intend  to  carry  them. 
Well,  I  have  no  doubt  I  have  seen 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  voting 
on  Amendments  which,  at  least,  were 
not  intended  to  strengthen  the  hands  of 
the  Government. 

Mb.  BUXTON :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  rise  to  Order.  I  did  not  say 
it  was  a  peculiar  thing  that  Amendments 
should  be  moved  by  a  Party  that  had 
no  hope  of  carrying  them.  I  said  they 
shoula  only  move  an  Amendment  which 
they  wished  to  have  carried,  and  which, 
if  carried,  would  advance  the  objects 
they  had  in  view. 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  am 
sorry  I  misunderstood  the  hon.  (Gentle- 
man ;  but  I  can  assure  him  that  I  quite 
understand  the  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment.   The  object  of  this  Amendment| 
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8o  far  as  I  know  it — I  was  no  party  to 
ft — was  to  procure  a  discussion  on  the 
question  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
end  was  intended  to    strengthen    the 
hands  of  the  Goyemment.     Not  for  the 
first  time  in  our  experience  of  the  Go- 
vemmenty  the  Leaders  believe  that  un- 
less they  receive  at  this  moment  strong 
expressions  of  opinion  from  the  House 
and  the  country  in  favour  of  the  later 
policy  which  they  have  been  pursuing 
in  Ireland,  they  miffht  in  a  moment  of 
weakness  be  urgea — by  those  in   the 
Cabinet  and  those  below  the  Gangway 
on  the  side  of  the  Houee  hostile  to  the 
policy  —  once   more  to  abandon   their 
policy  in  favour  of  some  such  arrange- 
ment as  that  which  is  caUed  the  Kil- 
mainham   Treaty.    It  was  solely  with 
that  object  that  this  Amendment  was 
put  forward.     Sir,  I  think  we  have  suc- 
ceeded in  eliciting  from  this  House  an 
expression   of  opinion  most   valuable; 
and,  after  the  remarkable  speech  of  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  I,  for  one,  should  not  be  in 
the  least  sorry  if  this  Amendment  were 
withdrawn.     Its  object  has  been  served, 
and  I  think  the  hands    of  Her    Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  already  been 
immensely  strengthened.    I  should  like 
to  allude  to  one  or  two  remarks  which 
have  fallen  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the    Home  Secretary,  the  noble 
Marquess,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  and  the  Home  Secretary,  both 
in  the  course  of  their  speeches,  charged 
the  Opposition  with  not  having  sup- 
pressed the  Land  League  in  its  earlier 
stages.    They  stated,  as  a  fact,  that  the 
Land  League  existed  in  the  time  of  the 
late  Government,   and  that  it    should 
have  been  dealt  with  and  coped  with  at 
that  time.    And  I  was  much  struck  with 
an  observation  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
that  what  first  gave  the  Land  League 
power  in  Ireland  was  the  encouragement 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  got  in  this  House,  which  enabled 
him  to  cope  with  the  Government  and 
the  constituted  authorities  of  the  House. 
^ow,  Sir,  the  Members  returned  in  the 
last  Parliament  were  fully  conversant 
vith  the  power  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  had  obtained.    I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  some- 


what cognizant  of  those  facts.  We,  who 
sat  then  on  that  side  of  the  House,  with 
all  the  responsibilities  of  government  on 
our  shoulders,  knew  how  the  Irish  Party 
below  the  Gangway  received  assistance 
and  advice  from  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  occasion- 
ally of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchv 
of  Lancaster ;  and  we  knew  full  well  if, 
at  that  time,  we  had  attempted  to  deal 
with  the  Land  League,  which  had  just 
commenced,  a  large  part  of  the  Liberal 
Party  would  not  have  joined  with  us  in 
our  endeavour  to  suppress  what  they 
called  **  Constitutional  agitation,"  for  I 
know  it  was  in  my  own  constituency  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  stated 
that  at  its  commencement  the  objects 
of  the  Land  League  were  praiseworthy. 
Well,  Sir,  now  to  charge  us  with  not 
putting  down  what  has  since  turned  out 
to  be  a  conspiracy,  but  which  from 
Members  of  their  own  Cabinet  they  say 
was  praiseworthy  at  the  time,  is  a  charge 
lam  surprised  the  noble  Marquess  shoiud 
have  brought  against  us.  Now,  the 
noble  Marquess  also  said — and  it  was  a 
statement  which  greatly  surprised  me 
also — that  we  did  not  give  assistance  to 
the  Government,  when  they  brought  in 
the  Arrears  Act  and  the  Land  Act.  I 
entirely  dispute  that  statement.  At  the 
time  the  Arrears  Act  was  passed,  it  is 
quite  possible  many  Conservatives  ad- 
mitted the  necessity  for  such  a  measure, 
but  the  necessity  for  the  passage  of  such 
a  measure  came  about  by  the  mal-ad- 
ministration  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. We  have  it  on  the  authority  of 
the  Duke  of  Argyll,  that  when  they  came 
into  Office  they  never  thought  of  intro- 
ducing a  Land  Bill ;  and  it  was  only  the 
commencement  of  the  Land  League, 
with  whom  the  President  of  the  Board 
had  acted,  that  gave  the  necessity  for 
the  introduction  of  the  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  denies 
that  he  had  ever  received  assistance  at 
the  hands  of  his  Colleagues.  We  all 
know  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
though  he  is  of  a  rugged  exterior,  is  of 
a  large  and  a  kind  heart,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  he  would  be  the  last  one  to  ffiTe 
bad  treatment  to  his  Colleagues.  The 
noble  Marquess  last  night  endeavoured 
to  dispute  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  J. 
Lowther),  that  certain  (Colleagues  of  the 
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right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  used  clandestine  negotiations 
behind  his  back ;  but  at  the  same  time, 
Sir,  the  noble  Marquess  stated  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  so  often  in 
Ireland  at  that  time  that  he  must  have 
been  in  ignorance  of  what  was  going  on 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Cabinet  dealing 
in  the  Crimes  Bill.  If  he  was,  I  think 
he  ought  to  have  seen  that  it  was  pos- 
sible, and  even  probable,  that  there 
were  clandestine  negotiations  going  on 
behind  his  back.  Now,  we  were  not 
oblivious  to  the  fact  that  early  last 
spring  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  was  seen  in  constant  communica- 
tion with  the  authorities  of  the  House 
in  the  Lobby  of  this  House,  and  with 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party.  I  believe 
there  were  negotiations  prior  to  the  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  the 
Kilmainham  Treaty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  has  always  from  his  earliest 
history  been  given  to  intrigue — I  do  not 
impute  to  him  anything  improper — in 
Birmingham,  the  centre  of  that  great 
Caucus  of  which  he  was  originator,  and 
of  which,  I  believe,  he  was  one  of  the 
principal  agitators.  The  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman makes  us  think  that  he  must 
be  the  person  which  the  late  Charles 
Dickens  had  in  his  eye  when  he  drew  the 
character  of  the  Artful  Dodger  in  Olvoer 
Twiit,  I  foel  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  was 
quite  right  when  he  said  clandestine 
negotiations  were  going  on  behind  the 
back  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary,  which 
at  last  culminated  in  his  leaving  Ofhce. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  proved  one  of  two  things 
in  this  House  about  which  there  was 
formerly  a  doubt.  He  proved  conclu- 
sively that  the  Arrears  Bill  formed  part 
of  the  compact  called  the  Kilmainham 
Treaty.  That  was  a  matter  which  had 
never  been  denied,  but  about  which 
many  of  us  had  considerable  doubts.  It 
was  not  denied  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  it  may  now  be  taken  as  an  accepted 
fact.  The  Home  Secretary  began  his 
speech  by  saying  that  the  improvement 
of  Ireland  was  due  to  mainly  two  causes. 
One  of  those,  he  said,  was  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  policy  that  was  disputed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford, 
but  re-asserted  by  the  noble  Marquess. 
It  may  be  correct  or  not  correct ;  but  I 
would  ask  this  question  of  Her  Majesty's 
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Government.  They  have  stated  that  they 
were  enabled  to  cope  with  the  disorder 
and  crime  in  Ireland.     What   powers 
did  they  require  to  amend  the   police 
system  ?   Did  they  require  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament ?     They  knew  that  by  a  stroke 
of  the  pen — an  Order  in  Council — they 
would  have  been  able  to  have  effected 
any  re-organization  of  the  police  they 
desired,  such  as  they  have  now,  and 
therefore  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  this  was  due  to  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  police  is  the  strongest  con- 
demnation of  their  own  government.    It 
shows    that  the  Government    for  two 
years  and  a-half  neglected  that  organ- 
ization.    The  Chief  Secretary  said  to- 
night that  the  release  of  the  ''suspects" 
was  one  of  the  acts  we  challenged  at  the 
time  of  the  Kilmainham  Treaty,  and 
that  it  did  no  harm.     He  did  not  say  it 
did  any  good,  or  that  it  had  answered 
the  expectations  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  he  said  it  did  no  harm. 
I  would  like  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, as  Michael  Davitt  is  now  in 
prison  why  was  he  re-arrested  ?     All  we 
know  is,  it  was  part  of  the  Elilmainham 
Treaty  that  his  release  followed.  Micbad 
Davitt  went  immediately  afterwards  to 
Manchester,   Birmingham,   and    Liver- 
pool, and  delivered  incendiary  speeches 
against    the    Government    which   had 
shown  him  such  clemency.     He  has  all 
the  winter  tried  to  get  up  an  agitation, 
and  once  more  they  have  been  com- 
pelled to  put  him  in  prison ;  and  when 
they  say  that  the  Kilmainham  Treaty 
has  done  no  harm,  I  say,  either  a  gpx>88 
injustice   has  been  done  to  Davitt  or 
the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  - 
for  Ireland  is  wrong.     The  Amendment 
has  been  condemned  not  only  by  the 
right   hon.   Gentleman,    but  by  many 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  have  only  to  state,  as  I  said  before, 
that  this  Amendment  would  strengthen 
their  hands.     We   should  be  the  last 
people  to  act  disloyally  to  our  consti- 
tuents or  to  the  Queen's  Government, 
and  when  we  are  questioned  we  can 
appeal  to  our  conduct  for  the  last  two 
years  and  a-half,  and  I  think  the  charge 
which  is  now  made  that  we  are  endea- 
vouring  by   every  possible  means  to 
hamper  or  in  any  way  embarrass  Her 
Majesty's  Government    in  their   Irish 
administration,  it  falls  to  the  ground. 
What  we  want  is  the  past  experience  of 
the  Government  to  teach  them  wisdoia 
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in  the   work.     We  want  them  to  con- 
tiQue  Rrni  in  the  administration  of  the 
law  ;    not  again  to  tamper  or  negotiate 
with   persons  suspected  of  treason  and 
sedition.     The  Chief  Secretary  says — 
' '  Have  patience  in  dealing  with  crime ; 
have  patience  in  dealing  with  remedial 
measares."    I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  hut  there  is  one  thing  more 
than  patience  for  Ireland,  and  we  hope 
for  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  that  is,  a 
bold  and  firm  Goyemment.    If  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  go  and  inquire,  he  will 
find  it  is  not  legislation  that  they  require. 
All  they  ask  is  to  be  left  alone.     [Home 
Rule   cheers,^    If  the  hon.   Gentlemen 
cheer  that  remark — I  mean  "  to  be  left 
alone" — I  suppose  they  allude  to  the 
Crimes  Act;  but  there  is  another  thing — 
they  cannot  follow  their  avocations  of 
peace.     It  rests  with  the  Party  opposite 
to  carry  out  Her  Majesty's  programme. 
I  think  those  who  live  there  and  have 
the  great  interest  of  the  country  at  heart, 
know  full  well  that  there  is  little  to  be 
hoped  for  in  the  future  of  that  country ; 
but  still,  though  the  social  and  political 
spirits  of  the  country   are   enough  to 
make  many  men  shudder,  we  who  live 
in  Ireland  know  that  from  a  material 
point  of  view  there  has  been  in  the  last 
10  or  15  years  a  great  and  vast  improve- 
ment.     Those  improvements   will    in- 
crease if  the  Government — whether  they 
consist  of  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  or  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House — would  but  lend  a  deaf  ear  to 
agitators  and  would  keep  on  the  onward 
path — before  they  listen  to   agitators, 
before  they  attempt  to  bring  force  or 
remedial  legislation,  before  they  attempt 
to  pass  any  further  measures  of  any  sort 
or  kind  for  Ireland,  they  will  first  of  all 
uphold  the  law,  and  to  the  best  of  their 
powers  see  that  the  administration  of 
the  law  is  firm,  just,  and  impartial. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  regretted  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place  during  the 
past  few  days  as  disastrous  to  the  peace 
and  welfare  of  Ireland,  as,  in  his  opi- 
nion, it  would  arouse  again  the  passions 
of  the  people,  which  had  almost  sub- 
sided.   The  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
(Mr.  Gorst)  knew  very  little  by  experi- 
ence of  Ireland ;  and,  while  he  pre- 
tended to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
Oovornment,   ho  (Mr.   Dickson)  could 
B&y»  as  an  Irish  Member,  that  its  ten- 
dency would  be  to  weaken  the  hands 
of  the  Irish  Executire,  and  to  play  into 


the  hands  of  the  party  of  discontent 
and  disaffection  in  Ireland.  In  con- 
nection with  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  Act,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House  he  had  given  that  Act  all  the 
opposition  in  his  power.  He  had  always 
maintained  that  the  locking  up  of  un- 
tried men  would  not  grapple  with  crime, 
but  would  tend  to  its  increase.  He 
had  been  confirmed  in  that  impres- 
sion by  paying  a  visit  to  an  Irish 
prison,  where  he  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  40  or  50  ''  suspects  "  gathered 
together.  When  he  saw  and  conversed 
with  'those  men,  and  noticed  that  they 
had  come  from  different  parts  of  Ireland, 
some  implicated  in  murder  and  others  in 
crimes  of  a  lighter  degree — and  noticed 
that  they  were  conversing  together, 
and  laying  their  plans  for  the  future, 
he  had  said  to  himself  that  the  impri- 
sonment of  the  900  men  as  ''suspects" 
was  laying  the  foundation  of  unhappy 
events  which  would  bring  suffering  to 
Ireland  for  many  a  day  to  come.  He 
had,  however,  the  satisfaction  of  hearing 
the  Home  Secretary  on  Tuesday  last 
admit  that  the  Act  had  been  a  failure, 
and  that  the  imprisonment  of  the  "  sus- 
pects" without  trial  had  also  resulted 
in  failure.  Although  he  had  opposed 
that  Act  he  had  voted  for  and  supported 
the  Crimes  Act,  because  he  believed 
that  it  was  an  Act  directed  against  secret 
societies  and  against  assassination  conspi- 
racies, and  thereby  going  to  the  very  root 
of  the  Irish  difficulty..  In  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act,  Lord  Spencer  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ire!  and  deserved — and 
he  believed  received — the  support  of  every 
right-minded  man  in  Ireland.  After 
nine  months  of  patient  investigation  and 
anxious  hard  work,  such  as  had  fallen 
to  the  lot  of  few  Irish  Administrators, 
they  had  succeeded  at  last  in  tracing 
crime  to  its  source,  and  laid  bare  to  the 
country  and  the  world  one  of  the  foulest 
and  most  hideous  conspiracies  against 
life  ever  formed  in  any  country,  and  the 
Irish  officials,  especially  Mr.  Jenkinson, 
deserved  the  greatest  credit  for  having 
unmasked  the  secret  societies  which  had 
been  established  in  the  country.  He 
believed  that  the  present  was  not 
the  time  to  weaken  or  embarrass  the 
hands  of  the  Executive,  when  every 
patriotic  Irishman,  Liberaland  Conserva- 
tive, should  rally  round  and  sustain  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  the  arduous  and  dangerous  positions 
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in  whioh  they  were  placed,  and  do  their 
best  to  enable  them  to  administer  the 
law  with  firmness.  He  must  confess, 
however,  that  he  had  been  disappointed 
at  the  announcement  that  had  been  made 
in  "  another  place  "  by  a  noble  Lord,  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  at  the 
hints  which  had  been  dropped  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  to  the  effect  that 
there  was  to  be  no  legislation  of  im- 

Eortance  relating  to  Ireland  introduced 
y  the  Qt>yernment  during  the  present 
Session,  and  this  in  the  face  of  the  ad- 
mitted defects  which  existed  in  the  Land 
Act.  He  would  appeal  to  the  Ghovem* 
ment  and  the  House  not  to  allow  a 
year  to  pass  and  the  moderate  demands 
from  Ireland  and  Ulster  to  be  put 
aside.  He  would  ask  them  not  to  com- 
mit the  fatal  blunder  that  was  made 
after  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  passed, 
when,  although  its  defects  were  made 
manifest,  1 1  years  had  been  allowed  to 
lapse  before  they  were  remedied.  During 
that  1 1  years  discontent  and  disaffection 
ripened  into  revolt,  from  the  effects 
of  which  Ireland  was  suffering  to-day. 
He  would  ask  the  House  to  try  and  act 
differently  in  the  future.  Ireland  had 
never  gained  anything,  unhappily,  in 
the  past,  except  by  agitation;  but  he 
would  say,  for  Heaven's  sake,  *'  Make  a 
new  departure."  The  reform  of  Grand 
Juries  and  County  Boards  was  urgently 
required ;  and,  as  an  Irish  Member,  he 
would  say  to  the  Government,  "  Do  not 
delay  too  long  in  giving  us  these  neces- 
sary reforms." 

Mr.  BLAKE  considered  that  in  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland  it  was  not 
creditable  to  one  of  the  great  Parties  of 
the  State  to  bring  forward  an  Amend- 
ment of  the  kind  moved  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst) .  Both  Parties  were  responsible  for 
the  grievances  under  which  Ireland  still 
suffered,  and  it  should  be  as  much  the 
duty  of  the  Tory  Party  to  redress  those 
grievances,  instead  of  trying  to  em- 
barras  the  Government  in  the  efforts 
they  were  making  to  that  end.  The 
Amendment  spoke  of  concession  to  law- 
less agitation;  but,  although  he  knew 
nothing  about  the  so-oalled  IQlmainham 
Treaty,  as  he  was  neither  in  the  confi- 
dence of  the  hon.  Member  for  Clare  or 
the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party,  he  believed 
that  whatever  concession  the  Govern- 
ment had  made  on  that  occasion  had  been 
made  with  tho  view,  not  of  coming  to 


terms  with  lawlessness,  but  of  restoring 
peace  and  order  by  the  promise  of  intro- 
duciDg  remedial  measures.  Believing 
that,  he  would  certainly  take  no  other 
course  than  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment. The  speeches  which  had  been 
delivered  during  that  debate  showed 
that  were  the  Tory  Party  in,  no  conces- 
sions would  be  made  to  Ireland.  It  was 
only  just  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  declare  that  the  measures  relating  to 
the  land  system  of  Ireland  which  they 
had  introduced  had  gone  a  long  way  to 
remedy  the  defects  in  that  system,  and  to 
contribute  to  the  future  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  the  country. 

SiE  DONALD  CUEEIE  said,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  downj  that  the  prolongation 
of  this  debate  was  in  every  respect 
most  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the 
Empire.  What  was  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment?  It  meant  cripphng  the 
action  of  the  Queen's  Government  in  a 
crisis  such  as  they  were  now  in.  It 
meant,  if  that  House  passed  the  Amend- 
ment, a  Vote  of  Condemnation  on  the 
Government  of  Ireland  as  carried  on  by 
the  Queen's  Ministry;  it  meant  dis- 
order ;  and  he  would,  if  he  had  any 
influence,  in  the  interests  of  Ireland 
and  of  his  own  Party,  urge  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst) 
should  not  press  it  to  a  division.  What 
did  the  Amendment  impugn?  It  im- 
pugned good  order  and  government  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  most  dangerous  to 
call  that  in  question  at  this  crisis.  As 
a  Member  for  a  Scottish  constituency, 
he  ventured  to  assert  that  they  ought  not 
to  prolong  this  discussion,  or  continue 
it  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  had  been 
carried  on,  but  pass  as  swiftly  as  pos- 
sible to  the  practical  purposes  of  legisla- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  beside  him  (Mr. 
T.  A.  Dickson)  had  advanced  a  sug- 
gestion of  practical  importance.  He 
wanted  something  really  practical.  But 
this  Amendment  was  merely  a  condem- 
nation by  a  side  wind  of  the  Govern- 
ment action  in  the  past  by  reference 
to  what  might  be  their  action  in  the 
future,  and  that  was  not  a  practical 
course.  They  had  discussed  the  Land 
League  in  the  House.  He  had  no  great 
regard  for  the  purposes  of  the  Land 
League.  They  had  not  been,  in  his 
humble  judgment,  for  the  national  inte- 
rest. They  had  not  tended  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  Ireland.    It  meant  disorder 
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— it  meant  Socialism,  Gommunism,  and, 
indeed,  an  utter  subveraion  of  authority. 
Whatever  the  object  of  the  Land  League, 
it  was  not  his  office  to  condemn  it ;  it 
would  be  judj^ed  by  the  country  after 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  What 
they  had  to  consider  was  the  interest  of 
the  Empire  ;  and  in  the  interest  of  Ire- 
land itself,  and  the  interest  of  the  Go- 
Tomment  as  a  Government  in  Ireland, 
and  of  the  Queen's  Government  as  the 
Government  of  the  day,  he  hoped  that 
tho  House  would  proceed  to  the  practical 
purposes  of  legislation,  and  leave  alone 
those  Party  objects  which  might  be 
served  by  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham. 

Mb.  SCHEEIBEE  :  I  am  sure.  Sir, 
we  all  heard  with  sincere  pleasure  the 
announcement  made  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
that  the  Prime  Minister's  health  is  re- 
established, and  that  in  less  than  a  week 
we  may  hope  to  see  him   once  more 
occupying  the  seat  which  during   his 
absence  the  Home  Secretary  has  been 
keeping  warm ;  and  I  do  not  think.  Sir, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
turn a  day  too  soon.     For,  although  the 
Session  is  only  one  week  old,  he  will  not 
find  his  (Government  where  he  left  it.   It 
has  been  suffering  heavy  blows  from  the 
sledge-hammer  of  a  former  Colleague ; 
he  will  not  find  his  New  Eules  where  he 
left  them,    only  last  night  they  were 
first  strained,  then  broken,  by  a  Member 
of  his  Cabinet ;  and  last,  not  least,  he 
will  find  that  a  change  has  come  over 
the  spirit  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposition. 
Now,   Sir,   it  was  quite  impossible  to 
read  the  speeches  of  Ministers  in  the 
lateEecess  without  being  struck  by  their 
nervous  anxiety  to  huddle  out  of  sight 
the  events  of  the  last  three  years;  to 
divert  public  attention  from  them ;  and 
to  direct  it  to  the  legislation    of  the 
coming   Session,  and,  in    one    notable 
instance,    of  the    Session   after    next. 
Their  constant  language  was  this— **  We 
have  got  our    New  Eules;    we    have 
cleared  the  ground ;  we  have  upon  the 
stocks  a  magnificent  Bill  for  the  Pre- 
vention of  Corrupt  Practices;    by   an- 
other we    shall    recast   the   Municipal 
Government  of  London   and  create   a 
»«w  and  a  glorified  Lord  Mayor ;  if  we 
have  a  strong  point,  that  point  is  Bank- 
niptcy.    In  a  word,  next  Session   we 
mean  business ;  for  Heaven's  sake,  then, 

• 

VOL.  OOLXXVI.    [third  ssbibs.] 


let  us  hear  no  more  of  Egypt,  and,  as  to 
Ireland,  let  it  not  once  be  so  much  as 
named  amon^  you."  But  in  all  this, 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  reckoned 
without  their  Opposition  ;  forthefaotis, 
that  recent  events  have  thrown  on  us  a 
duty  which  we  must  either  discharge  or 
cease  to  be  an  Opposition.  Now,  the 
Home  Secretary  has  long  been  anxious 
to  define  that  duty  for  us.  He  says  that 
nine  months  since  we  ought  to  have 
brought  in  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the 
Government.  But  why  has  he  tendered 
that  advice?  Because  he  knows  that 
Votes  of  Censure  depend  for  their  suc- 
cess on  time  and  opportunity,  and  that 
Votes  of  Censure  which  miscarry  from 
neglect  of  those  considerations  are 
thereby  converted  into  Votes  of  condo- 
nation and  acquittal.  But,  Sir,  I  will 
tell  .the  Home  Secretary  a  trick  worth 
two  of  that.  First,  let  a  Government 
be  thoroughly  discredited,  and  you  may 
choose  your  own  time  to  destroy  it.  And, 
indeed,  whatever  the  time  chosen,  the 
Government  is  sure  to  take  objection  to 
the  choice.  Last  night,  for  example, 
the  Home  Secretary  alleged  the  great 
gravity  there  is  in  Irish  affairs  at  the 
present  moment.  But  on  turning  to  the 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  I  am 
struck  by  a  paragpraph  which  altogether 
re-assures  me ;  for  tnere  I  read — 

**  My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, — I  am  happy  to 
atate  that  the  improyement  in  the  social  oon- 
dition  of  Ireland,  to  which  I  referred  in  De- 
oemher,  continues.  Agrarian  crime  has  senaihly  * 
diminidied,  and  the  law  has  been  eyerywhere 
upheld." 

But  this  Amendment,  Sir,  is  not  a  Vote 
of  Censure ;  so  to  regard  it  is  thoroughly 
to  misconceive  the  function  and  uses  of 
"  the  Fourth  Party."  It  is  not.  Sir,  for 
the  Picador  in  a  bull  fight  to  despatch 
the  bull,  that  is  the  business  of  the 
Matador.  On  that  Bench  sit  our  Pica- 
dors, and  well  they  do  their  duty.  There 
sits  our  Matador  (pointing  to  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  who  has  just  stepped 
into  the  ring,  ready  to  make  proof  of 
his  skill  and  of  the  temper  of  his  blade. 
What,  Sir,  we  really  aesire  to  do  by 
this  Amendment  is,  to  extract  from  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  a  definite  statement 
of  their  policy,  which  may  do  something 
to  allay  the  anxiety  of  the  English  pub- 
lic, due  to  the  fact  that  the  Cabinet  is 
now  speaking  with  two  voices  on  the 
subject  of  the  Government  of  Ireland. 
It  would  seem,   Sir,  as  if  there  were 
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some  Members  of  the  Oabinet  quite 
unable  to  understand  that  English  liber- 
ties are  good  whenever  thej  are  pre- 
ceded or  accompanied  by  English  ideas, 
but  that,  given  English  liberties  on 
the  one  hand  and  Irish  ideas  upon 
the  other,  there  inevitably  results  that 
which  is  the  present  bane  of  Ireland, 
the  abuse  of  free  institutions.  In 
a  word,  then,  is  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  "War,  or  is  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  the 
real  mouthpiece  of  the  Cabinet  upon 
this  question  ?  If  the  latter,  then  let 
the  Home  Secretary  be  of  good  cheer, 
for  the  day  will  not  be  distant  upon 
which  he  will  be  eased  of  those  respon- 
sibilities which  he  now  finds  so  crushing, 
but  which  three  years  ago  he  was  so 
extremely  anxious  to  assume,  and  in  a 
private  station  he  aRd  his  Colleagues  will 
have  time  to  moralize  upon  the  '^  De- 
cline and  Fall-off"  of  those  who  **  wade 
through  dirt  to  dignities."  We  have  it, 
Sir,  from  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, than  whom  there  can  be  no  higher 
authority  upon  the  subject,  that  Ireland 
is  now  divided  into  two  camps,  never,  in 
my  opinion,  more  bitterly  hostile  to  each 
other  than  at  the  present  moment,  and 
of  which  one  was  never  more  weak,  the 
other  never  more  strong.  That,  Sir, 
is  the  condemnation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  their  past  policy  to  Ire- 
land. For  the  future,  we  claim  to  be 
.  told,  and  to  be  told  plainly,  whether  the 
policy  of  the  Government  will  give  aid 
and  comfort  to  the  camp  of  loyal  or  dis> 
loyal  Ireland.  The  task.  Sir,  of  govern- 
ing Ireland  will  not  be  an  easy  one  for 
many  a  year  to  come,  and  it  can  only  be 
made  more  difficult  by  shutting  our  eyes 
to  the  real  nature  of  the  task  which 
lies  before  us.  We  have  in  Ireland  to 
reckon  with,  first,  hatred,  wide  and  deep, 
for  England  —  the  pent-up  hatred  of 
seven  centuries.  Next,  with  that  fatal 
passion  of  the  Irish  peasant  for  the  soil 
he  tills,  which  makes  him  the  ready 
dupe  of  every  agitator  who  promises  him 
that  he  shall  have  it  for  his  own  ;  and, 
last,  we  have  to  reckon  with  the  native 
turbulence  of  a  Celtic  population.  These 
three  facts,  Sir,  are  the  very  rudiments 
of  the  Irish  Question ;  and  if  we  would 
know  with  how  little  wisdom  this  world 
is  governed,  Ve  have  only  to  turn  to  the 
proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  pacify  Ireland  by  the  help  of  a  man, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr. 
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Farnell),  who,  neither  in  this  House  or 
out  of  it,  has  ever  concealed  his  hatred 
of  England ;  who  was  at  the  head  of  an 
agitation  for  transferring  to  the  tenant 
the  property  of  his  landlord,  and  who 
well  understood  how  to  play  with  turbu- 
lence until  it  passed  the  border  line  of 
crime.  I  hardly  know.  Sir,  where  to 
look  for  a  parallel  to  such  amazing  folly, 
which,  as  it  comes  to  be  better  under- 
stood, will  destroy  what  remains  of  pub- 
lic confidence  in  a  Government  that,  on 
the  point  of  making  the  insane  experi- 
ment, was  only  stopped  by  the  dark 
tragedy,  in  which  Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish lost  his  life  and,  by  his  death,  saved 
Ireland. 

Mr.  GRANTHAM  said,  he  thought 
the  House  was  much  indebted  to  the 
Home  Secretary  for  his  speech,  for  had 
it  not  been  for  that  speech  the  debate 
would  have  closed,  and  the  House  would 
not  have  had  the  advantage  of  hearing 
the  admirable  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  For8ter),.or 
his  grave  charge  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)— 
a  charge  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
never  answered  ;  and  his  position  in  the 
House  must  now  be  regarded  as  very 
different  from  what  it  had  been  before. 
The  Government  had  complained  that  the 
Conservative  Party  had  made  an  unfair 
attack  upon  their  Irish  policy  ;  but  the 
history  of  Ireland  during  the  last  three 
years  was  in  itself  a  censure  of  the  Go- 
vernment, for,  as  they  had  themselves 
admitted,  prior  to  the  autumn  of  1882 
there  had  been  60  unavenged  murders  in 
that  country.  The  Home  Secretary's  in- 
accuracies, which  had  been  exposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Braford,  were 
alone  enough  to  condemn  any  Govern- 
ment. The  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  moreover,  exposed 
the  weakness  of  the  Government  in  that 
they  were    afraid  of    exeroising  their 

Eowers  because  they  thought  they  would 
e  disapproved  of  by  the  people.  Sack 
weakness  on  the  part  of  a  Government 
would  inevitably  lead  to  the  degradation 
of  the  country.  If  they  could  only  ap- 
peal from  that  House  to  the  country  ne 
had  little  doubt  as  to  the  result.  The 
country,  he  was  sure,  would  speak  with 
no  uncertain  sound,  and  its  verdict 
would  not  be  favourable  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  told  them  that  the  main  diffi- 
culty of    governing    Ireland  arose   in 
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England  ;  or,  in  other  words,  from  the 
weak  and  vacillating  policy  of  the  Badi- 
cal  Party,  who  preferred  pandering  to 
the  foibles  of  human  nature,  rather  than 
to  win  the  gratitude  of  their  country 
by  establishing  and  maintaining  law  and 
order  in  the  country.     He  might  fairly 
aek  how  much  longer  was  political  history 
to  repeat  itself  in  the  Sister  Country  ?  In 
1798  Mr.  Fitzgibbon  declared  that  con- 
cession and  conciliation  produced  a  fresh 
crop  of  grievances,  and  the  discontent 
of  Ireland  kept  pace  with  its  increased 
prosperity ;  and  in  the  same  year  the 
Duke  of  Portland  wrote  to  Lord  Corn- 
vallis  that,   although  he  was  sorry  to 
say  it,  his  opinion  was  that  the  only 
way  in  which  crime  could  be  stopped  in 
Ireland  would  be  by  showing  that  the 
Government  was  possessed  of  an  over- 
whelming power,   which  was  able    to 
punish  impartially  all  ofienders  against 
the  law.     The  same  thing  might  be  said 
to-day.     Hon.  Members  opposite  were 
foand  always  tampering  with  the  affairs 
of  Ireland,  often,  it  might  be,  with  pure 
motives ;  but  sometimes,  he  was  afraid, 
as  was  the  case  in  1880,  with  the  object 
of  getting  back  into  power.     He  could 
not  forget  that  in  Southwark  and  other 
places  pledges  were  given  with  the  in- 
tention of  securing  the  Irish  vote.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse 
Collings),  and  also  the  junior  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone),  had 
shown  a  disposition  to  yield  still  further 
to  the  demands  of  turbulent  agitators. 
The  son  of  the  Prime  Minister  might  be 
supposed  to  have  spoken  the. views  en- 
tertained by  a  much  more  responsible 
person  who,  without  any  assigned  rea- 
son or  excuse  —  for  according  to  the 
papers   he   was    perfectly   well  —  had 
not  thought    fit    to    be    in    his   place 
at  the  commencement  of  the  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lo- 
thian, although  away  from  the  House, 
had,  it  appeared,    not  deemed  it  un- 
becoming in  him  to  make  certain  state- 
ments in  reference  to  his  policy,  in  which 
ho  avowed  himself  to  be  **  in  favour  of 
loi^alization  in  Ireland  " — an  expression 
which,  if  it  meant  anything,  must  bear 
the  sense  of  the  speeches  either  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  or  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ipswich.     Why  was  it  that 
all  the  remedial  legislation  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  produced  so  little  good 
and  left  Ireland  in  a  worse  state  than  it 
▼as  before?    Becanse  it  was  not  the 


Land  Act  that  was  wanted  in  Ireland, 
but  the  destruction  of  the  landlords, 
who  were  the  link  that  bound  that 
country  to  this.  It  was,  therefore,  all  the 
more  necessary  that  all  those  who  were 
for  maintaining  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land should  assert  their  convictions  in 
some  such  form  as  that  assumed  in  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY :  The  fate 
of  the  Amendment  now  before  the  House 
gives  me  very  little  concern.  Neither 
its  fate,  nor  its  purport,  nor  its  wording 
is  of  much  account  to  me,  or  to  those 
with  whom  I  have  the  honour  to  act. 
One  thing  is  clear,  that  the  Amendment 
is  directed  not  against  the  Irish  Mem  • 
hers,  but  against  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. [Lord  Bandolph  Chubchill  : 
Hear,  hear !]  I  care  not  whether  it  is 
rejected  or  passed,  and  I  do  not  propose 
to  make  my  business  either  the  arraign- 
ment or  defence  of  the  Government  as 
regards  its  general  policy.  I  shall  con- 
fine myself  to  two  speeches  delivered  in 
the  course  of  this  debate— that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Forster),  and  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  Now,  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  was  undoubtedly  what 
writers  in  the  newspapers  sometimes 
call  a  ''  great  effort.''  It  was  a  tre- 
mendous effort.  I  always  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  good  deal 
of  theatrical  talent,  which  he  had  not  up 
to  the  present  fully  developed.  Those 
who  heard  his  remarkable  speech  will 
ag^ee  with  me  that  it  was  mimetic  as 
well  as  historic.  It  gave  us  that  enter- 
tainment which  is  often  described  in 
the  play-bills  of  theatres  and  music  halls 
as  "  imitations  of  popular  performers." 
I  wish  I  saw  him  in  his  place  in  the 
House  at  present.  I  am  hardly  mis- 
taken in  thinking  that  he  favoured  the 
House  with  what  he  believed  to  be  imi- 
tations of  the  voices  and  manners  of 
some  hon.  Members  of  the  Irish  Party. 
I  am  content  that  he  shall  have  all  the 
favour  which  his  familiar  attacks  upon 
some  Members  of  that  Party  and  his 
erudition  in  American  newspapers  can 
win  him  for  a  time  from  this  House  and 
the  public.  I  know,  too,  that  his  motive 
was  not  merely,  although  it  was  mainly, 
to  discredit  the  Irish  Members.  He  had 
his  mind  fixed  also  upon  discrediting  and 
damaging  the  Government  from  which 

2  C  2  ISevMih  NiqU.'] 


775 


Ad(h  ess  in 


{COMMONS} 


jiri surer  to  Uer 


776 


be  has  been  discarded  ;  and  I  am  con- 
vinced that  there  are  Members  of  that 
Government — aye,  Members  who  are  at 
this  moment  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench — whom  he  had  in  his  mind  with 
a  wish  to  discredit  and  damage  them  as 
much  as  he  wished  to  discredit  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 
Whatever  his  speech  was  madeupfrom — 
from  American  newspapers,  from  reports 
of  meetings  in  the  country,  from  hints, 
and  more  than  hints,  in  the  passionate 
Press  of  London — there  was  one  quality 
of  that  speech  which  was  all  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own,  and  that  was  its 
envenomed  malignity.  I  never  heard  in 
this  House  a  speech  more  entirely  in- 
spired with  the  purpose  of  deliberate 
defamation.  I  believe  it  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  intention  to  do  all 
the  damage  he  could  to  the  characters 
of  some  Members  of  the  House  by  a 
process  of  systematic  calumny.  He 
accused  some  of  my  hon.  Friends,  and 
with  them  of  course  myself,  of  con* 
niving  at  outrage  and  assassination. 
He  talked  of  offering  us  an  alterna- 
tive; but  he  gave  none.  He  made  it 
clear  that  his  charge  was  nothing  short 
of  deliberate  connivance  with  outrage 
and  assassination.  Here  is  the  sort  of 
alternative  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
offered  us — 

"I  give  the  hon.  Member  an  alternative, 
that  either  he  connived  at  outrages,  or  when, 
'  warned  by  facts  and  statements,  he  determined 
to  remain  in  ignorance ;  that  he  took  no  trouble 
to  test  the  truth  of  whether  outrages  had  been 
committed  or  not,  but  that  he  was  willing  to 
gain  the  advantage  of  them.'' 

[^Ministerial  chsersJ]  Let  those  cheer  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  like  ;  I  point 
out  that  this  is  no  alternative;  that 
men  who  are  informed  that  outrage 
and  assassination  are  going  on,  and 
who  determine  to  remain  in  ignorance, 
and  are  willing  to  gain  the  benefit  of 
outrage  and  assassination,  are  distinctly 
conniving  at  those  crimes.  Therefore, 
I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
when  he  pretended  to  give  us  an  alter- 
native he  did  nothing  of  the  kind ;  and 
that  as  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to 
charge  us  by  implication  with  conniv- 
ing at  murder,  he  ought  to  have  stood 
boldly  up  and  said  so.  He  ought  to  have 
said  so  in  those  plain  words  he  sometimes 
is  able  to  use,  and  ought  not  to  have 
shielded  himself  behind  the  pretence  of 
an  alternative.  I  should  have  thought 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
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be  the  Member  of  this  House  least  in- 
clined, owing  to  certain  memories  lie 
must  have,  to  fling  accusations  of  sym- 
pathy with  murder  recklessly  at  odier 
men.  When  charging  us  with  theee 
crimes,  he  must  have  recalled  a  time 
when  a  newspaper,  then  far  more  in- 
fluential than  it  now  is  —  The  Time* 
—  charged  him  with  sympathy  with. 
secret  assassination.  I  do  not  charge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  having;* 
sympathy  with  crime ;  but  for  the  rea- 
son I  have  stated  he  ought  to  have  felt 
a  sentiment  which  would  have  prevented 
him  from  recklessly  hurling  similar 
charges  in  the  faces  of  men  as  honour- 
able as  himself,  and  who  feel  as  little 
thirst  for  blood  as  he  does.  On  the  14th 
of  March,  1864,  one  who  was  then  a 
Member  of  this  House,  and  is  now  hig^h 
in  Her  Majesty's  Colonial  Service — Sir 
John  Pope  Hennessy — brought  forward, 
certain  statements  in  this  House  with 
regard  to  a  right  hon.  Friend  of  mine, 
for  whom  I  have  the  highest  respect,  the 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld),  and 
who  was  accused  by  certain  newspapers 
of  sympathy  with  assassination  because 
he  had  harboured  Mazzini  and  some  of 
his  friends.  This  became  the  subject 
of  debate  in  this  House,  and  led  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Halifax  resigning  his  position  in  the 
Government.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
Forster)  stood  up  for  his  Friend.  I  do 
not  blame  him  for  that  —  ho  believed 
him  to  be  innocent.  But  what  were  the 
evidences. fi^iven,  and  the  assassination 
theory  held,  by  the  man  for  whom  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  stood  up  in  this  House  ?  Ex- 
tracts were  then  read  from  Mazzini'a 
letter,  **The  Theory  of  the  Dagger." 
Such  passages  as  these  were  read — 

"  Blessed  be  the  knife  of  Palafox ;  blessed  be 
in  your  hands  every  weapon  that  can  destroy 
the  enemy  and  set  you  free.  The  weapon  that 
slew  Mincovich  in  the  Arsenal  initiated  the 
insurrection  in  Venice.  It  was  a  weapon  of 
irregular  warfare  like  that  which,  three  months 
before   the  Republic,  destroyed  the  Minister 

Rossi  in  Rome Sacred  be  the  stiletto 

that  began  the  Sicilian  Vespers.*' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  rose  and  said — 

"Thehon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  brought 
forward  a  charge  against  an  absent  man  — 
Signer  Mazziui,  who,  whatever  his  faiilts,  was 
a  man  of  high  charact^^r. — (3  ir<iM«ar<f,  [173] 
935.) 
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Whatever  his  faults !  What  thoueh  he 
blessed  the  knife  of  one  man  and  the 
dagger  of  another,  and  the  system  of 
'*  irregular  warfare  "  which  removed 
Count  Kosti,  the  Minister  of  the  late 
Pope  Pius  IX.,  who  was  murdered  on 
the  steps  of  the  Capitol,  he  was  "a 
man  of  high  character ! "  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Leader  of  the  present 
day  did  not  agree  with  his  estimate  of 
Signer  Mazzini.  The  present  Prime 
Minister  had  written  in  a  preface  to 
a  translation  of  Signer  Farini's  Roman 
8tat$9 — '*  The  satellites  of  Mazzini  make 
common  cause  with  assassins."  After 
those  extracts  had  been  read  and  four 
days  had  passed,  during  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had  time  for 
reflection,  the  subject  was  again  raised, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  I  should  not  be  mshamed  of  being  the  friend 
of  Mazzini." — [/ruA  eh^er*  and  a  cry  of  "  the 
Dagger."]  '*  I  am  not  aahamed  of  being  his 
acquaintance.*'— (7&id.  [174]  326.) 

Well,  I  think  that  that  incident  is  not 
without  its  interest  and  moral.  The 
Irish  Members  who  brought  forward 
that  question  at  that  time  did  not  charge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  think  of 
ohargiog  him,  with  sympathy  with  as- 
sassination. The  charge  was  that  he 
and  his  companions  showed  a  leyity 
which  disregarded  what  a  man  might 
do,  or  what  his  satellites  might  be,  so 
long  as  that  man  was  a  foreign  patriot. 
Th$  Tin$9  of  March  15,  1864,  had  a 
leading  article  on  the  subject,  which  is 
not  without  its  application  to  the  present 
circumstances.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  then  in  the  flush  and  hey- 
day of  youth.  He  was  able  to  judge 
whether  Mazzini  and  his  associates  and 
satellites  were  what  they  were  repre- 
sented to  be.     Th*  Times  said— 

'*  Who,  then,  is  this  M.  Mazzini,  to  whoee  in- 
nocence this  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  and  ]^Ir. 
W.  £.  Fonter  pledge  themaelvoeP  Liet  any- 
one read  the  paaaages  quoted  by  Mr.  Hennesey 
last  ni^ht,  and  say  whether  the  friends  of  M. 
Mamm  have  any  right  to  indulge  in  high-flown 
indi^tion  when  it  is  alleged  that  he  might 
possibly  be  engaged  in  a  conspiracy  against  a 
Potentate's  life." 

I  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  was  justified 
in  seizing  at  the  chance  of  high-flown 
indignation  because  the  newspaper  that 
ftocosed  him  then  of  sympathy  with 
^'SAasination  accuses  some  of  us  now 
of  the  same  thing.  I  wonder  that  the 
memory  of  that  episode  in  his  career 


has  not  made  him  more  generous-7-yes, 
I  will  say  more  honest — towards  men 
whom,  in  his  heart,  he  no  more  believes 
to  be  guilty  of  that  charge  than  honour- 
able men  then  belieyed  him  to  be.  I 
pass  from  that  not  uninstructive  inci- 
dent to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attack 
on  Irish  Members,  and  the  grounds  on 
which  that  attack  was  made.  He  had 
something  to  say  about  myself  in  con- 
nection with  United  Ireland^  a  paper 
published  in  Dublin.  He  said  much  the 
same  thing  about  a  year  ago.  He  then 
went  over  the  story  of  some  articles  that 
he  said  appeared  in  that  paper.  I  be- 
lieve they  were  not  articles,  but  head- 
ings of  paragraphs ;  and  he  appealed  to 
me,  though  1  was  not  in  my  place  at 
the  time,  to.  know  whether  I  approved 
of  all  these  various  paragraphs  and 
headings.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  have  known — at  all  events 
he  might  have  known — that  I  could  not 
have  seen  that  newspaper  then.  He  knew 
that  I  had  been  out  of  England  the 
whole  of  that  Becess,  from  the  end  of 
one  Session  to  the  beginning  of  another. 
[An  Irish  Membeb  :  He  did.]  He  did, 
and  he  said  so  himself  in  this  House, 
for  he  indulged  in  some  more  or,  less 
graceful  satire  at  my  expense,  and  com- 
plained that,  instead  of  helping  to  keep 
order  in  Ireland,  I  had  been  enjoying 
myself  among  the  monuments  of  ancient 
Greece.  But  since  I  was  so  culpable  as 
to  be  enjoying  myself  among  the  monu- 
ments of  ancient  Greece,  and  in  coun- 
tries much  farther  off,  he  might  have 
known  it  was  not  likely  that  a  Dublin 
paper  followed  me  in  all  my  wanderings. 
He  knew  that  at  the  time  he  was  speaking 
— at  the  time  he  was  so  playfully  chiding 
me  for  the  amusement  of  the  House 
— he  must  have  known  that  that  paper 
was  prevented  from  coming  into  this 
country ;  and  though  I  made  strenuous 
efforts  shortly  after  to  get  copies  of  it, 
and  see  if  it  contained  the  terriole  things 
it  was  said  to  contain,  I  was  unable  to 
obtain  a  copy.  However,  I  allow  that 
to  pass.  It  would  not  much  matter  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  have 
sustained  his  charge.  If  he  had  not  re- 
turned to  it  I  should  not  have  cariad  to 
raise  it.  But  I  am  quite  willing  to  tell 
him,  if  it  affords  him  the  slightest  interest, 
the  history  of  my  connection  with  that 
paper.  It  was  started  to  get  rid  of  a 
notorious  print,  which  appears  lately  to 
have  lived  by  the  levying  of  black  mail 
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in  Dublin.  It  web  founded  by  a  com- 
mittee of  gentlemen  in  whom  I  have  the 
greatest  trust;  and  the  editorship  was 
given  to  a  man  whom  I  regard  and 
respeut,  and  whom  I  know  to  be  in- 
capable of  conducting  a  journal  on  the 
principles  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
described.  Under  those  conditions  I 
felt  content,  having  no  control  over  the 
paper,  to  go  abroad  among  the  monu- 
ments of  ancient  Greece,  and  to  leave 
the  paper  in  the  hands  of  the  able  editor 
who  has  already  shown  his  ability  in 
this  House.  I  did  not  inquire  in  my 
absence  how  he  conducted  it.  I  know 
he  conducted  it  honourably  and  well ; 
and  we  have  learned  that  the  only  things 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objects  to  are 
the  paragraphs  and  headings  which  got 
into  the  paper  while  he  had  the  respon- 
sible editor  under  lock  and  key  in  one 
of  his  prisons.  I  have  said  enough  on 
that  point.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  in- 
vestigation would  convict  that  editor  of 
publishing  any  articles  which  men  of 
honour  trould  be  ashamed  to  sanction. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  over 
many  points  with  the  object  of  associat- 
ing me  and  others  with  plots  and  assas- 
sination. For  example,  he  spoke  of  a 
telegram  sent  by  Mr.  Brennan,  who  was 
the  correspondent  of  The  Irith  World,  to 
that  paper.  The  telegram  is  given  vari- 
ouslv  in  the  different  journals ;  but  I 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  is 
this  which  I  am  about  to  read  the  right 
version  ? 

''All  sorts  of  theories  are  afloat  concerning 
this  explosion,"— that  is,  the  Salford  dynamite 
explosion — "but  the  truly  loyal  one  is  that 
Fenianism  did  it." 

What  is  the  plain  and  evident  meaning 
of  that  ?  Is  it  not  that  the  fashionable 
and  loyal  theory,  as  a  matter  of  course,  is 
that  the  Fenians  did  it  ?  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  is  not  that  the  mani&st 
meaning  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  read  the  remainder 
of  the  telegram. 

Ma.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  :   I  quote 

the  whole  of  the  printed  version  I  have. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  charged  me 

with    deliberate  avoidance  of   reading 

articles  in  order  that  I  might  be  able  to 

say  I  did  not  know  of  the  incitement  to 

assassination  they  contained.     Then  he 

said — 

''I  expect,  or  suspect'* — probably  suspect,  it 
is  more  in  his  line—"  I  suspect  the  hon.  Member 

Mr.  Juftdn  lip  Carihy 


(meaning  myself)  has  been  careful  not  to  read 
the  artides  to  which  I  refer.*' 

The  charge  is,  perhaps,  hardly  Parlia- 
mentary. There  was  a  rude  interrup- 
tion last  night,  which  we  all  regret,  to 
an  imputation  which  ought  not  to  have 
been  made  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  allowed  to  say — 

"  I  suspect  the  hon.  Member  has  been  caref  al 
not  to  read  the  articles  to  which  I  refer." 

The  whole  theory  and  purpose  of  hia  de- 
clamation and  defamation  was  to  make 
•Members  of  this  House  responsible  for 
every  violent  act  done,  and  every  violent 
word  said,  by  any  supposed  follower  of 
his  in  this  country  or  America.  I  should 
like  to  know  how  that  theory  would 
apply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  forgotten 
the  riots  which  occurred  in  the  Reform 
years,  nor  the  men  who  got  up  those 
riots.  He  has  not  forgotten  the  riot 
which  led  to  the  breakdown  of  the  Hyde 
Park  railings,  and  the  maiming '  and 
wounding  of  many  of  the  mob  and  some 
policemen.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  came  back  to  power  on 
that  smash  of  the  Hyde  Park  railings. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  leader  of  the  Demo- 
cratic movement — the  late  Mr.  Beales. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  FoBSTER :  I  did  not  know 
him  personally.]  Neither  do  I  know 
personally  those  who  have  uttered  these 
violent  words  and  done  these  violent 
acts  in  Ireland  for  which  I  am  sought 
to  be  made  responsible.  Mr.  Beales  is 
dead.  Mr.  Beales  was  a  man  of  honour 
and  courage.  I  knew  him,  and  I  re- 
spected him.  But  he  certainly  got 
around  him,  and  could  not  help  getting 
around  him,  men  of  very  odd  character 
and  very  odd  pretensions.  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  remember  a  cer- 
tain Mr.  Joseph  Leicester,  a  famous 
glass  blower  ?  [Mr.  W.  E.  FoasxBK  :  I 
do  not  remember  him.]  He  does  not 
remember  him?  As  a  famous  actress 
said  on  one  occasion,  ''  What  a  candour ; 
but  what  a  memory !  "  At  the  time  Mr. 
Leicester's  name  used  to  appear  in  every 
London  newspaper  every  morning.  This 
distinguished  supporter  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  Party  went  to  a  great  meet- 
ing one  day — a  great  trades'  demonstra- 
tion, held,  I  think,  in  Trafalgar  Square 
— and  this  was  part  of  the  speech  of 
Joseph  Leicester.  There  was  then,  as 
there  has  been  more  lately,  much  talk  of 
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a  kind  of  rush  and  raid  on  the  House  of 
Commons  to  force  them  to  pass  a  certain 
Hill,  and  this  was  what  this  demagogic 
liero  said — 

* '  The  Question  is,  were  they  to  Bu£fer  those 
Uttle-miiiaedy  decrepid,  hump-backed,  one- eyed 
scoundrels,  who  call  themselves  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  defraud  them  any  longer  of  their 
rights  P" 

X  waa  not  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  then,  and  did  not  come  in 
for  any  part  of  that  lively  personal 
description ;  but  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  someone  as  nearly  con- 
nected with  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  as  Mr.  Leicester  was  with 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  used 
words  of  that  description  to  a  meeting 
of  Irishmen,  what  would  he  have  said  r 
The  riots  in  Hyde  Park  took  place,  and 
people  were  wounded.  [''  Question !  "] 
There  was  no  cry  of  **  Question  "  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  defaming 
me  and  others,  and  went  oyer  land  and 
sea  and  oyer  years  to  find  charges  against 
us.  It  is  quite  to  the  Question.  I  want 
to  say  to  him  and  the  House  that  it  is 
impossible  in  any  movement  to  hold  the 
leaders  responsible  for  every  idle  word 
and  act  said  and  done  by  their  followers. 
Of  this  movement  Mr.  Boales  was  the 
leader ;  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  Friends  came  into  power  did 
they  repudiate  Mr.  Beales  ?  They  made 
him  a  County  Court  Judge.  Did  they  at 
any  time  wlule  these  proceedings  were 
going  on  repudiate  the  language  of  any 
man  ?  No.  There  was  a  newspaper  in 
London  at  the  time  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sitting  near  him  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  knew  something,  in  which  a 
writer,  not  now  living,  had  once  called 
on  the  people,  if  a  certain  thing  were 
not  done,  to  destroy  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  to  strew  the  Thames  with  the  wreck 
of  their  painted  Chamber.  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  took  in  that 
paper  whether  he  read  it  or  not  ?  [  Cries 
<?/'•  Morning  fitor."]  Yes ;  The  3Jorning 
iSiar,  [Mr.  W.  E.  Forsteb  :  I  was  not 
a  shareholder.]  The  matter  was  brought 
to  the  notice  of  this  House  by  an  hon. 
Member ;  and  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  one  single 
word  in  condemnation  of  that  language. 
And  remember,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
time  of  the  Hyde  Park  riots  was  not  a  time 
of  peaoe.  We  have  heard  again  and  again 
that  things  may  be  allowed  in  times  of 


peace ;  but  that  was  not  a  time  of  peace. 
Those  were  dangerous  times.  Troops 
were  kept  in  readiness — the  air  was  full 
of  danger.  During  the  whole  of  that 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
said,  as  far  as  I  know,  one  word  to  dis* 
sociate  himself  or  any  of  his  Friends 
from  those  acts  or  words.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  another 
question.  Did  he  never  hear  at  that  time 
that  a  famous  Continental  leader  of  re- 
volution was  over  in  London,  and  was  in 
negotiation  with  some  of  the  men  con- 
cerned in  these  affairs  with  the  hope 
of  assisting  them  in  a  Democratic  revo- 
lution? [Mr.  W.  E.  FoBSTER :  No.]  He 
never  heard  of  it  ?  He  never  read  any  of 
the  papers  published  at  that  time  ?  He 
never  read  histories  published  since  that 
time  ?  Over  and  over  again — in  news- 
papers, magazines,  and  books — has  the 
story  of  the  foreign  incendiary  been 
told,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  never 
heard  of  it  or  read  of  it ;  and  yet  he 
supposes  I  read  every  copy  of  The  Irieh 
World.  I  think  I  have  sufficiently  shown 
that  the  right  hon.Gentleman  ought  to  be 
cautious  how  he  makes  charges  against 
us  of  sympathy  with  assassination ,  or 
of  having  assisted  or  connived  at  crimes, 
and  how  he  lays  down  the  theory  that  a 
man  is  bound  to  know  what  is  done  by 
everybody  else  who  is  concerned  with 
him  in  any  popular  movement.  I  will 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  how  outrages  grew  up  in  Ireland 
of  late.  The  Land  League  was  formed 
with  the  full  and  deliberate  intent  of 
drawing  agitation  above  the  surface. 
That  was  its  motive.  Its  purpose  was  to 
maintain  public  platforms  on  which  agi- 
tation might  go  on  openly  and  in  the 
face  of  day,  by  which  men  would  be 
withdrawn  from  that  terrible  system  of 
conspiracy  which  has  been  the  bane  and 
curse  of  Ireland  for  so  many  years. 
That  was  the  motive  of  the  Land  League. 
I  saw  that  was  its  distinct  purpose, 
and  it  was  succeeding  so  manifestly  in 
the  purpose  that  I  joined  the  League. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  expects  that 
everyone  has  read  every  letter  written  by 
everyone  else.  I  should  ask  him  if  he 
did  me  the  favour  of  reading  a  letter  of 
mine  which  was  published  in  all  the 
papers  in  England  in  reference  to  my 

ioining  the  Land  League  ?  [Mr.  W. 
12.  Fo&btsr:  No.]  He  did  not.  He 
only  reads  The  Iruh  Worldj  and  I  did 
not  write  to  The  Irieh  World  to  explain 

^Seventh  A^ight^'] 


1 


783 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Anstcer  to  Her 


784 


my  intentions.  In  that  letter  I  stated 
concisely  and  clearly  my  reasons  for 
believing  the  Land   League  would  do 

food,  and  why  I  thought  it  was  the 
uty  of  every  patriotic  Irishman  to 
join  it.  I  believed  it  was  doing  good 
by  helping  to  close  the  era  of  con- 
spiracy. But  there  came  upon  Ireland 
one  autumn  and  one  winter  three  in- 
fluences of  evil  together — famine,  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  country  was  miserably 
pinched  with  hunger.  The  House  of 
Lords  rejected  the  poor  little  Oompensa- 
tion  for  Disturbance  Bill,  which  might 
have  stopped  for  a  while  the  sufferings 
of  the  people ;  and  then,  to  improve  the 
situation,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got 
his  law  for  the  arrest  of  suspicious  men, 
under  which  he  flung  the  leaders  of  the 
people  into  prison.  Then  it  was  that 
outrages  began  to  increase.  After  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Oork  the  movement  drifted  leaderless 
and  hopeless,  dropped  from  the  high 
point  to  which  it  had  risen  in  pub- 
licity and  on  the  platform,  into  the 
seething  ferment  of  the  sea  of  con- 
spiracy. The  leaders  of  the  land  move- 
ment had  nearly  succeeded  in  raising 
Ireland  out  of  conspiracy.  [**  No,  no ! "] 
That  is  what  I  fully  and  flrmly  believe, 
and  thus  history  hereafter  will,  I  am  cer- 
tain, write  it  out.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Forster)  referred  to  a  gen- 
tleman named  Bedpath .  The  right  hon . 
gentleman  accuses  us  of  complicity  in 
assassination  because  Mr.  Hedpath  at- 
tended a  meeting  somewhere.  I  only  saw 
Mr.  Bedpath  once,  and  then  but  for  a  few 
minutes.  But  I  am  told  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  has  had  more 
to  do  with  Mr.  Bedpath  than  I  have. 
Mr.  Bedpath  was  an  honorary  member 
of  the  Oobden  Olub.  He  is,  I  believe, 
an  Englishman,  and  even  a  Yorkshire- 
man. 

Mr.  POTTEB  :  It  is  quite  true  Mr. 
Bedpath  was  elected  a  member  of  the 
Cobden  Club  in  1869,  and  was  recom- 
mended by  friends  in  America.  He  is 
no  longer  a  member  of  the  Club,  and 
has  not  been  for  about  two  years. 

Me.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY:  Mr.  Bed- 
path  was  a  member  of  the  Cobden  Olub, 
recommended  by  friends  in  America, 
and  I  dare  say  he  would  be  a  mem- 
ber still  had  it  not  been  for  certain 
debates  in  this  House.  I  should,  how- 
ever, never  think  of  holding  my  hon. 

Ur.  JmCn  M'  Carthj 


Friend  the  Member  for  Bochdale  (Mr. 
Potter)  responsible  for  any  of  Mr. 
Bedpath's  words  or  acts.  The  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  made 
a  serious  mistake  when  he  appealed  to 
us  to-night  to  justify  all  manner  of  exe- 
cutions simply  on  the  ground  that  so 
many  murders  had  been  committed.  It 
is  not  the  theory  of  this  country  that  for 
so  many  murders  there  shall  be  so  many 
executions.  That  is  the  theory  of  cer- 
tain Eastern  States ;  but  that  is  happily 
not  yet  the  theory  in  even  Ireland.  Were 
the  murders  ten  times  more  in  number 
than  the  men  put  on  trial  for  them,  X 
should  be  at  liberty  still,  if  I  thought  I 
had  reason,  to  examine  into  the  justice 
of  each  trial  and  the  way  in  which  it 
had  been  conducted ;  and  if  it  could  be 
shown  there  was  anything  like  systematic 
jury  packing  in  even  one  trial,  no  matter 
how  many  murders  had  been  committed, 
I  should  denounce  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  a  little  hopeful  to- 
wards the  end  of  his  speech  when  he 
spoke  of  the  great  decrease  of  outragesy 
and  when  there  was  drawn  from  him  the 
statement  that  there  was  also  a  decrease 
of  evictions.  In  searching  for  the  causea 
which  had  led  to  this  decrease  of  out- 
rages, the  fact  of  the  decrease  of  evic- 
tions must  not  be  overlooked.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  became  a  little 
more  ominous  in  saying  that  he  feared 
that  lately  evictions  had  been  on  the 
increase.  Was  it  not  possible  that  with 
the  increase  of  evictions  might  come  an 
increase  of  outrages  ?  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  there  is  now  no  such 
thing  as  the  right  of  public  meeting  or 
free  speech  in  Ireland.  A  man  may 
make  a  speech  if  he  likes  at  his  own 
risk  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells 
us  that  if  he  thinks  there  is  anything 
in  the  speech  which  might  tend  to  in- 
flame the  feelings  of  anyone,  he  will 
prevent  or  punish  the  making  of  such 
speeches,  although  he  knows  fhe  speaker 
had  no  evil  intention  whatever.  There 
is  no  free  platform  in  Ireland ;  no  free 
Press — no  right  to  hold  a  pubUo  meet- 
ing. There  is  no  way  in  which  the 
sentiments  and  grievances  of  the  people 
can  be  freely  expressed.  You  are  la- 
bouring in  the  dark.  You  are  driving 
disaffection  beneath  the  surface.  You 
alone  will  be  responsible  for  the  conse- 
quences of  the  terrible  and  stringent 
measures  you  have  adopted.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork  said, 
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there  is  no  longer  any  probability  of  the 
Irish  Leaders  or  the  Irish  Members  of 
Parliament  standing  between  you  and 
the  elements  of  conspiracy.  I  do  not 
blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  so  much  for  the  change 
that  has  come  about.  The  responsibility 
for  that  change  I  lay,  as  I  have  already 
said,  on  the  shoulders  of  another  man. 
I  may  say  of  him,  as  was  said  of  another 
famous  politician,  that  it  has  seldom  been 
within  tne  power  of  any  human  creature 
to  do  so  much  good  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
has  prevented. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
in  the  first  place,  let  me  acknowledge 
that  the  debate,  which  has  now  extended 
OFer  several  days,  has  travelled  rather 
wide.    At  the  same  time,  I  think  there 
has  been  much  more  connection  between 
some  of  the  subjects  that  have  been  dis- 
cussed and  some  of  the  speeches  that 
have  been  made  than  would  appear  at 
first  sight.     I  am  bound  to  say  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  additions  which  have 
been  made  to  the  knowledge  which  the 
House  already  possessed  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  have  been  contribu- 
tions of  very  considerable  value  in  teach- 
ing us  the  course  which  the  Government 
ought  to  pursue  with  regard  to  it.     But 
I  wish  to  adhere  as  closely  as  I  possibly 
oan  to  the    Amendment    of   the    hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
(^orst) ;  and  I  may  say  thafc  it  appears 
to  me  that  it  has  been  found    much 
easier  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  rebuke  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  to  taunt  those  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  than' to  meet  his 
argument  or  to  answer  it.     The  argu- 
ment of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  somewhat  of  this  nature.     He  said 
— **  You  take  credit,  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  from  the  Throne^  for  an  im- 
provement in  the  civil  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and'  for  the  power  and  success  of 
the  Oovernmentin  putting  down  crime." 
No  doubt  that  is,  so  far,  satisfactory ; 
but  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  says 
that  that  partly  satisfactory  state    of 
things  has   been  brought  about  by  a 
policy   materially   different    from   that 
you  formerly  pursued;  and  he  desires, 
in  inviting  the   House  to  express   its 
opinion  upon  the  words  he  has  placed 
before  us,  to  give  utterance  to  the  hope 
that  the  new  policy  will  be  maintained, 
and  not   weakened   or   destroyed   by 


counter  actions  of  a  different  kind.  We 
are  told  that  this  is  weakening  the 
authority  of  the  Government,  and  that 
it  is  occasioning  embarrassment  to  them. 
We  are  sorry,  I  am  sure,  to  weaken  or 
embarrass  the  Government ;  but  there 
is  something  more  to  be  considered  than 
the  possibility  of  weakening  or  embar- 
rassing the  Government.  We  have  asked 
— How  are  we  embarrassing  the  Go- 
vernment ?  I  have  heard  no  answer 
except  this — that  if  the  Amendment  is 
carried  the  Government  will  feel  it  im- 
possible to  carry  on  their  duties.  That 
would,  of  course,  be  extremely  embar- 
rassing to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  and  the 
noble  Lord  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House;  but,  in  tne  cause  of  good  go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  it  is  far  better  that 
the  truth  should  be  spoken,  and  that 
the  real  facts  should  be  known,  even  if 
such  consequences  were  to  ensue,  rather 
than  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  should 
go  back  to  those  false  principles  upon 
which,  as  we  say,  they  have  so  long 
acted.  There  were  expressions  in  a  few 
of  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site— even  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) — which  show 
that  it  is  not  unnecessary  nor  inoppor- 
tune for  the  House  to  go  into  the  mat- 
ter and  endeavour  to  obtain  a  distinct 
assurance  from  the  Government  that 
they  do  adhere  to  the  views  they  have 
now  adopted.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  when  speaking 
to-night  of  the  position  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  said  the  danger  lay  rather  on 
this  side  of  the  water  than  on  that.  I 
could  not  help  connecting  the  expression 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  an- 
other expression  that  was  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  when,  in  speaking  of 
the  difference  between  his  late  Colleagues 
and  himself,  he  said  he  explained  it  in 
this  way — '*  They  have  not  been  in  Ire- 
land, and  I  have.''  We  cannot  help 
seeing  this — that,  throughout  the  deal- 
ings of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
the  great  Irish  Question,  there  has  been 
a  great  desire  to  make  it  appear  that 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  measures  of  re- 
pression to  maintain  the  law  have  been 
put  forward,  it  was  not  upon  those  mea- 
sures that  they  rested — that  it  was  not 
upon  them  they  intended  to  rely  for 
the  maintenance  of  peace  in  Ireland, 
but*  that   it  was  upon  something  else. 
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And  what  was  that  something  else  ?  It 
was  put  before  us  in  much  fine  and  elo- 
quent language,  but  it  became  too  evi- 
dent that  they  were  still  inclined  to  the 
policy  of  coaxing  and  bribing  those  you 
want  to  keep  in  order.  And  if  we  are 
rather  reproached  for  having  allowed 
the  discussion  to  turn  too  much  on  a 
particular  incident — namely,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  release  of  certain  Members 
who  were  in  prison  in  the  early  part  of 
last  year,  and  when  we  are  reproached 
for  allowing  debate  to  turn  too  much  on 
that  particular  transaction,  we  say  that 
that  particular  transaction  was  of  im- 
portance, because  it  illustrated  unmis- 
takably what  the  principles  of  the  trans- 
action of  one  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  ;  and  it  is  because 
those  are  principles  which  appear  to  be 
in  a  manner  dangerous  to  the  State,  and 
it  is  because  we  fear  that  there  is  only 
too  much  reason  to  think  that  the  same 
leaven  which  was  working  then  may  be 
working  in  certain  portions  of  the  Go- 
vernment now,  that  we  think  it  necessary 
to  call  for  a  clear  and  definite  under- 
standing upon  the  matter.  The  story 
that  was  told  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  yes- 
terday, in  his  most  remarkable  and 
powerful  speech,  was  a  story  which,  in 
many  of  its  details,  to  anyone  ^ho  has 
attended  to  the  recent  course  of  Irish 
history  was  hardly  novel.  It  contained 
within  a  short  space,  and  in  a  power- 
fully condensed  form,  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  cases  illustrating  in  a  very  re- 
markable manner  the  condition  of  the 
country ;  yet  the  particular  incidents 
and  character  of  the  agitation  with 
which  the  Government  have  had  to  deal 
have  been  really  known  all  through 
these  proceedings,  and  they  were  known 
of  course — necessarily  known — to  the 
Government  at  the  time  when  they  had 
to  choose  between  the  policy  which  they 
adopted  at  the  end  of  April,  1 882,  and 
the  requisitions  which  were  made  by 
their  Colleagues  then  specially  charged 
with  the  government  of  Ireland.  And 
what  was  the  net  result?  Why,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  in  a  sen- 
tence what  the  real  difficulty  and  dif- 
ference was.  He  tells  us  in  one  sentence 
— *'I  was  asked  to  rely  upon  assurances 
which  I  never  expeoted  to  get ;  "  and  he 
complains,  which  is  a  far  more  serious 
matter,  that  he  could  not  get  the  powers 
which  he  considered  necessary.     Well, 
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then,  Sir,  we  come  to  the  state  of  things 
which  the  right  hon.   Gentleman    de- 
scribed yesterday,  and  that  state  of  things 
which  is  now  so    vividly    before    our 
minds  was  known  to  him  at  the   time 
he  was  asking  for  further  powers.     Are 
we  to  suppose  that  he  communicated 
that  state  of  things  to  his  Colleagues  or 
not?    If  he  did  not,  no  language  caa 
be  too  strong  to  express  our  astonish- 
ment at,  and  our  reprobation  of,  such 
negligence  as  he  would  have  been  guilty 
of.     But  it  is  impossible  to  suppose  that 
that  could  have  been  the  case.     It  is 
impossible  not  to  suppose  that  those 
facts,  and  that  description  of  the  state 
of  Ireland,  must  have  been,  not  only 
once,  but  upon  many  occasions,  and  on 
renewed  opportunities,  brought  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  notice  of 
his  Colleagues.      And  what    was    the 
result  ?    Why,  that  Her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters, in  the  face  of  all  that  was  told 
them,  after  all  preferred  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
to   their  own  Colleague.     I  am  aware 
that  I  shall  be  told  that  I  am  speakings 
of  an  isolated  transaction  and  alluding^ 
to  a  piece  of  ancient  history.      But  it  is 
not  ancient  history.     If  it  were  ancient 
history  it  would  not  be  without  its  value ; 
for  history,  we  are  told,  is  philosophy — 
teaching  by  examples — and  this  is  a 
striking  example.     But  it  is  not  ancient 
history,  nor  an  isolated  transaction.     It 
is  a  part  of  the  history  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Ireland  by  the  present  Go- 
vernment— by  men  who  are  still  respon- 
sible— and  it  is  illustrative  of  the  spirit 
in  which  they  acted  then.       It   may 
possibly  be  that  some  of  the  same  spirit 
remains  among  some  of  those  Ministers 
now.     We  are  anxious  to  have  a  clear 
assurance,  and  I  am  much  deceived  if 
the  country  does  not  desire  also  to  have 
an  assurance,  that  those  old   fallacies 
have  been  laid  aside,  and  that  the  Mi- 
nistry are  not  in  the  position  of  that 
family  of  whom  it  was  said  that  they 
had  learnt  nothing  and  forgotten  no- 
thing.    We  hope  that  they  have  really 
turned  over  a  new  leaf^  and  that  it  is 
in  the  spirit  of  the  new  Irish  Govern- 
ment of  Lord  Spencer  as  he  is,  not  of 
Lord  Spencer  as  he  was,   and  in   the 
spirit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  that  the  law 
is  to  be  administered,    and  that    the 
Irish  Government  is  to  be  supported, 
not  only  by  commendations,  but  by  the 
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rapply  of  whatever  material  assistance 
ihej  may  require,  and  also  in  this  way 
that  thej  are  not  to  be  hampered  by 
any  counter  legislation  or  counter  irri- 
tation.   The^  have  a  most  difficult  and 
a  most  arduous  task  before  them,  in  ful- 
filling which  they  deserve,  and  ought  to 
receive,  the  support  of  every  class  in  this 
country.      If  the  work  which  they  are 
doing  were  to  be  countermined  or  injured 
— I  ao  not  assume  that  it  is — but  if  it 
were  to  be  injured  or  countermined  by 
work  done,  or  by  expressions  used,  or 
by  speeches  made,  or  by  expectations 
encouraged  in  an  opposite  sense,  their 
very  difficult  and  responsible  task  would 
be  a  desperate  instead  of  a  possible  one. 
But  I  may  be  told  that  it  is  foolish  to 
talk  in  this  way.    Who  can  suppose  that 
there  can  be  any  such  danger  ?    I  do 
not  intend  now,  at  this  time  of  the  de- 
bate, and  after  all  that  has  been  said, 
to  go  in  detail  into  all  those  utterances 
ana  mysterious  hints  which  have  come 
at  different  times  from  Ministers  and 
persons  supposed  to  be  in  the  confidence 
of  Ministers.     But  I  would  wish  to  say 
a  word  with  regard  to  the  most  impor- 
tant of  those  utterances.  Unfortunately, 
we  are  in  a  position  when  we  cannot 
have  among  us  him  who   is  the  real 
guiding  and  presiding  spirit  in  these 
matters — I  mean  the  Prime  Minister. 
We  are  carrying  on  this  debate  at  ^ 
very  great  disadvantage  in  consequence, 
because  it  is  quite  certain  that  whatever 
may  be  the  measures  that  may  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Ministry,  a  very  few  sig- 
nificant words  from  the  Prime  Minister 
may  at  any  moment  have  the  effect  of 
destroying  the  efficacy  of  them.   There- 
fore it  is  that  we  are  most  desirous  to 
have  some  assurance — and  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons  I  think  that 
we  may  not  unfairly  express  our  desire 
by  words  such  as  those  which  have  been 
suggested — that  the  policy  which  has 
been  adopted  in  Ireland,  and  which,  on 
the  whole,  seems  to  have  been  sup- 
ported by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
nas  the  thorough  and  complete  approval 
of  the  Prime  Minister.    We  cannot  but 
remember  that  last  year  we  heard  in 
this  House  very  significant  words,  words 
it  was  not  altogether  easy  to  measure 
the  effect  of,  but  words  which  evidently 
possessed  a  grave  significance.      They 
were  the  words  spoken  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
and  they  indicated  no  unfriendly  dispo- 


sition of  that  demand  which  is  put  for- 
ward by  some  of  the  Irish  Party — 
namely,  the  demand  for  Home  Bule. 
We  never  clearly  got  what  the  meaning 
of  those  expressions  were  ;  but  we  were 
ominously  reminded  of  them  by  some  of 
the  utterances  made  by  one  who  might 
be  supposed  to  be  in  the  confidence  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  At  all  events,  it  is 
of  great  importance  that  we  should  ex- 
press our  opinion  that  that  is  not  the 
way  in  which  Ireland  is  to  be  governed. 
We  are  ready,  and  always  have  been 
ready,  to  consider  any  reasonable  pro- 
posals that  may  be  made  for  the 
benefit  of  Ireland  in  any  way  in  which 
it  is  desired  that  her  wants  should  be 
met,  but  not  as  the  bribe  and  the  sop 
which  is  to  produce  quiet  and  peace. 
Peace  and  quiet  and  order  must  be  main- 
tained by  proper  and  legitimate  methods, 
and  not  by  the  offer  of  bribes  and  sops 
to  those  who  are  disorderly.  That  being 
our  principle,  we  complained  of  the 
policy  adopted  at  the  time  when  the 
three  Members  were  released  from  con- 
finement, and  against  a  continuance  of 
that  policy  we  should  have  probably  had 
to  contend  last  Session  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  tragic  events  which  occurred 
at  that  critical  moment.  We  have 
heard  in  the  course  of  this  debate  of 
certain  contradictions  between  the  right 
hon.  member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)and  his  Colleagues,  in  regard  to 
what  was  done  exactly  at  the  time  when 
he  left  the  Government  about  the  Bill 
afterwards  introduced  and  known  as  the 
Crimes  Bill.  I  will  not  enter  into  the 
difficult  region  of  the  secrets  of  the 
Cabinet.  But  I  would  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  very  remarkable  cir- 
cumstance that  occurred  just  after  the 
resignation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  just  before  the  atrocious  crime  which 
led  to  an  entire  alteration  in  the  policy 
of  the  Government.  On  the  5th  of 
May,  the  day  before  that  event  took 
place,  a  Question  was  put  to  the  Prime 
Minister  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry).  The  hon. 
Member  said — 

**  He  wished  to  address  a  Question  to  the 
Premier,  arising  out  of  the  hostile  Notice  of 
Motion  that  had  proceeded  from  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench;  he  wished  to  ask  whether, 
considering  the  measures  the  Government  con« 
temnlated  in  regard  to  Ireland  were  of  two 
kinds,  one  remedial,  and  the  other  coercive, 
the  Premier  would  consider,  beariDg  in  mind 
the  two  Notices  of  Motion  which  were  given  on 
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the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  previous  to  the 
Notice  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Bcach),  the  desirability  of  deal- 
ing with  those  two  subjects  separately,  in  the 
hope  that  the  remedial  measures,  if  announced 
early  and  carried  quickly  into  execution,  might 
prevent  the  necessity  for  further  coercive 
measures  ?  "—(3  Hansard^  [169]  241.) 

That  is  to  say,  be  proposed,  after  the 
''suspects"  had  been  released,  and  when 
the  Government  were  preparing  their 
measures,  **  the  coercive  measures' ' — that 
is  to  say,  the  measures  for  strengthening 
the  law  should  be  put  off,  and  not  con- 
sidered, and  not  dealt  with,  in  the  hope 
that  no  coercive  measures  would  be  neces- 
sary at  all.  What  was  the  answer  of 
the  Prime  Minister  ?  His  answer  was 
this : — 

''  I  can  hardly  suppose,  Sir,  that  my  hon* 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  has  put  this  Question,  to  me  in  the 
expectation  of  receiving  an  immediate  answer. 
I  can  only  say  now  that  it  involves  a  matter  of 
very  great  consequence,  and  that  we  are  sen- 
sible of  its  importance  and  do  not  make  light 
jof  it.  Probably  either  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  on  Monday  or  at  a  very  early  period  it 
will  be  right  for  the  Government  to  give  the 
information  asked  for.'* — (Ibid.  242.) 

Now,  Sir,  we  see  by  that  answer  the 
turning  point  of  the  whole  affair.     Up 

.  to  the  moment  when  the  ' '  suspects  "  were 
released  the  feeling  of  the  Q-overnment 
was  against  giving  to  the  Irish  Secretary 
the  powers  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man their  Colleague  thought  necessary ; 
and  even  when  they  determined  to  pro- 
ceed without  him  with  measures  which 
they  considered  necessary,  they  were 
quite  ready  to  take  into  consideration 
whether  there  need  be  any  coercive  mea- 
sures at  all.  And  in  that  direction  they 
were  going,  relying  upon  what  they 
called  their  remedial  measures — that  is, 
the  further  extension  of  the  Land  Act, 
the  Arrears  Bill,  and  so  forth,  and 
putting  off  measures  for  maintaining  law 
and  order.  At  that  critical  moment 
came  the  terrible  event  which  occurred 
on  the  6th  of  May,  and  which  entirely 
reversed  the  feeling  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Government  itself,  and  led  to  the  adop- 
tion of  more  energetic  steps,  and  to  that 
immediate  pressing  forward  of  that  very 
measure  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

.  desired  to  have  and  thought  essential, 
and  which,  as  far  as  we  can  judge,  with 
proper  zeal  and  application,  has  worked 
beneficially  for  Ireland.  We  have  a 
right,  therefore,  to  know  whether  the 
Gt)vemment  remain  still  of  the  opinion 
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to  which  they  were  brought  at  the  time 
when  they  took  that    more  energetic 
course.    But    when    we  beein   to  ask 
questions  of  that  sort,  we  receive  answers 
of  a  perplexing  character.     The  Home 
Secretary  the  other  day,  when  speakings 
of  this  matter,  stated — *'  Oh,  with  regard 
to  the  release  of  the  'suspects'  see  how 
wrong  you  were."    It  was  said  that  the 
release  of  the  "suspects"  would  weaken 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  They  were 
released,  and  have  the  hands    of   tlie 
Government     been     weakened  ?      No. 
But  what  helped  you  ?  It  was  not  the  re* 
lease  of  the  ''suspects,"  but  the  paasing* 
of  the  measure  which  you  refused  to 
your  former  Oolleague,   but  which  yoa 
have  now  granted.    We  are  told  that  we 
ought  not  now  to  be  going  into  these 
old  matters,  that  our  interest  ought  to  be 
for  the  present  and  future,  and  not  with, 
the  past.   It  is  with  regard  to  the  future 
that  we  are  anxious.    It  is  quite  natural 
that  many  Members  should  have  said 
that  they  desired  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  should 
speak  out  and  tell  us  what  his  feelings 
and  views  are^  and  what  his  answer  is 
with  respect  to  those  matters  of  which  we 
have  heard  so  much  in  this  debate.   We 
were  anxious  and  desirous  to  hear  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
might  have  to  say.  But,  after  all,  we  must 
consider  that  that  is  not  a  matter  of  so 
much  importance  to  us  by  any  means  as 
what  the  Government  have  to  say.    We 
are  not  to  be  governed  according  to  the 
views,  more  or  less  criminal — we  may 
say,  -more  or  less  subversive  of  order  and 
peace — that  may  be  held  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.     We  do 
not  lie  at  the  mercy  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork.      We  con- 
sider that  we  are  looking  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  protect  us,  and  we  are  anxious 
to  have  a  dear  and  distinct  expression  of 
opinion  from  them  as  to  what    their 
views  are  and  what  is  the  policy  under 
which  we  are  to  be  governed.  We  have 
no  doubt  that  they  will  proceed  upon 
the  principle  of  endeavouring  to  repress 
outrage,  and  maintain  the  law  as  they 
have  been  doing,  as  they  have  found 
themselves  able  to  do,  and  as  they  are 
bound  to  provide  efiGlcient  instruments  to 
enable  them  to  do.     But  then  that  is  not 
enough.    We  do  not  fear  that  they  will 
keep  doing  that.  If  I  may  venture  upon 
an  illustration,  I  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  an  iUustri^tion  in  the 
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Ptlgrim^M     Progre»».     The     pilgrim    is 
fihown  a  great  fire  burning  against  a 
xraU,  and  while  some  were  engaged  in 
throwing  water  upon  it  to  put  it  out,  the 
fire  was  still   burning  fiercely,  because 
someone    else    behind    the    wall    was 
throwing  oil  upon  it.  We  have  no  doubt 
that  they  will  throw  water  on  any  in- 
cendiarism that  may  exist  in  Ireland; 
but  what  we  want    to  be    assured  is 
whether  they  will  not  be  stirring  up  the 
mischief  behind,  and  undoing  with  one 
hand  the  good  that  they  are  doing  with 
the  other.     I  cannot  but  remember  that 
the  two  points  which  were  so  frequently 
put  forward  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
we  may  consider  them  as  the  cardinal 
points  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
were,  on  the  one  hand,  that  force  was 
no  remedy — that  is,  force  must  remain 
in  the  hands  of  the  authorities  'of  the 
country  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down 
mischief — while,  at  the  same  time,  force 
in  the  hands  of  the  Bevolutionary  Party 
was  the  remedy  they  ought  to  apply  if 
they  wanted  to  draw  attention  to  their 
grievances.     We  trust  that  that  is  no 
longer  to  be  considered  the  policy  of  the 
Qovemment.     We  trust  that  there  will 
be  much  gpreater  firmness  and    much 
greater  vigour  in    the  future.     I  will 
not  say    more    than  that,    because    I 
believe  that    at  the    present  time  the 
Lord    Lieutenant  and  Ohief  Secretary 
are  administering  the  law    in  a  man- 
ner which    is    satisfactory,  and   which 
is  of  advantage  to  the  country.     But 
it    was    easy  to    see    from   the    right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  to-night  that 
those  for  whom  he  speaks  cannot  but 
feel  anxiety  and  apprehension  lest  they 
should  be  impeded  and  embarrassed  in 
their  good  work  by  a  want  of  sympathy 
on  the  part  of  those  who  possess  great 
influence  in  stirring  and  guiding  the 
Councils  of  the  Cabinet.    The  right  hon . 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Ceilings), 
a  speech  powerful  in  itself,  good,  no 
doubt,   from  the  hon.   Member's  own 
point  of  view,  and  significant,  because  I 
believe  it  represents  the  feelings  of*others 
of  the  same  political  association  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself;  and  whether 
there  are   any  such  Gentlemen  to  be 
found,  even  in  the  ranks  of  the  Cabinet, 
I  am  unable  to  say.    I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich, 
as  a  Kadical  of  Radicals,  is  raising  this 
cry  of  municipalities,  which  are  to  deal 


with  questions  of  local  government,  and 
are  to  be  the  better  way  of  settling  these 
difficulties  than  meeting  the  real  wants 
of  the  country ;  but  if  this  is  to  be  the 
policy  pursued  by  the  Government,  if 
this  is  the  line  recommended  to  them,  if, 
unfortunately,  it  should  turn  out  that 
the  leading  spirits  in  the  Government 
adopt  that  line,  I  venture  to  say  we  should 
be  doing  that  than  which  nothing  could 
be  more  injurious  and  more  fatal  to  the 
cause  of  peace  and  order  and  tranquillity 
in  Ireland.  I  do  not  like  to  speak  much 
of  these  matters  in  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government — I  would  far  rather  speak 
directly  in  his  presence ;  but  it  is  impos- 
sible that  I  should  altogether  abstain 
from  making  the  remarks  which  I  have 
ventured  very  briefly  to  make  on  this 
subject.  I  fear,  indeed,  that  in  this  as 
in  other  measures  we  are  running  a  risk 
of  having  something  like  divided  coun- 
sels in  the  Government,  and  therefore 
weakened  action.  It  was  said  the  other 
day,  in  reference  to  another  Department 
of  policy,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  had  succeeded  in 
establishing  nothing  but  instability.  I 
earnestly  hope  that  may  not  be  the  ver- 
dict which  posterity  will  pass  on  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government. 

Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Sir,  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
that  it  would  not  be  agreeable  to  the 
House,  that  at  this  hour  I  should 
prolong,  to  any  considerable  length,  a 
debate  that  has  already  been  somewhat 
unexpectedly  protracted,  especially  as 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  made  last  night  so  full  and 
complete  a  statement  that  I  am  not 
presumptuous  enough  to  think  that  I 
can  add  to  it  anything  of  interest  or  im- 
portance. I  do  not  know  that  I  should 
have  troubled  the  House  at  aU,  but  for 
the  fact  that  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  discussion  continual  allusions  have 
been  made  to  myself,  personal  allusions 
of  a  style  and  taste  to  which  I  think  the 
House  is  not  altogether  accustomed. 
But  challenges  have  been  thrown  out  to 
me  which  make  me  fear  that,  if  I  were 
entirely  silent,  my  silence  might  be  mis- 
interpreted and  attributed  to  a  division 
of  opinion  between  myself  and  my  Col- 
leagues. To  many  of  these  allusions  I 
will  not  refer,  but  I  ask  the  House  to  bear 
with  mo  for  a  few  moments  while  I  refer 
to  a  few  of  the  accusations  which  have 
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been  made  against  me  in  the  course  of 
the  debate.  The  first  accusation  of  which 
I  will  take  notice  was  formulated  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  at  the  outset  of  the  discus- 
sion, and  it  has  been  adopted  to  some 
extent  by  implication,  although  not  in 
the  same  personal  tone,  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote).  It  appears  to 
be  the  opinion  both  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  that 
the  Government,  in  the  course  of  this 
Irish  business,  have  had  three  separate 
policies  ;  that  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  up  to  the  beginning  of  April, 
1882,  when  they  were  led  astray  by  the 
insidious  persuasions  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  adopted  a 
policy  which  lasted  till  the  terrible  events 
in  the  Phoonix  Park ;  and  a  third  policy, 
which  consisted  pf  a  reversal  of  the 
policy  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  reverting,  after  those  terrible 
events,  to  the  original  policy  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  In  the  view  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst),  the  Government,  like  the 
soul  in  the  old  myth,  were  constantly 
vacillating  between  the  good  and  the 
evil  spirit,  the  good  spirit  being  that  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  the  evil 
spirit  that  of  my  humble  self.  Well, 
in  all  this  there  is  a  modicum  of  truth ; 
how  small  a  modicum  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  satisfy  the  House.  It  is  true,  un- 
doubtedly, that  there  was  a  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government  in 
the  beginning  of  April,  1882 — that  is  to 
say,  the  Government  became  themselves 
convinced  that  the  first  Coercion  Act  had 
not  been  entirely  and  completely  success- 
ful. They  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  would  not  be  their  duty  to  ask  the 
House  to  renew  that  Act,  and  they 
decided  to  substitute  for  it  a  measure 
which  they  hoped  would  do  much  to  re- 
move agrarian  discontent  in  Ireland, 
which  they  thought  was  largely  due  to  the 
evictions  that  were  then  going  on  in  large 
numbers.  Throughout  these  evictions 
the  question  of  arrears  had  been  upper- 
most, and  they  believed  that  by  settling 
the  question  of  arrears  they  would  do 
much  to  remove  the  causes  of  agrarian 
discoDtent;  but  they  knew  that  they  had 
also  to  deal  with  secret  societies,  and  they 
thought  that  when  the  agrarian  disoon- 
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tent  was  removed  the  machinations  of 
these  secret  political  societies  would  be- 
come more  dangerous  than  ever.  They 
were  therefore,  of  opinion  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary the  Executive  authorities  should 
be  armed  with  gpreater  powers  to  meet 
this  contingency.  That  was  the  opinion, 
not  of  a  part  of  the  Government,  but  of 
the  whole  Government,  and  of  every 
Member  of  the  Cabinet.  Every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  was  at  the  time  in 
favour  of  some  measure  of  the  kind 
afterwards  introduced,  as  the  Prevention 
of  Crime  Bill.  Every  Member  of  the 
Government  was  in  favour  of  dealing* 
with  arrears.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  was  also  prepared  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  arrears.  Yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, in  spite  of  contradictions  pre- 
viously given  to  a  similar  statement, 
repeated  again  to-night  the  assertion 
that  we — the  Members  of  the  existing 
Administration — had  refused  my  right 
hon.  Friend  a  measure  similar  to  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE:  I 
said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
so. 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  :  I  am  sprry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
misunderstand  me;  I  distinctly  stated 
last  night  that  there  had  been  no  re- 
fusal. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  : 
The  words  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
used  were— '^  I  could  not  get  the  powers 
which  I  wanted." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  What  I  did 
say  was  that  I  could  not  get  the  Cabinet 
to  agree  with  me  that  a  Bill  conferring 
fresh  powers  should  be  passed  before 
the  imprisoned  Members  were  released ; 
but  I  also  stated  that  it  was  not  the  case 
that  there  had  been  any  refusal  to  pass 
such  a  measure. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  All  that  is 
necessary  for  me  to  do  now  is  to  con- 
firm in  every  particular  the  statement 
which  has  been  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend.  [_Cries  of  '* Which?"]  The 
statement  which  has  just  been  made. 
The  Cabinet  did  not  at  any  time  refuse 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  powers  he 
asked  for ;  on  the  contrary,  the  Cabinet 
were  prepared  to  give  those  powers,  or 
their  equivalent ;  and  the  only  question 
between  us  was  as  to  the  exact  time  in 
the  Session  in  which  the  BUI  for  giving 
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those  powers  should  be  introduced.  That 
IS  really  Tory  much  a  question  of  Parlia- 
mentary procedure,  which  does  not  ap- 
pear to  me  to  involve  any  very  large 
question  of  principle.  At  all  events,  be 
that  as  it  may,  it  was  dear  to  the  mind 
of  every  Member  of  the  Cabinet  at  the 
time  I  am  speaking  of  that  some  Bill  in 
the  nature  of  a  Crimes  Prevention  Bill 
must  be  introduced  and  carried  in  that 
Session  of  Parliament.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition has  been  good  enough  to  teU  us 
that  he  is  satisfied  with  our  present  con- 
duct ;  and  if  he  could  be  assured  that  we 
have  really  turned  over  a  new  leaf,  and 
have  entirely  abandoned  the  old  fallacies 
of  our  previous  administration,  he  will 
be  disposed  to  tender  us  the  support  and 
assistance  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
Well,  Sir,  we  have  had  a  proof  to-night  of 
the  nature  of  the  support  and  assistance 
which  the  Conservative  Party  is  pre- 
pared to  tender  to  their  opponents  when 
it  agrees  with  them.  All  I  have  to  say 
is,  that  I  am  not  prepared,  Sir,  to  accept 
the  support  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
under  false  pretences.  We  have  not 
turned  over  any  new  leaf.  We  have 
not  abandoned  any  old  fallacies,  nor 
has  our  policy  altered  from  what  it 
was  in  April,  1882.  On  the  contrary, 
we  have  never  swerved  from  it;  it 
is  the  same  now  as  it  was  in  the 
beginning  of  April;  and  the  terrible 
events  which  took  place  in  the  Phooniz 
Park,  although  they  altered  to  some  ex- 
tent the  order  of  our  Parlid.mentary  pro- 
ceedings, and  the  order  only,  did  not 
cause  the  slightest  change  in  our  policy. 
Then  the  next  accusation  is  that  at 
the  period  I  have  referred  to — that  is, 
from  the  middle  of  April — we  availed 
ourselves  of  criminal  organization  and 
of  the  services  of  criminals,  with  the 
view  of  securing  the  respect  for  the  law 
and  the  peace  of  the  country,  or,  as  it 
has  been  put  by  another  hon.  Member, 
we  employed  those  who  got  up  outrages 
to  help  to  put  them  down.  Whom  did 
we  employ  f  Whom  did  we  employ  who 
had  got  up  outrages  to  help  to  put  them 
down?  All  of  those  accusations  rest 
upon  the  connection  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
with  a  certain  Mr.  Sheridan,  who  was 
supposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  to  have  been  engaged  in  the 
commission  of  outrages,  and  who  the 


hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  de« 
dared  would  use  his  endeavours  to  put 
down  outrage  and  secure  respect  for  the 
law  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  Mr.  Sheri- 
dan's name  was  a  name  I,  for  one,  never 
heard  of  until  it  was  mentioned  in  con- 
nection with  the  Memorandum  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  circulated  among  the 
Members  of  the  Cabinet.  In  the  con- 
versations which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
had  with  me,  he  never  mentioned  Sheri- 
dan at  all,  and  I  confess  I  have  always 
felt  a  difficulty  in  accepting  the  im- 
pression produced  upon  the  mind  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  by 
his  conversation  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, because  it  has  always  appeared 
to  me  so  improbable  as  to  be  almost 
impossible  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  would  have  sent  a 
message  to  the  Government  to  say  that 
the  Land  League  was  a  conspiracy  for 
getting  up  outrages,  and  that  it  would 
be  in  future  employed  in  putting  out- 
rages down.  It  really  is  to  my  mind  too 
absurd  to  suppose  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  were  in  posses- 
sion of  his  senses,  he  would  have  admitted 
that  the  Land  League  was  a  conspiracy 
in  order  to  get  up  outrages ;  and  there- 
fore I  have  always  believed  that  there 
must  have  been  some  misapprehension 
either  in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea),  or  in  the  mind 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  But  passing  over 
that — I  think  myseLf  there  is  something 
in  the  argument,  but  I  am  going  to  give 
you  the  benefit  of  the  doubt— I  will 
grant,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the 
services  of  Mr.  Sheridan  were  offered  to 
the  Government  in  order  to  assist  the 
Government,  and  I  grant  also  what  at 
present  you  may  please  to  observe  has 
not  been  proved,  that  Mr.  Sheridan 
was  an  outrage-monger.  [^Lauffhter.J 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  laugh,  but  I 
myself  do  not  think  it  is  either  honour- 
able or  honest  to  condemn  a  man  on 
hearsay  who  has  not  been  tried.  As- 
suming, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
both  these  things  were  true,  what  I  have 
next  to  point  out  is  that  the  offer  was 
not  accepted,  and  I  have  further  to  say 
that  the  offer  was  not  entertained  or 
considered  for  one  moment.  There  was 
only  one  thing  which  was  in  the  view  of 
the  Government  at  the  time  of  these 
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transaction R,  and  that  was  the  evidence 
that  was  offered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Clare  (Mr.  0*Shea)  of  the  state  of  mind 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell). 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
How  about  the  suppressed  passage  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  It  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  notice  all  these  inter- 
ruptions, as  I  am  afraid  they  would 
have  the  effect  of  compelling  me  to 
detain  the  House  longer  than  may  be 
agreeable.  I  say  that  at  this  time  we 
had  nothing  before  us  but  evidence  as 
to  the  state  of  mind  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork ;  and  we  had  to  con- 
sider whether,  with  the  evidence  which 
was  afforded  to  us  of  the  state  of  his 
mind  and  of  his  intention  not  to  break 
the  law,  but  to  assist  the  law,  we  had 
any  right  any  longer  to  keep  him  in 
detention  as  a  "suspect"  without  trial. 
We  came  to  the  conclusion  that  we  had 
not,  but  that  it  was  our  duty  to  release 
him ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  did 
release  him,  three  months  before  he 
must  have  been  released  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
How  about  Davitt  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  That  was  the 
sole  effect  of  the  so-called  transactions. 
The  hon.  Member  was  released  three 
months  before  be  must  have  been  released 
in  consequence  of  the  expiration  of  the 
Act.  Of  course,  I  include  with  him  Mr. 
Davitt  and  the  other  gentlemen  who  were 
released  at  the  same  time.  Just  con- 
sider for  a  moment  what  was  the  alter- 
native proposed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford.  He  told  the 
House  again  last  night,  as  he  told  us  on 
a  previous  occasion,  that  he  would  have 
been  perfectly  well  satisfied  to  release 
these  gentlemen  if  he  could  have  ob- 
tained one  of  three  things — either  that 
Ireland  should  have  been  quiet  and 
pacified,  and,  of  course,  that  was  not  ob- 
tainable at  that  moment,  though  I  think 
the  release  of  the  *'  suspects  "  materially 
contributed  to  the  subsequent  pacifica- 
tion of  the  country ;  the  second  condition 
with  which  he  would  have  been  satisfied 
was  that  the  Crimes  Bill,  or  some  similar 
measure,  should  have  been  first  passed ; 
but  the  third  condition  was  that  we 
ehould  have  got  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  a  public  assurance 
that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  break 
the  law.     The  Prime  Minister  explained 
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at  the  time  that  we  did  not  think  that 
we  had  a  right  to  subject  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  a  demand  which  was  practically 
a  demand  for  his  self-humiliation.     Xf 
we  had  followed,  I  will  not  say  the  ad- 
vice, but  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  we  should  have  done  the  thing 
for  which  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  are  now  blaming  us — we 
should  have  entered  into  negotiations. 
If  we  had  succeeded  in  obtaining  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
such  an  assurance  we  should  have  made 
a  treaty;  and  in  that  case  you  would 
have  been  justified  in  speaking  of  the 
negotiations  as  the  Kilmainham  Treaty. 
I    want    to    consider    for  one   or   two 
moments  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
before  the  House,  or  rather  what  will 
be  the  effect  of  the  Amendment,  because 
it  is  always  invidious  to  impute  motives. 
One  effect,  of  course,  will  be   to    dis- 
credit the  Government,  and  that  is,  per- 
haps, not  an  altogether  improper  object 
for  an  Opposition.     Another  effect  will 
be  to  delay  the  progress  of  Business,  and 
to  prevent  the  passing,  during  this  Ses- 
sion, of  those  practical  measures  which 
the  Government  have  put  in  their  pro- 
gramme and  which  the  country  have 
set  their  hearts  upon.     These  are  the 
evident  and  immediate  effects  of  such  an 
Amendment  as  this,  and  of  the  protracted 
discussion  which  has  taken  place  upon 
it.    But  there  will  be  also  less  direct 
results.  We  are  told  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  borough  of  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  that  the  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment is  to  strengthen  the  Party  of  order 
against   the  Party  of  disorder  in  the 
Cabinet.    ["Hear,  hear !  "]    The  cheep 
of  the   hon.  Member   for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  reminds  me 
that  he  adopted  that  theory.     [Sir  H. 
Dbummoxd    Wolff:    I  said  itj     The 
hon.  Member  claims  to  have  originated 
the  cry.     I  cannot  admit  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's claim  to  originality,  but  I  admit 
that  he  adopted  it  and  made  it  his  own, 
and  that  he  bettered  it  by  the  extra- 
ordinary language  with  which  he  ac- 
companied it.*  The  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth    made  charges  which  are 
so  wild  that  I  really  do  not  think  I  am 
called   upon    to   reply  to  them.      He 
charged  me  with  countenancing  outrage 
in  order  to  pass  Liberal  measures.  That 
is  a  charge  which,  whether  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  or  anybody 
else,  I  treat  with  entire  contempt.     X 
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haye  been  called  upon  to-night  to  answer 
for  the  opinions  expressed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Oollings).     I  have  also  been  called  to 
aoconnt  for  articles  which  have  appeared 
in  Tks  Fall  Sfall  Gazette.    I  have  a  great 
respect,  I  have  a  g^eat  regard  for  my 
hon.  Friend  the   Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  CoUings),  as  I  have  also  &r  the 
editor   of   The   Fall   MaU  Oazette^^T, 
John  Morley.    But  I  do  think  it  is  rather 
too  hard  that  I  am  to  be  made  account- 
able for  all  the  opinions  of  two  gentle- 
men who  are  amoDg  the  most  indepen- 
dent men  in  the  Kingdom.  I  am  no  more 
responsible  for  what  they  may  think 
than  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
jrho  has  invited  me  to  clear  myself,  is 
responsible  for  everything  that  appears 
in    Vanity  Fair,   or  some  other  of  the 
Society  journals  to  which  he  is  believed 
to  be  an  occasional  contributor.     Well, 
then,  Sir,  it  has  been  asserted  again  and 
again  that  I  have  been  a  party  to  in- 
trigues within  the  Cabinet,  having  for 
their  object  the  expulsion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.    W.    E.    Forster).     It   seems  to 
me  that  sach   a  charge   pays  a  poor 
compliment  to   my  Colleagues  in   the 
Cabinet  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford,  who  is  not  a  man  to  be  ex- 
pelled by  unworthy  intrigues.     For  my 
part,  I  am  content  with  the  statement 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  himself  that 
while  he  was  in  the  Cabinet  he  was 
loyally  supported  by  all  his  Colleagues ; 
and  I  have  only  to  add  that  any  commu- 
nication addressed  to  me  with  reference 
to  the  transaction  known  as  the  Kil- 
mainham  transaction  was  communicated 
by  me  instantly  to  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
who  was  as  much  a  party  to  all  that 
took  place  during  the  time  that  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  as  I  was  myself. 
If  ever  I  had  any  difference  from  him  I 
never  hesitated  to  tell  him  so  fairly  to 
his  face.     I  should  have  been  ashamed 
to  have  been  a  party  to  anything  like 
backstairs  intrigues.   The  fact  was  that, 
in  a  Cabinet  of  13  persons,  12  out  of  13 
were  in  favour  of  the  prisoners  being  re- 
leased, and  one  was  against  it.  That  was 
the  sole  difference  of  opinion.    My  right 
hon.   Friend   says — **I  knew  Ireland, 
and  they  did  not."     But  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  not  the  only  man  who  knew 
Ireland.  The  release  of  the  "  suspects  " 
vas  Bupported  by  Lord  Spencer,  whose 
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administration  you  are  satisfied    with 
now;    by  Lord    Kimberley,  who    had 
also  been  the  authority  of  the  English 
Oovernment  in  Ireland ;  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
who  had  conducted  the  administratiou 
in  Ireland  during  a  time,  perhaps,  as 
much  troubled  as  the  present ;  and  also 
by  Lord  Carlingford,  a  previous  Chief 
Secretary.    I  say  that  we  were  entitled 
to  set  the  opinions  of  four  Members  of 
the  Cabinet,  who  knew  Ireland  at  least 
as  well  as  he  did,  against  his  judgment. 
Well,  now,  Sir,  there  is  one  other  object 
which  has  been  perfectly  evident  through- 
out the  whole  course  of  this  debate. 
That  is  the  desire  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Q^entlemen  opposite  to  discredit  the  policy 
of  conciliation  to  Ireland — to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  excitement,  of  the  natural 
indignation  which  is  caused  by  the  dis- 
covery in  Dublin  of  the  assassination 
conspiracy  in  Ireland,  and  they  try  to 
divert  that  indignation  so  as  to  cause  the 
whole  people  of  Ireland  to  suffer  for  it. 
It  seems  to  me  that  there  can  be  nothing 
more  unstatesmanlike    than  to  refuse 
justice  to  Ireland  because  a  horde  of 
assassins  have  been  unmasked  in  Dub- 
lin.    We  are  told  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson)  that  we  are  to  rely  entirely  on 
the  Crimes  Act.     [Mr.  Gibson  :  I  made 
no  such  statement.]    I  say  the  whole 
effect  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman — and  I  will  be 
judged  by  those  who  heard  it  —  was  to 
show  that  at  this  time  it  was  only  by 
firm  administration  of  that  Act,   and 
not    by    remedial  measures,    that    the 
difficulty  in  Ireland  could  properly  be 
dealt  with.     Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  the 
Crimes  Act  is  for  assassins;  it  is  not 
for  the  people  of  Ireland.     When  the 
conspirators  have  been  crushed  out,  what 
are  we  to  do  for  the  Irish  people  ?   How 
are  we  to  meet  the  discontent  which  it 
is  admitted  still  prevails  there?    Does 
the    right    hon.    and    learned   Gentle- 
man   really    think    it    is    possible   we 
can  g^  on  governing  Ireland  perma- 
nently by  a  system  of  absolute  repres- 
sion and  nothing  else  ?    How  long  will 
such  a  policy  bear  the  test  of  expe- 
rience ?     How  long  is  England's  danger 
to  be  Ireland's  opportunity?    How  long 
do  you  suppose  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try would  tolerate  a  policy  which  in- 
volves, as  I  have  suggested  in  another 
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placo,  the  existence  of  a  Poland  within 
four  hours  of  our  shores  ?  I  say  that  a 
policy  of  that  kind  will  break  down  in 
practice,  as  it  deserves  to  break  down ; 
and  thus  you  will  be  once  more  face  to 
face  with  what  has  been  truly  called  the 
greatest  problem  of  our  time.  If  your 
only  remedy  for  Irish  discontent  is  repres- 
sion, then,  I  say,  you  have  a  rif^ht  to  be 
dissatisfied  with  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  But  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  remains  what 
it  always  has  been,  a  two-fold  policy — a 
two-fold  policy  of  firm  repression  of  crime 
and  outrage,  and,  at  the  same  time,  a 
persistent  search  for  the  causes  of  crime 
and  outrage,  together  with  a  patient  en- 
deavour to  remove  them.  If  you  are 
dissatisfied  with  that  policy,  you  are 
right  to  do  your  best,  to  turn  us  out  of 
Office.  No  other  policy  will  we  remain 
to  carry  out.  We  believe  that  any  other 
policy  would  be  impracticable,  and,  if  it 
were  possible,  that  it  would  be  immoral, 
unjust,  and  altogether  unworthy  of  the 
Government  of  a  free  people. 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  stand  for  more  than  a  few  moments 
between  the  House  and  a  Division. 
\^lnttrrupi%on%,'\ 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  hon. 
Members  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  in  possession  of  the  House,  and  is  en- 
titled to  be  hoard. 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  he  thought  the 
speech  they  had  just  listened  to  required 
one  or  two  words  of  protest  from  that 
side  of  the  House.  He  considered  they 
were  indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  having  put  the  question  in  a 
form  which  it  would  be  in  the  power  of 
anyone  to  answer  in  a  very  few  words, 
by  saying  that  the  issue  had  been  mis- 
placed. They  had  been  anxious  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  discussion  to  reach 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  whole  House  to 
ascertain  which  had  been  the  master 
mind  of  the  Cabinet  during  these  diffi- 
cult and  tortuous  negotiations.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  at  last  disclosed 
himself,  and  shown  himself  to  the  coun- 
try to  be  the  apologist  of  that  policy 
which,  by  this  Amendment,  it  was 
sought  to  impugn.  He  would  only  cite 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlenaan  two  or  three  sentences,  in  order 
to  indicate  where  the  line  was  to  be 
drawn  between  the  policy  which  he  un- 
derstood was  supported  on  that  side  of 
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the  House,  and  the  policy  which  was 
recommended  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  did  not  consider  it 
honourable  or  honest  to  believe  a  man 
to  be  an  outrage-monger  until  it  was 
proved ;  and  that  remark  seemed  to 
afford  a  key  to  the  whole  question. 
The    right    hon.    Gentleman  was    not 

Erepared  to  accept  the  statement  of 
is  own  Colleague,  who  was  familiar 
with  all  the  circumstances,  and  who  had 
had  the  whole  of  this  case  before  him 
day  and  night  for  two  anxious  years, 
unless  that  statement  were  made  the 
subject  of  judicial  investigation.  He 
(Mr.  Raikes)  said  that  to  bring  to  the 
government  of  a  great  country  a  mind 
like  that  was  characteristic  of  such  a  man 
as  had  never  sat  in  a  Cabinet  before. 
There  was  another  remark  made  use  of 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which  did 
much  more  credit  to  his  humanity  than 
to  his  discretion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  pleased  to  tell  the  House  that 
he  was  desirous  of  seeing  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  was  not 
exposed  to  any  humiliation ;  and  so,  in 
order  to  save  the  hon.  Member  anything^ 
in  the  nature  of  self-humiliation,  the 
country  was  to  be  exposed  to  the  danger 
which  attended  his  release,  under  the 
circumstances  with  which  they  were  ac- 
quainted. Another  point  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  was.  this — that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  carried  out  the  demands  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford, if  he  had  made  any  public  declara- 
tion of  his  willingness  to  submit  himself 
to  the  law  and  order,  it  would  have 
constituted  a  treaty.  He  (Mr.  Eaikes) 
wished  the  House  to  note  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  shrank  from  anything 
like  a  public  treaty.  What  he  preferred 
was  a  secret  treaty.  The  House  had 
been  accustomed  to  hear  a  great  deal 
in  the  days  of  the  late  Government  of 
secret  diplomacy ;  and  he  was  happy  to 
find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
studied  sufficiently  in  the  school  of  poli- 
tics to  know  that  he  must  negotiate  in 
a  secret  manner  anything  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  desirable  for  his  country's 
government.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  treated  with  contempt  the  charges 
of  countenancing  outrages,  and  it  was 
an  easy  thing  for  him  to  do  that.  But 
that  night  they  had  seen  others  besides 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  treating  those 
charges  with  contempt  —  namely,  the 
hon.  Memher  for  the  City  of  Cork,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy).  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  entirely  at  one  with  his  for- 
mer negotiators  in  that  respect ;  and 
that  led  him  (Mr.  Haikes)  to  the  point 
which  he  wished  the  House  and  the 
country  to  understand — that  was  to  say, 
that  the  question  as  between  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  was  only  one  of 
degree.  The  House  regarded  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  as  a  man 
who  had  not  fully  explained  his  rela- 
tions with  the  outrage-mongers  of  the 
West ;  and  they  must  regard  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  as  a  man 
who  preferred  rather  to  treat  with  con- 
tempt than  to  explain  his  relations  with 
the  hon.  Member.  Even  if  they  had 
not  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  the  supporters  of  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  would  find  sufficient 
justification  for  the  course  they  had  pur- 
sued in  the  statement  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  he  also  de- 
clined to  offer  any  explanation  of  con- 
duct which  the  whole  country  had  con- 
demned. It  was  enough  for  his  object 
to  have  fixed  that  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  went  on  to  state  that  Gentle- 
men on  those  Benches  desired  to  dis- 
credit a  policy  of  conciliation  towards 
Ireland ;  but  he  said  that  their  desire 
was  to  discredit  a  policy  of  concession — 
two  very  different  things.  He  asked 
whether  there  had  ever  been  a  Go- 
vernment drawn  from  Parties  on  either 
side  of  the  House  that  had  not  shown  a 
spirit  of  conciliation  to  Ireland ;  but  it 
had  been  reserved  for  the  present  Go- 
vernment to  pursue  towards  that  country 
a  policy  which  it  was  to  be  hoped  would 
remain  unique  in  the  annals  of  the 
country — namely,  that  of  making  con- 
cession to  outrage.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  divided  the  Irish  policy  of 
the  Government  into  two  parts,  and 
identified  it,  first,  with  the  policy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  and,  secondly,  with  that  of 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieotenant;  but  he  had  forgotten  that 
there  was  one  week  between  the  re- 
tirement of  the  former   and   the   ap- 
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pointment  of  the  latter  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, during  which  time  neither  of 
them  were  responsible,  and  in  which 
the  responsibility  of  governing  Ireland 
must  be  divided  between  the  Cabinet 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea).  The  House 
had  not  lost  sight  of  that  fact,  and 
they  also  took  note  that  at  the  time  at 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  sent  on  his 
mission  there  were  three  distinguished 
prisoners  within  the  walls  of  Kilmain- 
ham.  They  also  noted  the  fact  that 
there  was,  at  the  present  time,  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
had  ceased  to  exercise  his  influence 
over  the  people  of  Ireland,  another 
Member  of  the  House  within  the  walls 
of  an  Irish  prison,  and  it  might  be  that 
in  a  few  weeks  or  months  they  would 
hear  of  some  further  negotiations  car- 
ried on  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy),  now  in  confinement. 
[^Interruptions,']  He  regretted  that,  owing 
to  the  uproar  occasioned  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  do  otherwise  than  take 
a  course  which  he  should  not  have  taken 
under  other  circumstances — namely,  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' 
— (Mr.  Raikes.) 

Thb  Makqxjess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  think  it  necessary  to  persevere  with 
his  Motion  for  Adjournment,  considering 
the  hour  (12.40),  and  the  period  over 
which  the  debate  has  extended.  Al- 
though the  House  has  shown  some  signs 
of  impatience  while  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  making  his  observations, 
yet  I  believe  he  has  been  able  to  place 
before  the  House  with  tolerable  clear- 
ness some  of  the  views  he  desired  to 
express  with  reference  to  the  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade ;  and  having  regard 
to  the  inconvenience  which  would  result 
from  the  adoption  of  his  proposal,  I 
venture  to  hope  that  it  will  not  be 
pressed. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
quite  sympathize  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  but  I  think  it  would  be  very  in- 
convenient to  the  House  to  press  this 
Motion.  My  right  hon.  Friend  had  a 
perfect  right  to  a  fair  hearing,  and  it 
would  not  hdve  been  for  a  very  long 
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time ;  but  the  interruptions,  of  course, 
made  him  speak  all  the  slower.  I 
would  ask  him  however,  not  to  press 
this  Motion. 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  that,  having  had 
opportunity  of  ascertaining  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  were  able,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  to  abstain  from  in- 
terrupting a  speaker,  he  should  be 
happy  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  Marqttbss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Before  you,  Sir,  put  the  Question  from 
the  Chair,  perhaps  the  House  will  allow 
me  to  make  a  very  short  statement  by 
way  of  personal  explanation  in  reference 
to  a  matter  upon  which  there  was  some 
difference  of  opinion  between  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  and  myself  last 
night.  I  do  this  because  I  think  it  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  in  relation  to 
matters  of  the  character  of  the  difference 
between  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  my- 
self, although  they  may  not  be  of  first 
importance,  the  greatest  possible  accu- 
racy should  be  observed.  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  to-day  of  making  inquiry 
of  my  Colleagues,  and  of  referring  to 
dates ;  and  I  find  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  accurate  in  stating 
that  the  Committee  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  proposals  he  had  submitted 
to  the  Government  on  the  subject  of  a 
Bill  for  the  better  repression  of  crime  in 
Ireland  was  not  appointed  until  the  day 
of  his  resignation.  But  I  have  also  been 
confirmed  in  my  recollection  that  the 
introduction  and  passing  of  a  measure 
for  that  purpose  had  been  accepted  by 
the  Cabinet.  I  find  that  Lord  Spencer, 
who  had  accepted  the  OfiSce  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  some  days  before 
the  resignation  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  had,  as  was  natural,  asked  for 
some  explicit  assurances  upon  cer- 
tain points.  Among  these  was  the 
subject  under  discussion,  and  he  had 
been  definitely  informed  of  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  passing  of  this  measure.  I  also 
find  that  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  that  matter  were 
announced  in  this  House  on  the  2nd  of 
May  by  the  Prime  Minister  simulta- 
neously with  the  announcement  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  resignation.  The 
words  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  were  these — 

Sir  Stafford  Xorihcoie 


« 


So  soon  as  the  necessary  Bnainesa  of  ti&e 
House  of  Commons  will  permit,  we  shall  ask 
leave  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  strengthen  tbe 
ordinary  law.  .  .  .  No  part  of  the  Busineaa 
announced  in  the  Queen*s  Speech  will  he  allowed, 
to  interfere  with  the  purpose  I  haye  just  de- 
scrihed — namely,  to  satisfy  what  we  conceive  to 
he  the  demands  of  the  necessity  with  regard  to 
future  legal  provision  for  peace  and  tranquillity 
and  the  enforcement  of  the  law  in  Ireland.  I 
may  add  that  we  are  now  engaged  in  considering^ 
the  details  of  this  measure." — {ZSanaardy  [a68J 
1968-9.) 

This  statement  was  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  BradS)rd  explained  tlie 
cause  of  his  resignation  two  days  before 
the  4th  of  May,  and  four  days  before 
the  assassinations  in  Phceniz  Park. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  259  ; 
Noes  176  :  Majority  83. 

AYES. 


Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Agnew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Anderson,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Asher,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  Sir  A. 
Bass,  H. 

Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlase,  W.  0. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Brett,  R.  B. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Cameron,  C. 
Camphell,  Sir  G. 
Camphell,  R.  F.  F. 
Camphell-  Bannerman, 

H. 
CarhuU,  E.  U. 


Carington,  hon.  R. 
Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chamherlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childers,  rt.  hn.  H.C.E. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colehrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
CoUings,  J. 
Collins,  E. 

Colthurst,  Col.  D.  La  T. 
Corhett,  J. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtauld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowen,  J. 

Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Cropper,  J. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Crum,  A. 
Cunlifie.  Sir  R.  A. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  R. 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  C.  W. 
Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Ehrington,  Yisootint 
Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Fairhaim,  Sir  A. 
Faiquharson,  Dr.  B. 
Fay,  C.  J. 

Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,  W. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fitz  William,  hon.  W.J. 
Flower,  C. 
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Foljamlie,  C.  O.  8. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Fonter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fonter,  Sir  C. 
Fort,R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,  K 
Fry.T. 
Givan,  J. 
Oladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,;,Ix>rd  D. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Goarley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  £.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Giant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G, 
Goeit,  M.  J. 
Gordon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
fiardcasUe,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Harq.  of 
Hactings,  G.  W. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
HencheU,  Sir  F. 

Hibbert,  J.  T. 

Hill,  T.  R. 

Holden,  I. 

Holland,  S. 

HoUond,  J.  R. 

Holms,  J. 

Hopwood,  C.  H. 

Howard,  £.  S. 

Howard,  J. 

lUingwcTth,  A. 

Inderwick,  F.  A. 

James,  0. 

James,  Sir  H. 

James,  W.  H. 

Jenkins,  D.  J. 

Johnson,  £. 

JonoB-Parry,  L. 

Laboachere,  H. 

l^ing,  S. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 

Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 

Lawrence,  W. 

Lea,  T. 

Leake,  R. 

Leaiham,  W.  H. 

Lee,  H. 

LefeTre,rthn.G.J.S. 
lAoyd,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Loik,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
M^Arthur,  A. 
M'Arthur,  Sir  W. 
M»Clure,  Sir  T. 
Jl*Coan,  J.  C. 
M'lntyre,  JEness  J. 
H^Keona,  Sir  J.  N. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 

Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
»*La^,  P. 


McLaren,  C.  B.  B. 
Macliver,  P.  S. 
M*Minnie8,  J.  G. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Maijoribanks,  E. 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Martin,  P. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
MaskelynOfM.H.Story- 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
MeUor,  J.  W. 
Monk,  0.  J. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  S. 

MundeUa,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Nicholson,  W. 
Noel,  E. 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
O'Beime,  Colonel  F. 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Otway,  Sir  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennington,  F. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Porter,  A.  M. 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Pulley,  J. 
Ralli,  P. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  Sir  £.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  J.  N. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rogers,  J.  £.  T. 
Roth8chUd.SirN.M.de 
Roundell,  C.  S. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  G.  W.  £. 
Rylands,  P. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Seely,  C.  (Lincoln) 
Seely,C.  (Nottingham) 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Smith,  £. 
Smith,  S. 

Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 


SteveDson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Summers,  \V. 
Talbot,  C.  It.  M. 
Tavistock,  Marquess  of 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tennant,  C. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Tillett,  J.  H. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trovelyan,  rt.hn.  G.  O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 


Walter,  J. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Williams,  S.  C.  E. 
Williamson,  S. 
Willis,  W. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woolf,  S. 

TELLERS. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


NOES. 


Alexander,  Colonel 
Allsopp,  C. 
Amherst.  W.  A.  T. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Barttclot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,H.hon.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hon.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  G.  Be  la  P. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Bumaby,  General  E.  8. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Garden,  Sir  R.  W. 
Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.G. 
Chaine,  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Chrutie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clarke,  E. 

Clive,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Coddington,  W. 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  rt.  hon.  G. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Col.  hn.  L.  P. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  C. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Dixon.Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donaldson-Hudson,  C. 


Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Ecroyd,  W.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  F. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Ewing,  A.  0. 
Feilden,Major-General 

R.J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Freshfield,  C.  E. 
Gamier,  J.  C. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Goldney,  Sir  G. 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Ghrantham,  W. 
Greene,  £. 
Greer,  T. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

LordG. 
Harcourt,  E.  W. 
Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 

Sir  J.  CD. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hicks,  E. 
Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Home,  Iit.-Col.  D.  M. 
Hope,  rt.hn.  A.  J.B.B. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Knight,  P.  W. 
Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  K. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Lever,  J.  O. 
Levett,  T.  J. 
Lewisham,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  Sir  R.  L. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 

[Seventh  A'ifht.'] 


811   CoHsoHdafed  Fund  [P^manini  {COWAOHiS]         Charges  Eed0mption'].         812 

it  is  extremely  desirable  that  tlie  Husi- 
ness  of  Supply  should  be  taken  not  later 
than  on  Thursday  in  next  week-  I 
would,  for  these  reasons,  therefore,  urge 
hon.  Members  to  condense  their  obser- 
vations, so  as  to  bring  the  debate  on  the 
Address  to  a  close  during  the  early  part 
of  next  wselr 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  when  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  would  be 
brought  in? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  that  per- 
haps he  might  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
question.  Under  the  old  Hulesthe  Esti- 
mates could  not  have  been  presented  be- 
fore Supply  was  set  up ;  but  in  conse- 
quence of  the  extremely  short  time  they 
would  have  this  year  for  dealing  wi^ 
Supply  before  Easter,  they  had,  to  save 
time,  already  presented  part  of  the  ordi- 
nary Supplementary  Estimates.  They 
had  presented  to-night  special  Sup- 
plementary Estimates,  which  wotdd  be 
circulated  on  Monday,  explaining  the 
expenditure  on  the  Egyptian  War,  so 
that  there  would  be  no  delay  in  going 
on  with  Supply  on  Thursday  if  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address  was  finished. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER :  Will  the 
Army  Estimates  come  on  before  Easter  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childrrs)  :  They  must. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 


Lowther,  rt.  hon.  J.  Ritchie,  0.  T. 

Lowther,  hon.  W.  Rolls,  J.  A. 

Mac  Iver,  D.  Robs,  A.  H. 

Macnaghten,  E.  Ross,  C.  G. 

M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J.  Round,  J. 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.  St.  Aubyn,  W.  M. 

Manner8,rt.hn.LoTdJ.  Salt,  T. 

March,  Earl  of  Schreiber,  C. 

Master,  T.  W.  C.  Scott,  Lord  H. 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  Scott,  M.  D. 

Miles,  0.  W.  SoTeme.  J.  E. 

MUes,  Sir  P.  J.  W.  Smith,  A. 

Mills,  Sir  C.  H.  Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 

MoQckton,  F.  Stanhope,  hon.  E. 

Moss,  R.  Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 

Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir  Stanley,  E.  J. 

J.  R.  Sykes,  C. 

Mulholland,  J.  Talbot,  J.  G. 

Murray,  C.  J.  Thomson,  H. 

Newport,  Viscount  Thomhill,  T. 

North,  Colonel  J.  S.  Tollemache,hon.  W.  F. 

Northcote,  H.  S.     '  Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 

Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir  Tottenham,  A.  L. 

S.  H.  Wallace,  Sir  R. 

Onslow,  D.  Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 

Peek,  Sir  H.  Warburton,  P.  E. 

Pell,  A.  Warton,  C.  N. 

Pemberton,  E.  L.  Welby- Gregory, SirW. 

Percy,  Earl  Whitley,  E. 

Percy,  Lord  A.  Wilmot,  Sir  H. 

Phipps,  C.  N.  P.  Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 

Phipps,  P.  Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R.  Wortlev,  C.  B.  Stuart- 

Puleaton,  J.  H.  Wroughton,  P. 

Raikos,  it.  hon.  H.  C.  Torke,  J.  R. 
Rankin,  J. 

Rendlesham,  Lord  txllsrs. 

Repton,  G.  W.  Crichton,  Viscount 

Ridley,  Sir  M.  W.  Winn,  R. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {^Mr.  Biggar,) 

The  Mabqtjess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
I  do  not  propose,  Sir,  to  oppose  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  as  I  understand  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  to  move 
one  or  both  of  his  Besolutions  on  Mon- 
day, I  think  it  would  be  as  well  that  I 
should  make  an  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
to  endeavour  to  restrict  the  remainder  of 
this  debate  within  reasonable  limits.  We 
have  now  been  discussing  Irish  subjects 
discursively  for  four  nights,  and  though 
we  have  not  come  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  it 
is  obvious  that  a  great  deal  that  might 
have  been  said  upon  it  has  already  been 
stated ;  and  I  would  point  out,  further, 
that  on  account  of  the  extremely  short 
period  that  will  elapse  before  faster, 
and  the  amount  of  work  there  is  to  do, 


oonsolidated  fund  [pshmanent  ohjlaoss 

redemption]. 

Contidirtd  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Muohidf  That  it  is  expedient  to  authoriae  the 
CommiBsioners  for  the  Reduction  of  the  Na- 
tional Deht  to  lend,  ont  of  moneys  in  their 
hands  on  account  of  Trustee  and  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  sums  payable  by  the  Treasury 
in  redemption  of  any  permanent  annuities 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  or  mone3rs 
provided  by  Parliament,  and  also  to  authorise 
the  repayment  of  such  loans  by  the  creation  of 
terminable  annuities  charged  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  .- 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mondaff  next. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  26th  February,  1883. 


MIXUTESJ— SiLBCT  *  Committee  •—  Standing 

Orden,  The  Lord  Clinton  added. 
Pimuc    Bill — Firtt    Reading — Hepresentatiye 

Pten  (Scotland)  (6). 

PBITATE  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  this  House  will  not  receive.any 
petition  for  a  Private  Bill  after  Friday  the  9/A 
day  ef  March  next,  nnleae  such  Private  Bill 
whin  have  heen  approved  by  the  Chancery 
Division  of  the '  High  Court  of  Justice ;  nor 
any  petition  for  a  Private  Bill  approved  by  the 
Cluuioery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
after  Tueeday  the  %ih  day  of  May  next : 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  report 
from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented  to 
this  Honse  for  Private  Bills  after  7\iesday  the 
itk  day  of  May  next : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
pmblieked,  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 
aad  Westminster  Hall.     (No.  4.) 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 
^UBSTIOir.       OBSBBVJLTIOKS. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY,  in 
risiiig  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  given 
any  intimation  to  the  French  Govern- 
ment  that  this  country  does  not  wish  for 
the  construction  of  a  submarine  tunnel 
between  France  and  England,  with  a 
view  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  dis- 
appointment, or  of  claims  arising  in 
France  for  money  expended  in  that 
country  in  attempts  to  construct  a  sub- 
marine tunnel  under  the  misapprehen- 
sions caused  by  the  fact  of  a  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  being  the  chairman  of  one  of 
the  tunnel  companies  ?  said,  that  to  the 
Question  which  stood  on  the  Notice 
Paper  he  had  only  to  add  that,  notwith- 
standing that  the  works  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  tunnel  had  been  stopped  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel,  it  was  said  they 
were  still  proceeding  on  the  French  side. 
He  would  like  to  point  out  that  there 
appeared  to  be  some  inconsistency  be- 
tween taking  out  an  injunction  against 
one  Channel  Tunnel  Company  and  not 
offering,  to  the  Chairman  of  the  other 
Company  the  option  of  resigning  the 
Lordship  of  the  Treasury  or  the  Chair- 
manship of  the  Tunnel  Company. 

EiBL  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  I 
hare  to  inform  your  Lordships  that  it  is 
proposed  that  a  Joint  Committee  of  thd 


two  Houses  shall  be  appointed  to  consi- 
der this  subject,  and  that  a  proposal  to 
that  effect  will  shortly  be  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, until  the  matter  shall  have 
been  considered  by  the  Committee,  we 
think  it  undesirable  that  any  progress 
should  be  made  with  the  two  Bills,  or 
that  any  communication  should  be  made 
to  the  French  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  Marquess  of  SALI8BUEY :  My 
Lords,  I  feel  bound  to  say  that  I  am 
considerably  surprised  to  hear  it  stated 
by  the  noble  Earl  that  the  Government 
intend  to  refer  this  subject  to  a  joint  or 
any  other  Committee.  I  dare  say  that 
a  Joint  Committee  would  be  as  suitable 
an  instrument  as  any  other  for  conduct- 
ing an  inquiry;  but,  surely,  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  it  is  expedient  to 
make  a  junction  between  the  two  coun- 
tries below  the  Channel  is  one  which 
belongs  to  that  class  of  political  ques- 
tions which,  hitherto,  the  Government 
have  always  been  held  competent  and 
been  obliged  to  decide  upon  their  own 
responsibility.  It  is  impossible  that  any 
Committee  can  have  all  the  considera- 
tions before  them  which  should  govern 
the  decision  to  which  this  country  ought 
to  come.  There  are  considerations  which 
are  present,  no  doubt,  to  the  minds  of 
the  Foreign  Secretary  and  the  Cabinet 
— considerations  which  depend  upon  the 
knowledge  which  the  Foreign  Office  pos- 
sesses of  the  condition,  of  the  intentions, 
and  of  the  poHqy  of  the  various  States  of 
Europe,  but  which  it  is  impossible  to 
produce  in  evidence,  and  which,  there- 
fore, cannot  assist  in  the  guidance  of  any 
Committee,  however  able  or  well-chosen. 
I  do  not  wish  to  discuss  the  matter  at 
length;  but  the  course  proposed  is  a 
Constitutional  precedent  of  no  little  mag- 
nitude, and,  therefore,  I  do  not  like  to 
allow  even  a  mention  of  it  to  pass  by 
without  entering  a  protest. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  think,  my 
Lords,  it  will  be  better  to  defer  any  dis- 
cussion until  the  proposal  is  made  to  the 
House.  As  to  the  knowledge  which  the 
Foreign  Office  may  possess  with  regard 
to  the  state  of  Europe  at  any  particular 
time,  I  may  say  that  it  appears  to  me 
that  this  is  a  question  which  must  be 
decided  very  much  upon  its  general 
merits,  and  not  in  regard  to  the  particu- 
lar policy  of  any  foreign  country  at  this 
particular  moment. 
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The  Earl  of  EEDESDA.LE  (Chair- 
man of  CoMMiTTBEs)  Said,  he  did  not 
consider  a  Joint  Committee  a  desirable 
method  of  settling  the  question,  for  this 
among  other  reasons — that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  say  how  such  a  Committee  was 
to  be  formed  which  would  be  free  from 
objections.  The  responsibility  ought  to 
rest  with  the  Government.  He  trusted 
that  when  the  proposal  was  made  the 
noble  Earl  would  tell  them  that  the 
Members  of  their  Lordships'  House  who 
were  to  be  appointed  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee would  be  named  by  the  Oovem- 
ment. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

BILL  PRESENTED.      FIRST  READINO. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  rose  to 
present  a  Bill  to  regulate  procedure  at 
the  elections  of  Bepresentati  ve  Peers  for 
Scotland.  The  noble  and  learned  Earl 
pointed  out  that  by  some  error,  though 
he  gave  his  Notice  for  to-day,  it  had 
been  printed  on  the  Paper  circulated  on 
Saturday  as  if  it  stood  for  to-morrow ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  any  noble  Lord 
would  be  prejudiced  by  his  presenting 
the  Bill  at  once.  A  communication  had 
been  made  to  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Oalloway),  who  took  some  interest  in 
this  subject,  and  he  was  sorry  not  to  see 
that  noble  Earl  in  his  place ;  but,  on  the 
whole,  he  thought  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  those  present  that  he  should 
proceed  now.  Their  Lordships  were 
aware  that  this  subject  had  been  fre- 
quently discussed  in  this  House. 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK  said,  he 
rose  to  a  point  of  Order.  He  objected 
to  the  subject  being  brought  forward,  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl's  Notice  for 
presenting  the  Bill  was  not  on  the  Notice 
l^aper  for  that  day,  which  had  been  cir- 
culated to  Members  of  the  House. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said,  that 
on  Thursday  last  he  gave  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  to-day, 
and  he  had  never  retracted  his  Notice  or 
authorized  any  variation  of  it.  The  No- 
tice Paper  now  on  the  Table  contained 
the  correction. 

The  Earl  of  LIMEEICK :  Then 
there  must  be  two  Notice  Papers.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl's  Notice,  and 
that  of  another  noble  Earl  on  the  same 
subject,  were  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow. 


The  Marquess  OF  SALISBUEY :  As 
to  the  point  of  Order,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  toat  the  Notice  given  in  the  House 
is  the  one  to  follow,  and  the  printed. 
Notice  is  of  no  authority  whatever.  That 
being  so,  there  can  be  no  objection 
to  the  course  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack  proposes 
to  take 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
their  Lordships  were  aware  of  the  con- 
siderable divergence  that  existed  in  the 
three  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  as 
to  the  mode  of  verifying  the  rights  of 
Peers.  In  England  there  was  every 
Session  laid  on  their  Lordships'  Table  a 
EoU  of  all  the  Peers  entitled  to  ait  in 
their  Lordships'  House ;  and  if  any  suc- 
cession took  place  by  death,  the  usual 
course  was  for  the  Peer  who  desired  to 
have  a  Writ  to  summon  him  to  that 
House  to  make  an  application  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  who  looked  into  the 
evidence  of  his  succession,  and  if  it 
appeared  clear  and  satisfactory  the  Writ 
issued  as  a  matter  of  course.  A  nominal 
Eoll  was  also  drawn  up  in  Ireland, 
called  the  Ulster  Eoll,  which  contained 
a  list  of  all  Peerages  in  respect  of  which 
votes  could  be  given ;  and,  when  any 
change  took  place  there  by  succession, 
the  practice  was  for  the  Peer  claiming 
the  right  of  succession  to  present  a 
Petition  to  their  Lordships'  House ;  the 
Petition  was  then  referred  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  and  if  he  reported  that  the 
Petitioner  was  entitled  to  vote,  the  Peer 
was  entered  on  the  Eoll  as  entitled  to 
vote  for  the  election  of  Eepresentative 
Peers.  If  any  substantial  question  were 
raised  about  the  Petitioner's  right,  the 
matter  was  referred  for  investigation  by 
the  Committee  of  Privileges ;  and  so  it 
would  be  in  England  also,  if  there  were 
any  doubt  or  difficulty.  With  regard  to 
Scotland,  16  Peers  were  elected  to  sit 
in  that  House  in  every  Parliament ;  but, 
with  that  exception,  all  Scotch  Peers 
were  on  a  footing  of  perfect  equality 
with  English  Peers.  The  Union  Eoll, 
which  was  made  up  under  the  direc- 
tion of  that  House  after  the  Union 
with  Scotland,  was  a  Eoll  of  Peerages, 
and  not  a  nominal  Eoll,  and  did  not 
show  who  were  entitled  to  vote.  In 
cases  of  doubt  no  provision  was  made 
as  to  the  admission  or  rejection  of  any 
claim  ;  anybody  who  pleased  might  ap- 
pear and  vote ;  and,  consequently,  great 
inconvenience  bad  sometimes  arisen  in 
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connection  with  the  elections  of  Scotoh 
Hepresentative  Peers.    As  early  as  1739 
the  matter  was  referred  to  the  Court  of 
Session,  with  a  request  that  a  general 
investigation  of  Peerage  rights  in  Scot- 
land might  be  made ;  but  the  Court  re- 
ported that  they  could  not  perform  tliat 
task.     Then  for  a  long   time  matters 
went  on  as  before.    In  1822  the  House 
passed    a    Hesolution  determining  that 
where  the  descent  was  not  direct  either 
from  a  lineal  ancestor,  or  from  a  brother, 
there  should  be  an  application  to  the 
House  to  ascertain  the  succession  before 
the  right  to  vote  was  admitted.    That 
was  acted  on  for  40  years.  But  in  1862, 
not  having  been  found  completely  to 
answer  its  purpose,  the  Hule  was  re- 
scinded, on  the  Motion  of  the  Duke  of 
Buccleuch.     Many  Committees  had  in- 
quired  into   the    subject.     There  had 
been  such  inquiries  in  1832,  1847,  1851, 
1869,  1874,  1877,  and  1882.   All  agreed 
in  representing  the  state  of  the  law  and 
practice  as  very  inconvenient  and  ob- 
3ectionable  and  requiring  a  remedy.  The 
evil  was  thus  stated  in  the  Heport  of  the 
Committee  of  1847 — 

"  It  i8  belieyed  that  the  Peerage  of  Scotland 
U  the  only  body  invested  with  important  privi* 
legee  in  this  Kingdom  without  any  provision 
being  made  for  testing  the  right  of  those  who 
may  claim  to  exercise  them ;  whereby,  not  only 
the  dignity  of  this  branch  of  the  Peerage  u 
compromised,  bat  the  retnm  of  Hepresentative 
Peers  to  the  Hoaae  of  Lords  may  be  affected, 
and  the  public  subjected  to  fraud  by  the  conduct 
of  persons  acting  as  Peers  of  Scotland  who  are 
not  justly  entitled  to  the  honours  they  assume. 
This  state  of  things  has  been  lon^  felt  to  be  a 
great  eril  and  grievance,  and  various  remedies 
have  been  proposed,  some  of  a  general  and  com- 
prehensive  nature,  others  in  reference  to  parti- 
cular cases  brought  before  the  notice  of  the 
House ;  but  all  these  have  either  been  abandoned 
before  they  were  matured,  or  have  been  found 
insufficient  for  correcting  the  abuses  which  have 
been  described." 

In  some  points  these  ahuses  had  since 

heen  mitigated,  hut  in  general  they  had 

remained  to  the  present  time.     He  said 

that  the  ahuses  had  heen  mitigated, 

for  there  was  legislation  on  the  suhject 

in  1 847  and  1 85 1 .  The  legislation  of  1 847 

directed  that  no  title  of  Peerage  should 

he  called  after  that  time  at  elections 

except  those  in  respect  of  which  votes 

had  been  tendered  and  received  since  the 

commencement  of  the  century — namely, 

Bince  1800— unless  the  House  of  Lords 

should  otherwise  order.  It  provided,  also, 

that  no  title  of  Peerage  should  he  called 

whentheHouseof  Lordsshould  direct  the 


contrary  after  a  vote  had  been  disallowed 
on  a  contested  election.  It  also  provided 
that,  in  the  case  of  two  Lords  protesting, 
the  protest  should  be  reported  to  that 
House,  and  the  House  might  require 
the  claimant  to  establish  his  right  before 
the  House,  and,  if  he  did  not  establish 
his  claim,  the  House  might  direct  his 
title  not  to  be  called.  It  was  further 
provided  that  effect  should  be  given  to  all 
claims  of  Peerage  allowed  by  the  House 
of  Lords.  In  1 85 1  the  time  limited  by  the 
Act  of  1 847  was  further  abridged,  the 
Lord  Clerk  Hegister  being  directed  to 
report  the  titles  of  all  Peerages  appear- 
ing from  time  to  time  on  the  Eoil  in 
respect  of  which  no  votes  had  been 
received  for  50  years;  and  it  was  pro- 
vided that  this  House  might,  if  it 
thought  fit,  orddr  that  they  should  not 
be  called.  In  1874  there  was  a  general 
inquiry  by  a  Committee,  presided  over 
by  the  Earl  of  Hosebery,  into  various 
questions  affecting  Scotch  and  also  Irish 
Hepresentative  Peers ;  and  that  Com- 
mittee reported  in  paragraph  6  as 
follows : — 

'*  They  would  recommend  that  for  the  future 
the  Peers'  Roll  used  at  elections  should  be  as  in 
Ireland — a  KoU  of  individuals,  and  not  of  Peer- 
ages; such  new  RoU  of  individual  Peers  of 
Scotland  to  be  drawn  up  by  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register  of  Scotland,  under  the  direction  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  and  no  alteration  to  be  made 
in  that  Roll  at  any  time  thereafter  without  the 
authority  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Some  diOScidty 
might  at  first  be  ezjperienced  in  making  up  the 
Roll ;  but  it  would,  m  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee, be  practicable  to  lajr  down  certain  rules, 
as  suggested  hj  one  of  the  witnesses,  which 
would  greatly  simplify  the  proceeding." 

This  Bill  was  in  substance  founded  upon, 
and  it  endeavoured  to  give  effect  to,  that 
Beport.  Since  that  time,  as  he  had 
stated,  the  matter  had  been  still  further 
considered.  Last  year,  1882,  there  was 
another  inquiry  by  a  Committee  presided 
over  by  Lord  Moncreiff,  and  that  inquiry 
was  followed  by  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  gave 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  propose  cer- 
tain Amendments  to  that  Bill ;  and  the 
Bill  which  he  now  presented  was,  sub- 
stantially, in  accordance  with  what  he 
then  proposed.  The  difference  between 
the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  of  1882 
and  that  of  the  Committee  of  1874  was 
an  important  one.  The  Committee  of 
1874  proposed  that  the  authority  of 
that  House  should  be  the  ruling  autho- 
rity,  and  should  be  preserved  unim- 
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paired  in  all  these  matters ;  but  the 
Committee  of  1882,  influenced  appa- 
rently bj  the  evidence  given  by  two 
learned  witnesses,  recommended  that 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion should  be  used  for  two  purposes — 
in  the  first  place,  to  set  right  all  errors 
and  omissions  which  might  be  alleged 
to  exist  in  the  Boll,  as  prepared  by  the 
Lord  Clerk  Begister — he  was  not  quite 
sure  whether  that  was  to  be  subject  to 
the  assent  of  that  House  or  not;  andy- 
in  the  next  place,  it  was  proposed  that 
the  claims  of  all  successors  should,  in 
the  first  instance,  pass  through  the 
Court  of  Session,  and  then  come  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  which,  as  to  those  claims, 
should  have  final  authority.  He  sub- 
mitted to  their  Lordships  that  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  of 
1874  were,  in  these  respects,  preferable 
to  those  of  the  Committee  of  18b2.  He 
agreed  that,  looking  to  the  difference 
between  the  law  of  Scotland  and  the  law 
of  England  and  Ireland,  it  might  some- 
times be  convenient  to  send  down  cases 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
and  also  to  refer  it  to  that  Court  to 
take  evidence.  But  he  did  not  think 
there  would  be  any  advantage,  whether 
from  the  point  of  view  of  Constitutional 
principle,  or  of  Constitutional  law  and 
practice,  in  giving  any  direct  power 
of  determining  questions  of  Peerage  to 
the  Court  of  Session.  No  eround  what- 
ever of  a  legal,  historical,  or  Consti- 
tutional kind  was  suggested  by  or  before 
the  Committee  of  1882,  except  that  cer- 
tain cases — he  believed  10  or  11  in 
number — were  mentioned,  in  which,  be- 
fore the  Union,  the  Court  of  Session 
had  exqrcised  some  authority  as  to  cer- 
tain Peerages.  He  would  not  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  the  questions  which 
might  exist  as  to  the  nature,  validity,  or 
final  character  of  the  jurisdiction  which 
was  so  exercised  in  those  1 0  or  11  cases 
before  the  Union  by  the  Court  of  Session. 
Assuming  that  jurisdiction  to  have  been 
clear  and  unquestionable,  it  was  under 
a  state  of  things  which  had  since  en- 
tirely ceased.  The  only  other  jurisdic- 
tion which  then  existed  was  that  of  the 
Parliament  of  Scotland.  There  was 
evidence  thfit  the  Parliament  of  Scotland 
did,  more  than  once,  come  to  resolutions 
on  certain  questions  of  Peerage.  But 
in  Scotland  there  was  not  a  separate 
House  of  Lords.  After  the  Act  of 
Union,  the  Scottish  Parliament  ceased 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


to  exist.    Although  the  Act  of  Union 
did  not  settle  the  mode  of  procedure  ao 
as  to  exclude  the  questions -which  had 
since  arisen,  yet  it  did  provide  that  16 
Bepresentatlve  Peers  should  sit  in  that 
House,  and  that  in  all  other  respects 
all  Peers  of  Scotland  should  be  on  an 
equality  with  the  Peers  of  England  ;  and 
if  their  Lordships  were  to  give  to  any 
other  authority  the  power  of  deciding^ 
who  those  Peers  were,  they  would  be 
delegating  to  another  tribunal  the  right 
to  determine,  indirectly,  who  should  have 
seats  in  that  House.     And  the  Peers  of 
Scotland  would  not  be  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  Peers  of  England,  if  a  different 
authority  were  to  determine  questions 
affecting  their  titles  and  dignities.    Then 
there  was  the  practice  during  the  whole 
time   since   the  Union.      A  single  in- 
stance was,  indeed,    alleged  in   which 
there  was  some  appearance  of  the  Court 
of   Session    dealing    with    a    question 
of  succession  to  a  Scotch  Peerage,  in 
1730.     But  that,  when  examined,  was 
found  to  be  not  really  to  the  purpose. 
All  that  the  Court  of  Session  did  in  1 730 
was  to  rescind,  or  reduce,  a  decree  *'  in 
absence" — that  was,  ex  parte — which  it 
had  made  three  or  four  years  before  the 
Union  as  to  the  succession  to  the  Lovat 
Peerage.    Even  this  exercise  of  jurisdic- 
tion was  considered  so  doubtful,  that  it 
became  the  subject  of  a  compromise; 
and  there  seemed  reason  to  believe  that 
a  large  sum  of  money  was  paid  to  pre- 
vent that  order  of  the  Court  of  Seaaion 
from  being  brought  to  the  House  of 
Lords  by  way  of  appeal.    With  that  one 
exception,   every  question  of  the  kind 
was  always  determined  by  the  House  of 
Lords.     Beginning  with  the  year  1714, 
and  coming  down  to  the  present  time,  47 
disputed  questions  of  Scotch  Peerage 
had    been  decided  in  one  way  or  the 
other  by  the  House  of  Lords,  and  11 
Scotch  Peers  had  been  added  to  the 
Union  Boll,  all  by  the  authority  of  that 
House.     Moreover,  the  authority  of  the 
House  was  affirmed  and  declared  by  all 
the  legislation   affecting   Scotch   Peer- 
ages.    The  Preamble  of  the  Act  of  1847 
said  that  it  was — 

*'  Expedient  that  no  person  should  be  allowed 
to  vote  on  the  Union  Roll  in  respect  of  any 
Peerage  which  had  been  for  some  time  dormaAt 
in  any  election  until  his  claim  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  House  of  Lords.'* 

And  the  same  Statute,  and  the  Act  of 
1851,  contained  those  provisions  which 
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be  had  already  brought  to  their  Lord- 
sbipft'  notice.     The  House's  authority, 
therefore,  tras  maintained  by  principle, 
by  uniform  practice  since  the  Union,  and 
by  Parliamentary  enactments.      Under 
these  circumstances,  he  considered  tbat 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  legislate 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  of  1874.    That  Com- 
mittee recommended  that  they  should 
have     a    nominal    Boll,    which    alone 
should    be   called,   with   proper  provi- 
sion for  cases  of  succession,  and  to  do 
that  in    the  same  way  as  in  Ireland. 
The   Bill    which    he  introduced  would 
accomplish  these  objects.    It  provided 
that  the  Liord  Clerk  Eegister  should  in 
every  year  make  up  this  nominal  Boll 
to  be  in  force  for  one  year  from  the  Ist 
of  January,  subject  to  such  amendments 
as  might  be  made  in  it  during  the  year 
by  the  authority  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  would   contain,  set  against  his  title 
of  Peerag^e,  in  the  order  of  precedence 
appearing  by  the  Union  Boll,  the  Chris- 
tian and  surname  of  every  j?eer  living 
at  the  time  when  the  Boll  was  made 
outf  who  should  have  at  any  time  been 
a  Bepresentative  Peer  in  that  House,  or 
who  should  have  voted  at  any  election 
of    Bepresentative    Peers   since   1862, 
without  protest,  or  whose  right  to  vote 
had  been  established  by  an  order  of  that 
House.     It  was  proposed  that  on  the 
death   of  a  Peer  afiyone  claiming  to 
be  his  successor  might  proceed  in  the 
same   way  as  was  done  in  Ireland — 
namely,   by  presenting   a  Petition    to 
that  House.    All  orders  of  the  House  of 
Lords  were  to  be  given  effect  to.  Errors 
in  the  Boll  might   be  corrected,   and 
claims  of  Peers  not  entered  upon  the 
BoU  might  be  adjudicated  upon,  as  at 
present,  upon  Petition  to  the  Crown, 
which  would  be  referred  to  that  House, 
and  considered  before  the  Committee  of 
Privileges.  Special  cases  might  be  stated 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
which  would  also  have  power,  on  a  refer- 
ence from  the  House,  to  take  evidence. 
The  House  of  Lords  would,  in  the  same 
manner,  decide  all  questions  of  prece- 
dence.     He  had    been  favoured  with 
a  communication  from  his  noble   and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Moncreiff),  which 
led  him  to  believe  that  these  provisions 
would  be  satisfactory  to  that  noble  and 
learned  Lord.    He  would  therefore  ask 
their  Lordships  to  give  the  Bill  a  first 
iSBading. 


Bill  to  regulate  procedure  at  the 
elections  of  Bepresentative  Peers  for 
Scotland ;  and  for  other  purposes — Fre^ 
tented  (The  Lord  Chancexxob). 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  it  would  be  better 
if  the  names  of  Peers  were  arranged 
alphabetically,  instead  of  according  to 
the  order  of  precedence.  He  thought 
the  arrangement  he  suggested  would  ob- 
viate a  good  deal  of  difference  and  diffi- 
culty. He  agreed  with  every  remark 
that  had  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (the  Lord  Chancellor), 
and  he  regretted  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  had  not  taken  the  same 
view  last  Session  as  he  now  took. 

TheLOBD  CHANCELLOBsaid,. 
that  he  could  not  let  that  observation 
pass  without  saying  that  what  he  had 
signified  was  that  Lord  Moncreiff  had 
said  that  he  should  be  satisfied  with  the 
Bill  that  was  introduced  on  the  last 
occasion.  He  thought  it  would  be 
better  that  the  Bill  should  not  follow 
the  Union  Boll. 

The  Mabquess  of  HUNTLY  said,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  settle  a  long-vexed 
question ;  but  suggested  that  the  second 
reading  should  be  postponed  till  after 
Easter,  in  order  that  Lord  Moncreiff, 
who  took  so  much  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject, might  be  able  to  be  present,  and 
the  House  might  have  the  benefit  of 
his  opinion  upon  the  matter,  with  which 
he  was  so  well  acquainted. 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE  said,  that,  as 
one  of  the  elected  Peers  for  Scotland,  he 
thanked  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  bring- 
ing forward  the  Bill.  If  any  of  their 
Lordships  happened  to  be  at  Edinburgh 
at  the  time  when  the  next  election  of 
Bepresentative  Peers  took  place,  he 
would  strongly  recommend  them  to  go 
down  to  Holyrood  and  see  the  pro- 
ceedings. A  table,  covered  with  green 
cloth,  was  laid  down  the  centre  of  the 
room,  and  there  were  benches  for  the 
accommodation  of  those  of  the  Scottish 
public,  who  wanted  to  see  what  was 
going  on.  The  Lord  Clerk  Begister 
appeared  in  his  robes.  There  was  a 
scramble  among  the  people  for  seats, 
and  how  it  was  that  they  went  there  to 
witness  such  uninteresting  proceedings 
was  more  than  he  could  understand. 
The  Lord  Provost  and  Magistrates  and 
the  Town  Council  of  Edinburgh  attended 
in  their  official  robes,  and   some  Mi- 
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cisters  were  also  present.  The  Union 
Boll  was  called,  and  then  commenced 
the  wrangling.  When  one  Peer  was 
called  in  precedence,  he  was  represented 
by  a  learned  gentleman  in  a  gown  and 
wig,  who  protested  against  any  other 
Peer  being  called  before  him.  Then 
they  came  to  handing  in  their  votes.  A 
Peer  handed  in  his  vote,  and  votes  for 
so-and-so,  and  then  a  learned  counsel 
protested  against  so-and-so  being  allowed 
to  vote,  and  another  Peer  protested 
against  this  being  done,  and  so  on  ad 
infinitum.  He  had  been  about  to  des- 
cribe the  proceedings  as  disgraceful,  but 
he  would  say,  at  cul  events,  that  they 
were  not  creditable.  He  thought  the 
Bill  now  brought  in  would  put  an  end 
to  all  that  scandal.  He  therefore  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  permit  it  to  pass. 
The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
could  hardly  postpone  the  second  read- 
ing till  after  Easter,  but  he  would  be 
quite  willing  not  to  take  the  Committee 
before  then.  It  was  in  Committee  that 
the  presence  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  MoncreifiP)  would  be  most 
valuable,  and  he  hoped  that  arrange- 
ment would  suit  the  convenience  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  and  other  noble 
Lords.  He  proposed  to  take  the  second 
reading  that  day  fortnight,  and  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  object. 

Billread  1';  andtobe^n^^ef.  (No.  5.) 
THE  EDDYSTONE  LIGHTHOUSE. 

QUESTIONS. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWIOKB  asked 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether  a 
current  report  is  true  in  regard  to  pri- 
vations recently  undergone  by  the  light- 
keepers  at  Eddystone  Lighthouse  ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  they  have  ordered  an  in- 
quiry to  be  made  ? 

The  Earl  of  MOUNT-EDOCUMBE 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther there  is  any  intention  of  laying  a 
telegraph  cable  from  Plymouth  to  the 
Eddystone  Lighthouse  ? 

Lord  SUDELEY  :  My  Lords,  in 
reply  to  the  noble  Earls,  I  have  to 
state  that  although  some  of  the  reports 
which  appeared  in  the  Press  have 
been  exaggerated,  it  is  undoubtedly 
true  that  the  relief  of  the  Eddystone 
has  been  delayed  through  very  ex- 
ceptionally boisterous  weather  eight 
weeks  beyond  the  proper  period.  The 
keepers,  who  should  have  come  on  shore 

l0ord  Elphimtone 


on  the  28th  of  December,    were    aot 
landed  until    the    20th    of   February. 
There  appears  to  be  nearly  always  some 
delay  in  the  December  reliefs,  but  this  is 
the  longest  on  record.  During  that  period, 
there  were  three  or  four  days  on  whicli 
it  is  alleged  the  relief  could  have  been. 
attempted  with  some  chance  of  succeBS, 
and  this  is  being  inquired  into.     Tlie 
relieving  steamer  for    Eddystone  is    & 
contract  vessel  not    belonging  to    the 
Trinity  House.    The  district  in  which 
that  lighthouse  is  included  has  its  head- 
quarters at  Penzance ;  and  as  its  steam 
vessel  is  stationed  there,  a  special  ar- 
rangement is  made  for  the  Eddystone 
to  secure  better    service.    The    Great 
Western  Dock  Company's  steamer,  hired 
for  that  work,  is  stated  to  have  beexi 
otherwise  engaged  at  those  times.     This 
matter    is    unaer    investigation.      The 
keepers  have  a  money  allowance    for 
food,  and  victual  themselves  by  their 
own  preference ;  but  a  reserve  is  kept  in 
store  upon  which  they  can  draw  in  case 
they  fall  short.     This  store    was,    or 
should  have  been,  sufficient  to  last  two 
months ;  but  as  the  principal  keeper  is 
still  on  the  rock,  the  reason  of  its  earlier 
failure  cannot  yet  be  ascertained.     This 
also    is  under  inquiry.     Signals  were 
made  from  the  rock  on  the  6th  of  Feb- 
ruary for  glass  lamp-chimneys ;  but  none 
for  provisions,  so  far  as  is  at  present 
known,  until  the    19th    of   February. 
When  the  men  were  relieved    it  was 
found  that  they  had  finished  their  re- 
serve stock  of  tinned  meat,  and  were 
living  on  biscuit,  and  had  enough  for 
two  days  more,  together  with  a  little 
flour,  plenty  of  water,  but  no  coal.     If 
the  relief  had  then  proved  impracticable, 
supplies  would    have  been  floated    to 
them  in  the  usual  way.    The  men  were 
at  that  time  naturally  depressed    and 
anxious,  but  they  were  able  to  hail  the 
boat  and  help  in  landing  stores  when 
the  relief  came,  and  are  reported  to  be 
all  in  good    health  and  spirits.    The 
Trinity  House  propose  to  increase  the 
reserve  stock  of  provisions  for  the  future. 
No  telegraphic  communication  between 
the  rock  and  the  shore  has  ever  been 
contemplated  as  necessary  for  lighthouse 
service,  and  it  does  not  appear  that  the 
delay  in  relief  was  at  all  attributable  to 
want  of  knowledge  of  the  position  of 
afiPairs  in  the  lighthouse.    As  to  com- 
munication for  other  purposes,  such  as 
signalling  a  wreck,  ^.,  between  tbo 
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fibore  and  outlying  ligbtsliips,  the  Elder 
Brethren  of  the  Trinity  House  have  had 
for  some  time  past,  and  still  have,  the 
question  under  consideration. 

Eabl  stanhope  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  answer  given  was  altogether 
satisfactory.  He  trusted  the  noble  Lord 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  of  the  Trinity  House  to 
the  immense  importance  of  having  tele- 
graphic oommunication  with  Eddystone. 
The  very  fact  of  men  being  taken  off  in  a 
dispirited  condition  showed  the  necessity 
of  improved  communication  with  the 
shore ;  besides  which  it  was  important 
to  give  notice  of  ships  in  distress  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment. 

Thb  Eari.  of  HAEDWICKE  said,  be 
hoped  that  the  lighthouse  on  Wolf  Bock, 
which  was  in  a  more  dangerous  and 
isolated  position,  would  also  not  be  over- 
looked in  the  matter  of  communication, 
as  a  means  of  rendering  assistance  to  a 
vessel  in  distress. 

Thb  Earl  of  MOUNT-EDGOUMBE 
said,  that  it  was  a  very  serious  matter 
that  the  men  at  such  an  important  posi- 
tion as  Eddystone  should  be  left  without 
food.  He  thought  it  was  extremely 
curious  that  they  had  not  been  relieved, 
when  it  was  stated  that  they  might  have 
been  reached  on  several  occasions. 

Loiu)  SUDELEY  said,  he  thought  he 
had  explained  that  it  was  the  practice  to 
have  provisions  in  the  lighthouse  for 
two  months,  and  the  last  period  of  two 
months  did  not  expire  till  the  28th  of 
February.  It  was  supposed,  therefore, 
that  there  was  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
provisions  in  the  lighthouse.  With  re- 
ference to  the  remark  of  the  noble  Earl, 
he  could  only  repeat  that  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  telegraphic  communication  with 
lighthouses  and  lightships  was  under 
consideration. 

House  adjoomed  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o'clock. 
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Redemption]  Act  (1873)  Amendment  *  [107] ; 
Bills  of  Sale  (Ireland)  Act  (1879)  Amend, 
ment  ♦  [106]  ;  Police  ♦  [106] ;  Seed  Advances 
(Scotland)  (No.  2)  ♦  [108]. 
Withdrawn—^iwdL  Advances  (Scotland)  *  [76]. 

NOTICES. 


KILMAINHAM  PRISON  (RELEASE  OF 
MR.  PARNELL,  &c.) 

irOTIOE    OF    M0TI017   (siR    S.    NOBTHOOTE). 

Db.  CAMERON  gave  Notice  that 
when  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
was  brought  forward,  he  would  move 
the  Previous  Question. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  gave  Notice  that 
in  the  apparently  not  very  probable  event 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon  moving  his  Reso- 
lution in  regard  to  the  Kilmainham 
transaction,  he  would  move  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
the  word  **That,"  in  order  to  substitute 
the  following: — 

<'  The  Prime  Minister  having  stated  that  all 
the  matters  connected  with  the  release  of  Mr. 
Pamell,  M.P.,  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P.,  and  Mr. 
O'Eelly,  M.P.,  requisite  for  the  House  to  form 
its  judgment  as  to  the  said  release  have  been 
made  pubUo,  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  further  into  these  matters, 
and  to  examine  witnesses  upon  oath  in  regard 
to  them,  would  be  a  waste  of  public  time  and 
money,  and  an  imputation  upon  the  Prime 
Minister." 

QUESTIONS. 


MINUTES.1  —  Public  Bills  —  Iiesoluti<m 
[Feb  23]  rtported^Ordered—Fint  Beading-' 
vontwlidated  Fund,  &c.  [Permanent  Charges 


SPAIN— SLAVEKY  IN  CUBA. 

Mb.  a.  pease  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  communication  in  the  **  Standard  " 
newspaper  of  the  9th  instant,  from  its 
correspondent  at  Madrid,  showing  that 
the  provisions  of  the  **  Moret "  (Eman- 
cipation) Law  are  beiuK  extensively 
evaded  in  Cuba ;  and,  whether,  consi- 
dering that  this  information  is  widely  at 
variance  with  the  brief  report  from  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  in  Cuba,  recently  pre- 
sented to  Parliament,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  obtain  a  more  extended, 
and  detaUed  report  not  only  from  the 
Consul  at  Havana,  but  from  the  Vice 
Consuls  in  the  other  districts  of   the 

Island  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE : 
The  Consul  General,  who  has  returned 
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to  his  post  from  leave  of  absence,  will 
be  instructed  to  send  a  full  Beport,  and 
to  supplement  it,  as  far  as  possible,  by 
Beports  from  the  Yice  Consuls. 

RAILWAYS— WORKMEN'S  TICKETS. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  will  use  his  influence  with  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  Companies  to  induce 
them  to  extend  the  times  for  issuing 
workmen's  cheap  weekly  third  -  class 
tickets  from  7  o'clock  a.m.,  as  is  now 
the  rule,  until  9  o'clock  a.m. ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  use  his  influence  with  the 
Railway  Companies  to  induce  them  to 
issue  weekly  season  tickets,  as  well  as 
quarterly  and  yearly  season  tickets  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  am  afraid 
my  hon.  Friend  overrates  the  influence 
he  supposes  me  to  have  with  the  Metro- 
politan Railway  Companies ;  but  oven 
if  it  was  as  great  as  he  imagines,  I  am 
not  certain  that  I  could  use  it  in  order 
to  secure  the  particular  measures  to 
which  he  calls  attention,  and  to  which 
there  are  some  very  considerable  practi- 
cal objections.  I  may  add,  however, 
that,  in  accordance  with  a  promise  I 
gave  last  Session,  I  have  received  a  Re- 
port on  the  whole  subject  of  the  work- 
men's trains ;  and  as  soon  as  I  have  had 
time  to  consider  this  Report  I  propose  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  at- 
tention had  been  called  to  the  Railway 
Bills  brought  iurthia  Session  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  would  take  care  that  proper 
facilities  for  the  working  classes  were 
put  into  those  Bills  if  they  interfered 
with  and  pulled  down  workmen's  houses 
in  London? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knows  I  have  no  power 
to  secure  that.  All  I  can  do  is  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committees  to  the 
subject.  I  propose  to  have  the  Bills 
carefully  examined  with  that  view. 

ARMY— VETERINARY   DEPARTMENT- 
POSITION  OF  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  GREER  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  act  wholly  or 
partially  on  that  portion  of  Colonel 
Harrison's  Report  referring  to  the  re- 
adjustment, relative  rank,  and  improve- 
in  en  t  of  the  position  of  the  Veterinary 
Offtcers  generally  ? 

Lord  Edmond  FiUmaurice 
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The  Makquess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
The  subjects  to  which  this  Question 
refers  are  under  consideration,  althou^li 
not  directly  in  connection  with  the  re- 
commendations in  the  Report  of  Goloael 
Harrison's  Committee,  which  aomewhat 
went  beyond  its  instructions  in  entering^ 
on  such  matters. 

LOCAL  SELF-GOVERNMENT  (IRELAND). 

EXPLANATION. 

Baeon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  his  recent  statement 

"  that  it  is  supposed  by  som6  that  by  changes 
in  the  system  of  local  self-government  we  can 
restore  contentment  to  the  Country.  It  woald 
be  madness,  in  my  opinion,  to  give  Ireland 
more  extended  self- government,  unless  we  can 
receive  from  the  Irish  people  some  assurance 
that  this  boon  would  not  be  used  for  the  par- 
pose  of  agitation," 

the  Qovernment  have  abandoned  the 
idea  of  introducing  a  measure  for  local 
self-government  in  Ireland,  or  whether 
the  statement  made  in  a  recent  speech 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that 

*'  as  long  as  Ireland  is  without  any  institution 
of  local  government  worthy  of  the  name,  so 
long  the  seeds  of  discontent  and  disloyalty  will 
remain,  only  to  burst  forth  into  luxuriant 
growth  at  a  favourable  season,*' 

more  accurately  expresses  the  view  en- 
tertained by  Her  Majesty's  Goyernmenty 
and  that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  introduce  such  a 
measure ;  and,  if  so,  when  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
The  hon.  Member  has  given  only  a  short 
extract  from  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  passage  in  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech  to  which  he  refers  is,  I 
think,  the  following : — 

"  According  to  all  precedent,  we  may  now 
expect  a  breathing  space,  and  for  a  considerable 
time  at  least  we  may  look  for  peace  and  quiet. 
If  we  take  advantage  of  this,  if  the  British 
Parliament  could  be  persuaded  to  seek  out  what 
are  still  the  wrongs  and  grievances  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  to  endeavour  to  remedy  them,  not 
with  a  grudging  hand,  but  in  a  broad  and  gene- 
rous spirit,  not  waiting  for  clamorous  agitation, 
then  I  believe  that  thu  expected  trace  will  de- 
velop into  a  lasting  treaty  of  peace  and  amity. 
But  do  not  let  us  deceive  ourselves.  Do  not  let 
us  suppose  that  our  work  is  yet  complete.  As 
long  as  Ireland  is  without  any  institutions  of 
local  government  worthy  of  the  name ;  as  long 
as  nothing  is  done  to  cnltiTate  the  sense  of 
■ponsibilit}'  emosg  the  people;  as  long  as 
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aw  in  their  own  coantry  are  depriyed  of  rights 
iad  priTQeges  which  aro  conceded  to  Engliah- 
aen  »nd  Scotchmen — even  to  Irishmen  in  this 
country ;  as  long  as  the  large  proportion  of  the 
pofnUtion  are  shut  out   from  any  part  in  the 
iBu&agemeni  of    their   own  affairs,   while  the 
•dncatlon  of  the  people   is  stinted,  tiieir  preju- 
dice* ignored — so  long  the  seeds  of  discontent 
ind  disloyalty  will  remain,  only  to  hurst  forth 
into  Inxuriant  growth  at  the  first  favourahle 


The  House  ^ill  see  that  my  right  hon. 

Friend  was  not  speaking  in  these  obser- 

tations  of   any   immediate  leg^'slation, 

but  of  tbe  general  tenour  of  English 

policy  in  Ireland.      The  other  night, 

when  addressing  the   House,  I  made 

such  references  as  I  thought  were  neces- 

sazy  to   my  own  speech.    I  am  sorry 

that  tbe  bon.  Member  should  think  that 

there  is  any  difference  between  my  right 

hon.  Friend   and  myself;   but  I  must 

leaTS  these  speeches  to  the  judgment  of 

the  House. 

LAW    AND   JUSTICE— OFFICE    OF 
PUBLIC  rROSECUTOR. 

SiK  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  yet  come  to 
any  decision  as  to  the  re-organisation  of 
the  office  of  Public  Prosecutor,  with  the 
riew  of  rendering  the  system  more  effi- 
cient, and  really  making  the  prosecution 
of  serious  offences  a  public  and  not  a 
private  function  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hesat  James),  in  reply,  said,  he  must 
answer  this  Question  in  the  negative. 
No  decision  had  yet  been  come  to  as  to 
the  re- organization  of  the  Office  of 
Public  Prosecutor.  In  fact,  such  a  re- 
organization would  involve  a  great  addi- 
tion to  the  staff,  and  for  that  an  appeal 
would  have  to  be  made  to  the  Treasury. 
He  was  afraid  that  this  was  not  a  very 
opportune  moment  to  ask  for  additional 
expenditure.  At  the  same  time,  both 
the  Home  Secretary  and  himself  were 
quite  alive  to  the  importance  of  that 
matter,  and  they  would  endeavour  to 
make  the  best  arrangements  in  their 
power  in  regard  to  it. 

Ma.  GO^T  gave  Notice,  in  conse- 
qaence  of  this  answer,  that  in  Supply  he 
wonld  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
for  Ae  expenses  of  the  Office  of  Public 
Prosecutor. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  gave 
Notice,  in  order  to  strengthen  the  hands 
of  the  Attorney  Generali  that,  after  the 


second  reading  of  the  Criminal   Pro- 
cedure Bill,  he  would  move — 

"  That  it  ho  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  inform  themflelvos  as  to  the  Law  of  Scotland 
with  regard  to  criminal  prosecutions  so  as  to 
frame  a  Bill  to  operate  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom ;  that  the  prosecution  for  serious 
offences  shall  he  a  puhlic  and  not  a  private 
function." 


AFRICA   (WEST  COAST)— THE  CONaO. 

Ma.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  there  is  any  truth  in  the  rumour  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  entered 
into  negotiations  with  the  Portuguese 
Government  by  which  both  banks  of  the 
Biver  Congo  and  a  very  large  district  in 
the  interior  of  Africa  would  become  part 
of  the  dominions  of  Portugal ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  the  Government  will  inform 
the  House  of  the  terms  of  such  proposed 
Treaty  before  it  is  concluded  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Negotiations  have  been  taking  place  be- 
tween this  country  and  Portugal  with 
regard  to  the  district  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Africa  to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
alludes.  They  involve  the  considera- 
tion, not  only  of  complicated  questions 
of  jurisdiction,  but  also  of  important 
points  connected  with  religious  liberty, 
freedom  of  commerce,  and  the  preven- 
tion of  the  Slave  Trade.  It  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  make  a  statement  on  the 
subject  within  the  limit  usually  assigned 
to  the  answer  to  a  Question  ;  but  I  may 
assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  no  intention  of 
taking  the  House  by  surprise,  and  that 
ample  information  will  be  afforded  by 
Papers  which  will  in  due  course  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  No  decision  has  yet 
been  arrived  at. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  WiU  the 
noble  Lord  give  me  any  idea  when  the 
Papers  will  be  produced  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
As  I  stated,  negotiations  are  still  pro- 
ceeding, and  the  presentation  of  Papers 
will  be  as  soon  as  the  negotiations  are 
concluded. 

Mr.  BOURKE:  A  Treaty  will  not 
be  signed  until  the  Papers  have  been 
presented  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE:  I 
give  no  pledge  as  to  that. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  In  conse- 
quence  of  what  my  noble  Friend  has 
stated,  I  suppose,  in  some  form  or  an- 
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other,  informatioii  will  be  given  to  the 
House  before  the  Treaty  is  signed  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE  : 
I  think  that  was  covered  by  what  I  said 
— that  the  House  would  not  be  taken  by 
surprise. 

THE  DIPLOMATIC  SERVICE-SIR 
AUGUSTUS  PAGET. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  Whether  the  five  year 
rule  is  intended  to  be  put  in  force  in  the 
case  of  Lord  Lyons  who  has  been  Am- 
bassador at  Paris  since  July  1867;  in 
the  case  of  Lord  Ampthill  who  has  been 
Ambassador  at  Berlin  since  1871  ;  in  the 
case  of  Sir  Henry  Elliot  who  has  been 
Ambassador  at  Vienna  since  1877 ;  in 
the  case  of  Sir  John  Lumley  who  has 
been  Minister  at  Brussels  since  1868 ; 
and  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Stuart  who  has 
been  Minister  at  the  Hague  since  October 
1 877  ;  or  whether  the  application  of  the 
rule  is  to  be  limited  to  the  case  of  Sir 
Augustus  Paget  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  House  will  readily  see  that  it  is  not 
convenient  that  I  should  be  called  upon 
to  explain  how  the  Secretary  of  State 
proposes  to  deal  with  the  discretion 
vested  in  him  by  regulations  adopted  on 
the  recommendation  of  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  sanctioned 
by  subsequent  votes  of  the  House.  In 
some  of  the  cases  quoted  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  appointments  have  been  re- 
newed for  the  full  term,  in  some  provi- 
sionally, and  in  others  the  case  has  not 
arisen  for  Lord  Granville's  decision.  My 
hon.  Friend  will  readily  understand  that 
a  more  detailed  or  personal  statement 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  interests 
of  the  Public  Service  ? 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
as  he  did  not  quite  understand  the  an- 
swer of  his  noble  Friend,  he  begged  to 
give  Notice  that  on  the  earliest  possible 
occasion  he  should  move  for  a  Committee 
of  the  House  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances and  salaries  of  the  Ministers 
mentioned  in  his  Question. 

NAVY— THE  SICK  BERTH  STAFF. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther any  step  has  been  taken  to  improve 
the  pay  and  position  of  the  sick  berth 
staff  of  the  Navy  ? 

Mr.  W.  S.  FtrsUr 


Mr.    CAMPBELLBANNEBMAN  : 

No,  Sir;  no  decision  has  yet  been 
arrived  at  regarding  the  pay  and  posi> 
tion  of  the  sick  berth  staff.  The  matter 
is  part  of  a  large  question  which  is 
under  consideration,  extending  to  the 
whole  system  of  attendance  on  the  sick, 
both  in  naval  hospitals  and  afloat. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THK 
SUB-COMMISSIONERS— MR.  PETER 
FITZPATRICK. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Peter  Fitzpatrick, 
of  Corween,  Ballybay,  has  recently  been 
appointed  a  Sud- Commissioner  under 
the  Land  Act;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  he  is  an  active  member  of  the  Land 
League;  whether  he  attended  a  Land 
League  meeting  at  Lattin  Chapel,  near 
Coote-hill,  in  the  early  part  of  1881, 
when  Mr.  McAleese,  the  editor  of  the 
**  People's  Advocate/'  was  in  the  chair ; 
and,  whether  he  was  present  and  took 
the  chair  at  another  meeting  of  the 
same  nature  at  Scotshouse,  county 
Monaghan,  about  the  same  date  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Mr.  Peter  Fitz- 
patrick,  of  Corween,  Ballybay,  has  re- 
cently been  appointed  a  Sub-Commis- 
sioner under  the  Land  Act.  He  never 
was  a  member,  active  or  otherwise,  of 
the  Land  League,  and  he  did  not  attend 
the  meetings  referred  to  in  the  Question. 
There  was  evidently  some  confusion  be- 
tween him  and  the  Mr.  Fitzpatrick  re- 
siding in  the  neighbourhood. 

Mr.  aiBSON  asked  was  the  other 
Mr.  Fitzpatrick  called  Peter  also  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Some  confusion 
exists;  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  my 
answer  is  perfectly  correct. 

TURKEY  IN  ASIA— JEWS  IN  PALES- 
TINE. 
Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Lawrence 
Oliphant,  in  the  <* Times"  of  the  30th 
January,  according  to  which,  in  pur- 
suance of  an  order  of  the  Vilayet  of 
Syria,  issued  in  December  last,  the 
Camaikan  of  Haifa  had  prevented  the 
landing  at  that  place  of  a  number  of 
Jews  who  had  arrived  by  sea,  many  of 
them  being  emigrants  from  Boumania, 
who  had  left  their  country  because  of 
the  disabilities  and  oppression  to  which 
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Jews  are  there  subjected,  with  the  in- 
tention of  forming  part  of  an  agricul- 
tural colony  which  was  being  established 
in   Palestine,   whilst  the  rest  were  of 
other  nationalities,  and  included^ British 
subjects  with  British  passports,  who  had 
come  there  for  temporary  purposes,  or 
merely  to  visit  the  country.     That  not- 
withstanding^ the   protest   and  remon- 
strances of  the  British  Vice  Consul,  the 
Camaikan    presisted  in  his  refusal  to 
allow  any  of  them  to  land,  and  threat- 
ened to  employ  force,  if  necessary,  to 
prevent  it.     That,  in  consequence,  these 
unfortunate  people,  to  the  number  of 
120,    were    taken  by  sea,   in    violent, 
stormy  weather,  under  great  suffering 
and  privations,   to  Alexandria  ;     and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  circum- 
stances, and  will  represent  the  case  to  the 
Turkish  GoTernment,  with  a  view  to  the 
protection  of  Her  Majesty's  Jewish  sub- 
jects in  the  future,  and  to  the  rescinding, 
if  possible,  of  the  order  prohibiting  the 
settlement  of  Jewish  emigrants  in  Pales- 
tine? 

LoKD  EDMOND   FITZMAURIOE: 
The  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  called  to  the  letter  to  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  refers,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Charge  d' Affaires  at  Constanti- 
nople has  been  instructed  to  make  urgent 
and  pressing  inquiries,  and  report  as  to 
the  alleged  treatment  by  the  local  autho- 
rities of  Haifa  of  these  British  subjects 
of  the  Hebrew  faith,  and  to  take  any 
opportunity  which  may  arise  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Porte  to  the  viola- 
tion of  the  general  principles  of  reli- 
gious liberty  laid  down  in  the  Imperial 
Firmans. 

EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE— NATIVE  JURISDICTION 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Mb.  stanhope  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  the 
proposed  change  of  the  Law  relating 
to  the  trial  of  Europeans  in  India  was 
submitted  to  the  Council  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  England  and  approved 
by  them  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Yes,  Sir.  The  despatch  of  the  Governor 
General  of  India  proposing  this  change, 
and  the  draft  in  answer  thereto,  were 
submitted  in  the  ordinary  course  to  the 
Council  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
approved  by  them. 

VOL.  COLXXVI.   [thied  SEMES.] 


THE  CENSUS  RETURNS. 

^rR.W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  When 
the  Census  Betums  for  England  will  be 
printed  and  circulated  among  Members  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
first  two  volumes  of  the  Census  Keport 
are  now  being  prepared  for  the  Press, 
and  will  be  printed  and  ready  for  circu- 
lation before  the  end  of  April.  The  re- 
maining portion  of  the  Beport  will  be 
printed  probably  in  September,  and  the 
Registrar  General  informs  me  that  it 
will  all  be  circulated  before  November. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PRIVATE  BUSINESS  — 
RAILWAY  BILLS— INCREASE  OF 

RATES. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
increase  in  rates  and  higher  classification 
adopted  in  many  of  the  Railway  Bills 
now  before  the  House ;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  eighteen  Bills  propose  to  in- 
crease the  rate  or  raise  the  classification 
of  artificial  manures ;  whether  the  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade  has,  in 
the  Report  to  the  House  of  Lords  on 
Railway  and  other  Bills,  called  attention 
to  the  proposed  higher  rates  and  classi- 
fication of  artificial  manures ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  if  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  any  official  of  this 
House,  exercises  any  supervision  of  the 
rates  and  classification  proposed  in 
Railway  Bills,  so  as  to  protect  the 
public  from  excessive  charges  or  un- 
usual powers  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  The  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  House  of  Lords,  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  refers,  requires 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  make  a  Report  in 
all  cases  in  which  Railway  Companies 
propose  to  increase  their  authorized 
rates ;  and  in  accordance  with  this  Stand- 
ing Order,  the  Board  of  Trade  will  re- 
port upon  the  Regent's  Canal,  City,  and 
Docks  Railway  Bill,  which,  as  I  under- 
stand, is  the  only  Bill  this  Session  which 
proposes  to  increase  authorized  rates 
andfares.  It  is  no  part  of  the  duty  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they  have  no 
authority,  to  report  upon  or  to  exercise 
any  supervision  over  proposals  of  Rail- 
way Companies  in  regard  to  either  the 
classification  or  the  rates  to  be  charged 
in  the  case  of  new  Bills.  In  these  cases, 
the  Committees  of  the  two  Houses  are 
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the  authorities  who  are  competent  to 
deal  with  the  subject. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  :  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
answered  the  last  Question. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  I  am  under 
the  impression  that  I  have  answered  it. 
The  Board  of  Trade  does  not  exercise 
any  supervision  in  the  category  of  the 
Bills  referred  to. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECGLAY :  May  I  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
inform  the  House  whether  any  official 
takes  cognizance  of  these  matters  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

INDIA— NATIVE  STATES— 
MOHURBHUNJ. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  com- 
plaints against  the  virtual  annexation 
of  the  Native  State  of  Mohurbhunj  in 
Orissa  contrary  to  the  Proclamation  of 
1857;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  in  the  *'  Calcutta 
Englishman,"  that  the  treatment  of  this 
Pnncipality  '^  seems  to  show  that  the 
days  of  high-handed  interference  with 
Native  States  are  not  yet  over ; "  and, 
whether  he  will  investigate  the  facts  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CEOSS  :  The  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  called 
to  the  statement  in  The  Calcutta  Engluh- 
man  to  which  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion refers.  From  that  statement  it  ap- 
pears that  the  Eajah  of  Mohurbhunj 
having  died,  leaving  a  son  only  two 
years  old,  arrangements  have  as  usual 
been  made  for  the  temporary  adminis- 
tration of  the  State.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  no  reason  to  question  that 
these  arrangements  have  been  decided 
on,  after  full  consideration  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India,  as  the  best  suited  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  he 
does  not  consider  there  is  any  reason  for 
his  interference  in  the  matter. 

INDIA-NATIVE  STATES -MYSORE. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
it  is  the  case  that,  ever  since  the  re- 
storation of  Mysore  to  the  Native  Maha- 
rajah, the  wishes  of  the  Prince  and 
people  of  Mysore  in  the  selection  of  the 
administration  have  been  ignored  or  re- 
jected by  the  British  Eesident;  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  British,  Native,  and  \ 
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European  officials  from  Madras  have 
been  established  in  all  the  important 
and  lucrative  posts  of  administration  in 
Mysore ;  whether  it  is  the  case  that 
the  late  Dewan,  Mr.  Eunga  Charla^  an 
officer  from  Madras,  was  thus  imposed 
upon  the  Government  of  Mysore  ;  whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that,  acting  in  con- 
junction with  the  British  Eesident  and 
former  Eegent,  Sir  James  Gt>rdon,  the 
late  Dewan  dismissed  every  Native  of 
Mysore  he  could,  and  gave  the  offices 
of  the  State  to  officers  from  Madras ; 
whether  it  is  now  proposed  to  impose 
another  British  officer  from  Madras  upon 
the  Prince  and  people  of  Mysore  ;  and, 
whether  the  Imperial  Gt>vernment  will 
allow  Mysore  to  be  administered  by  its 
own  Prince  and  people  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CEOSS :  The  hon.  Member 
concludes  his  Question  by  asking — 

"  Whether  the  Imperial  OoYemment  will 
allow  Mysore  to  be  adminiBtered  by  its  own 
Prince  and  people  F  " 

In  reply  to  that  I  can  only  repeat  the 
answer  which  I  gave  the  other  night, 
that  the  administration  of  Mysore  was 
transferred  to  the  Maharajah,  on  the 
25th  of  March,  1881.  The  conditions  of 
the  transfer  are  to  be  found  in  the  Blue 
Book  presented  to  Parliament  in  1881 ; 
and  those  conditions  have  been  faith- 
fully observed  by  the  Maharajah,  and 
by  the  Imperial  Gt)vemment.  As  re- 
gards the  allegations  contained  in  the 
hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have  to  say, 
after  reference  to  the  Government  of 
India,  that — 

*'  Since  the  transfer,  no  official  whatever  has 
been  thrust  on  the  Maharajah.  No  Madrassee 
has  been  introduced,  and  no  Mysorean  has  been 
dismissed." 

The  present  Dewan  was  chosen  by  the 
Maharajah  himself.  He  is  from  Madras, 
but  has  been  for  1 4  years  in  the  service 
of  the  Mysore  Government.  Before 
sanctioning  his  appointment,  the  Oo- 
vernment  of  India  represented  to  the 
Maharajah  the  desirability  of  selecting, 
if  possible,  a  Native  of  Mysore  for  the 
post.  The  Maharajah  replied,  that  there 
was  no  Native  of  Mysore  properly 
qualified,  and  pressed  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Minister  in  whom  he  had 
confidence. 

NAVY-THE  ROYAL  MARINES. 

Viscount  LEWI8HAM  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he 
has  considered  if,  in  the  interests  of  the 
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Koyal  Marines,  it  would  be  advisable 
that  a  general  officer  of  that  force,  who 
should  alone  be  responsible  for  all  things 
relating  to  the  corps,  and  who  should 
hare  direct  communication  with  the  Civil 
Lord,  nhould  have  a  seat  on  the  Board 
of  Admiralty;  and,  further,  if  he  has 
considered  whether,  when  Officers  of  the 
Kojal  Marines  are  under  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act  they  should  have  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  as  when  under  the 
Army  Discipline  Act  ? 

Mb.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM an  : 
Sir,  we  have  considered  the  subject  of 
the  noble  Viscount's  first  Question,  and 
it  does  not  appear  to  us  either  necessary 
or  desirable  that  an  officer  of  Marines 
should  have  a  seat  at  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty.    The  Deputy  Adjutant  General 
is  now  in  a  position  fully  to  advise  the 
Board  on  all  matters  relating  to  the  in- 
ternal organization  and  discipline  of  the 
corps.     With  reference  to  the  second 
Question,  the  subject  of  which  was  pro- 
minently brought  to  notice  during  the 
Egyptian  operations,  the  decision  arrived 
at  will  be  expressed  in  the  Bill  which  it 
is  intended  to  introduce  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Naval  Discipline  Act. 

MADAGASCAR— ADMIRAL  GORS 
JONES'S  REPORT. 

Sir  OEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs^  With  reference  to  Admiral  Gore 
Jones's  Report  of  his  official  visit  to  the 
capital  of  the  Hovas,  at  the  instance  of 
the  Foreign  Department,  and  his  state- 
ment that  the  Prime  Minister  is  forming 
a  regular  Army  of  40,000  men  in  order 
to  subject  the  tribes  not  now  under  Hova 
rule  and  submit  the  whole  island  to  what 
the  Admiral  calls  the  *'  mild  despotism  " 
of  the  Hova  Oovemment,  He  has  rightly 
represented  the  British  Government 
when  he  says  to  the  Hova  Queen — 

'*  It  is  our  ardent  wish  to  see  your  Majesty's 
ioflueiice  extended  over  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  Und," 

ftnd  expresses  the 

/*  sincere  hope  that  the  whole  of  Madagascar 
^i^l  soon  be  under  the  benign  influence  of  your 
Maietty's  control  and  of  your  Prime  Minister 
ftnd  Commander  in  Chief ;  " 

or,  if  not,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼ernmant  have  taken  steps  to  disabuse 
the  Hova  authorities  of  the  incitement 
to  conquest  thus  conveyed,  and  of  the 
^iew,  on  which  they  seized,   that  the 


Admiral's  general  expressions  of  his  be- 
lief in  the  friendship  of  the  French 
towards  them  amounted  to  an  assurance 
that  the  French  also 

"  desire  the  good  of  this  country,  and  the 
extending  of  the  Hova  influence  all  over  Mada- 
gascar P  " 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
Admiral  Gore  Jones's  Report  was  laid 
before  Parliament  in  accordance  with  a 
request  addressed  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  as  an  account 
of  his  visit  to  Madagascar,  and  not  as  a 
statement  of  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemmont,  with  regard  to  which  full 
information  will  be  found  in  the  Papers 
about  to  be  presented  to  Parliament. 

EGYPT— PiaSONS. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
When  the  Eeport  respecting  the  Prisons 
in  Egypt  by  Mr.  Ohermside  and  Mr. 
Beamen  will  be  produced  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  Report  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  refers  will  be  included  in  the 
next  volume  laid  before  Parliament  of 
Papers  relating  to  the  affairs  of  Egypt. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
And  Lord  Dufferin's  despatch  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
The  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  is  not 
on  the  Paper. 

THE  COMORO  ISLANDS. 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  any  Report  has  been  received  from 
Vice  Consul  Holmwood  upon  his  visit 
to  the  Comoro  Islands ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  Papers  may  be  produced  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
A  Report  upon  the  subject  has  been 
received  from  Consul  Holmwood,  and 
will  be  included  in  the  Slave  Trade  Blue 
Book,  which  will  shortly  appear. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELANI))--VER- 
DICTS  OF  CORONER*S  JURIES. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  will  state  the  number  of 
cases  during  the  past  two  years  in  which 
coroner's  juries  in  Ireland  have  returned 
verdicts  of  wilful  murder  against  agents 
and  officials  of  the  Government ;  ox  the 
number  of  oases  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment applied  to  the  Queen's  Bench  to 
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quash  the  result  of  the  coroner's  inqui- 
sition  ;  of  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
the  Queen's  Bench  granted  such  appli- 
cations by  the  Government;  in  how 
many  cases  the  murdered  persons  were 
men,  and  in  how  many  women ;  and  of 
the  number  of  cases  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment allowed  the  verdicts  of  coro- 
ner's juries  charging  Government  agents 
or  officials  with  wilful  murder  to  be 
made  the  subject  of  trial  according  to 
law? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  (for  Mr. 
Tretelyan)  :  In  live  different  cases 
within  the  last  two  years  verdicts  of 
wilful  murder  were  returned  by  Co- 
roner's Juries  in  Ireland  against  mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary. In  three  of  these,  the  inquisi- 
tions were  quashed  in  the  Queen's 
Bench,  on  the  application  of  the  Crown. 
These  were  the  only  cases  in  which  such 
application  was  made.  In  four  cases 
the  persons  whose  deaths  were  inquired 
into  were  men  (5);  in  one  they  were 
women  (2).  In  two  cases  there  was  no 
prosecution.  In  one,  informations  were 
applied  for  and  refused.  In  one  infor- 
mations were  granted  and  the  Crown 
Prosecutors  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  no  case,  and  did  not  send  up  a 
bill.  In  the  remaining  case  the  bill  was 
ignored  by  the  Grand  Jury. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  Do  I  understand 
that  there  were  three  cases  in  which 
applications  were  made  to  quash  the 
convictions,  and  two  cases  in  which  there 
was  no  prosecution  ?  Am  I  to  conclude 
from  that  that  in  the  five  cases  in  which 
verdicts  were  returned  against  officials 
there  was  no  prosecutions  whatever 
against  the  incriminated  servants  of  the 
Crown  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  That  is  not 
the  case.  In  three  cases  the  inquisitions 
were  quashed.  In  one  of  these  proceed- 
ings were  directed  by  the  Crown  before 
the  magistrates,  but  informations  wer& 
refused. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 
MR.  FERGUSON. 

Mr,  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  statement  of  Mr.  Ferguson, 
Chairman  of  the  West  Riding  of  Cork 

J/r.  (yDonnell 


County,  at  the  trial  of  the  appeal  of 
Messrs.  Gilhooly,  O'Brien,  and  Modnett 
for  alleged  intimidation  at  a  public 
meeting,  that  he 

"  Thought  it  was  a  cniel  thing  to  allow  those 
meetings  to  be  held  at  all,  for  if  the  old  lines 
were  followed  it  was  impossible  that  a  man 
should  not  commit  an  offence  against  the  Act, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  for  any  man  to  speak 
at  a  meeting  unless  he  had  a  lawyer  telling  him 
everj'  word  he  should  say ;  ** 

and,  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
take  any  notice  of  Mr.  Ferguson's  state- 
ment of  the  operation  of  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  seen  a 
report  of  the  Judgment  delivered  by  the 
County  Court  Judge  in  this  case.  The 
words  quoted  in  the  Question  as  quoted 
apart  from  their  context  are  open  to 
misconstruction.  Mr.  Ferguson  spoke  as 
follows : — 

"Mr.  O'Brien  said  that  the  landlords  were 
exacting:  an  unnatural  blood  tax  in  the  shape  of 
rent,  and  that  they  should  be  got  rid  of.  Now, 
could  any  one  have  any  reasonable  doubt  but 
that  any  landlord  reading  those  remarks  or  hear- 
ing of  them  about  exercising  his  legal  rights 
would  be  intimidated?  Mr.  0*Brien  fuiiher 
told  the  tenants  to  pay  only  what  they  did  not 
want.  There,  beyond  doubt,  was  the  adrioa 
given  in  the  old  agitation." 

Having  explained  what  he  meant  by  the 
**  old  lines,"  Mr.  Ferguson  then  used 
the  words  quoted  in  the  Question.  His 
obvious  meaning  was  that  a  person  who 
makes  a  public  speech  advising  people 
not  to  pay  rent  is  guilty  of  intimidation 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act.  The 
Government  do  not  intend  to  take  any 
notice  of  his  statement — first,  because  it 
is  perfectly  easy  for  any  speaker  to  re- 
frain from  advising  people  not  to  pay 
rent;  and,  secondly,  because  (and  this 
cannot  be  too  clearly  understood)  per- 
sons holding  judicial  positions,  such  as 
County  Court  Judges,  are  not  officers  of 
the  Executive,  and  the  Executive  is  not 
responsible  for  any  remarks  they  may 
maice. 

THE  DANUBE  COMMISSION— THE 
KILIA  MOUTH. 

Baeon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated 
by  Hobart  Pacha  in  a  letter  to  the 
'*  Times,"  published  on  Friday  last  that 
the  Kilia  Branch  of  the  Danube 

"  lias  only  to  bt  cleared  of  sandbanks  and 
other  minor  impediments  to  receive  the  whole 
flow  of  the  river  into  its  watercourse,  thus  letT. 
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ing  dry  and  oaeless  for  navigation  the  channel! 
lower  down,  caUed  the  Sulina  and  Saint  George's 
ChannelSy" 

and  that  Husaia,  if  allowed  to  hold  that 
branch  of  the  river  without  being  sub- 
ject to  the  control  of  the  Danubian  Com- 
miasion,  as  provided  by  Articles  15  and 
16  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  would  not 
only  hold 

"Entire  command  of  the  commerce  of  the 
Danube,  but  turn  the  flank  of  any  warlike  action 
on  the  part  of  Austria  and  Germany  on  the 
Eastern  question,  establishing,  in  fact,  a  second 
Gibraltar  in  the  Black  Sea,  the  more  so  as  she 
would  have  the  means,  from  the  formation  of 
the  land  at  the  entrance  of  the  Kilia  Branch,  of 
making  a  magnificent  seaport  in  those  waters ;  " 

if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  insist  on  the  Articles  of  the 
Treaty  of   Paris,  above  quoted,  being 
applied  to  the  Kilia  mouth  as  they  are 
to  all  the  other  mouths  of  the  Danube  ? 
Lord   EDMOND   FITZMAURICE: 
Full  information  on  the  Question  asked 
by  my.hon.  Friend,  and  the  opinion  of 
Hobart  Pasha  therein  referred  to,  as  to 
the  Kilia  branch  of  the  Danube,  will  be 
contained  in  the  Papers  which  will  be 
laid  before  Parliament  when  the  Con- 
ference now  sitting  has  concluded  its 
labours. 

CUSTOMS   RE.ORG ANIZATION— THE 
NEW  WAREHOUSING  SCHEME- 
SURVEYORS. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Board  of  Customs  last  June, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury,  in- 
creased the  number  of  surveyorships  in 
the  out- door  department  of  the  London 
Castoms  in   order   to  provide  for  the 
establishment  of  the  new  Customs  ware- 
housiug  system ;  whether  the  Board  of 
Customs  has  now  decided  to  reduce  the 
number  of  surveyorships ;  whether  this 
proceeding,  without  giving  compensatidn 
to  the  officers  for  the  chances  of  promo- 
tion of  which  they  are  thus  deprived, 
is  a  breach  of  faith  to  those  clerks  in 
the  old  warehousing  departments  who 
were  transferred  in  June  last  to  the  new 
out-door  department  of  the  Customs, 
and  who  accepted  employment  in  that 
department  upon  the  strength  of  the 
new  classification ;    and,   whether  this 
proceeding  has  been  adopted  with  his 
sanction  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Ohildeks)  :  In  reply  to  the 


hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state  that  I 
understand  that  the  Board  of  Customs 
do  not  contemplate  filling  up  an  existing 
vacancy  among  the  Surveyors  in  the 
Port  of  London,  the  number  of  which 
was  increased  last  year,  inasmuch  as 
that  number  is  found  to  be  in  excess  of 
the  requirements  of  the  Public  Service. 
I  am  informed  that,  as  vacancies  occur, 
the  Board  of  Customs  will,  probably, 
still  further  reduce  the  number  of  Sur- 
veyors. As  to  the  third  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  I  am  afraid  that  I  must 
distinctly  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
number  of  officers  in  any  rank  must  de- 
pend upon  the  requirements  of  the  Ser* 
vice,  and  that  I  cannot  admit  that  any 
breach  of  faith  with  junior  officers  is 
committed  when  it  is  found  necessary  to 
reduce  the  number  of  the  seniors.  No 
officer  has  any  claim,  moral  or  equitable, 
to  the  retention  of  any  particular  classi- 
fication of  officers  senior  to  him.  In 
answer  to  the  last  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  a  decision  of  the  Board  of  Cus- 
toms, not  to  fill  up  a  vacancy  when  the 
office  was  no  longer  necessary,  is  not 
one  as  to  which  I  should  interfere. 

Me.  BITCHIE  gave  Notice  that  on 
an  early  date  he  would  call  attention  to 
the  matter. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— MURDER  IN  A 
POLICE  CELL,  NORTH  SHIELDS. 

Mr.  DAWNAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  murder,  committed  at  North  Shields, 
on  February  21st,  by  a  drunken  man 
upon  the  drunken  fellow-occupant  of  a 
police  cell ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  but  a  short  time  ago  another 
case  of  a  similar  nature  occurred,  when 
one  drunken  man  was  kicked  to  death 
by  another,  he  will  take  the  necessary 
steps  to  prohibit  the  promiscuous 
locking  up  of  drunken  men,  and  to 
arrange  for  separate  confinement  in  such 
cases  r 

SiK  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  no  authority 
over  the  police  in  the  Provinces,  ana 
that  the  loccJ  authorities  are  there  su- 
preme. With  regard  to  the  Metropoli- 
tan district,  which  is  under  the  authority 
of  the  Home  Office,  regulations  to  the 
efiPect  which  the  hon.  Member  oonsiders 
desirable  are  at  present  in  force. 
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8PAIN  —  INTERNATIONAL  LAW— SITR- 
RENDEK  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  the  promised  Papers  on 
the  subject  of  the  Cuban  Befugees  will 
be  presented  to  Parliament  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
The  Papers  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  as 
soon  as  a  reply  has  been  received  from 
the  Spanish  Government  to  the  last 
communication  addressed  to  them  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  asked 
if  there  was  any  reason  why  the  House 
should  not  have  the  Papers  as  far  as 
they  had  gone  ?  He  should  repeat  the 
Question  that  day  week;  and  if  the 
reply  was  not  more  satisfactory  he  should 
move  for  the  Papers. 

IRELAND— ENGLISH  POLICY— THE 
"ECHO"  NEWSPAPER. 

Sir  HEEBEET  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  passage  in 
a  leading  article  in  the  ''Echo/'  pub- 
lished on  Friday  28rd  February : — 

'*  If  the  history  of  Ireland  teaches  one  thing 
more  than  another  it  is  this,  that  no  reform, 
however  moderate  and  necessary,  can  be  wrung 
from  the  British  Parliament  when  Ireland  is  at 
peace.  Mr.  Gladstone  has  admitted  it,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  has  admitted  it,  and  he  who  denies 
it  goes  in  the  teeth  of  facts.  If  that  be  so, 
can  it  be  wondered  that  the  Irish  leaders,  we 
will  not  say  connive  at  crime,  but  at  all  events 
do  nothing  to  check  it  P  ....  It  is  too  much 
to  expect  that  there  will  be  any  very  earnest 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  leaders  to  put  an 
end  to  outrage  when  without  it  they  are  re- 
duced to  impotence The  temptation  is 

too  great  to  be  resisted.  .  .  .  :  Whatever  may 
be  we  result  of  the  trials  now  pending  at  Dub- 
lin, even  though  every  secret  society  in  Ireland 
is  discovered  and  its  members  scattered,  it  is 
folly  to  expect  that  Ireland  will  long  be  free 
from  the  machinations  of  other  secret  societies, 
from  murder,  and  from  outrage,  whilst  by  such 
means,  rather  than  by  reason,  redress  can  be 
obtained  for  such  wrongs ; " 

whether  he  is  aware  that  the  senior 
Member  for  Salisbury  is  proprietor  of 
the  paper;  and,  whether  he  is  pre- 
pared to  direct  a  prosecution  of  the  pub- 
lishers on  the  ground  of  inciting  to  out- 
rage? 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  Before  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  an- 
swers the  Question,  I  would  like  to  ask 


him  whether  a  statement  to  the  same 
effect  as  that  mentioned  in  this  Question 
was  not  recently  made  at  a  public  meet- 
ing in  Ireland  by  an  eminent  Member 
of  the  Conservative  Party — that  is  to 
say,  whether  the  junior  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  did 
not  at  a  public  meeting  in  the  Botunda 
use  these  words — 

"  Now  they  (the  Government)  may  wriggle,  or 
deny,  or  suggest  as  they  please :  but  every  sane 
man  in  the  Empire  knows  that  but  for  the  liand 
League,  its  meetings,  and  the  crimes  and  ont- 
rages  which  too  often  follow  those  meetings, 
there  would  have  been  either  no  Land  Act  at 
all,  or  a  very  di£ferent  one  from  that  which  now 
finds  its  place  on  the  Statute  Book." 

I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  whether  this  statement  is 
not  precisely  to  the  same  effect,  only  a 
little  farther,  to  that  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  and  what  action  he  proposea 
to  take  thereupon  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I  am 
in  the  unfortunate  position  of  knowing 
nothing  of  the  contents  of  The  Echo,  and 
I  am  afraid  I  have  not  read  the  speech 
in  the  Botunda.  I  can  give  no  opi- 
nion upon  either  subject.  If  the  writings 
in  The  JSeho,  which  I  have  not  had  the 
advantage  of  reading,  or  the  speech  in 
the  Botunda,  are  at  all  to  the  effect  of 
the  passages  quoted,  I  can  only  say  they 
appear  to  be  extremely  mischievous, 
and  in  the  highest  degree  reprehensible. 
As  to  the  Botunda  speech,  that  is  a 
more  serious  thing,  because  that  was 
made  in  Ireland.  With  reference  to 
this  passage,  which  appears  to  be  quoted 
from  a  paper,  which  I  am  told  is  an 
English  paper,  all  I  would  say  of  it  is 
that,  in  my  opinion,  sentiments  of  that 
kind  meet  with  so  universal  reprobation 
in  this  country  that  prosecutions  are  the 
less  necessary. 

Mr.  PASSMOBE  EDWABDS:  I 
beg  most  distinctly  to  say  that  I  know 
nothing,  and  knew  nothing,  of  the  ar- 
ticle till  to-day.  In  the  second  place,  I 
beg  most  distinctly  to  say  that  the  ex- 
tracts, as  recorded,  are  most  garbled 
and  misleading. 

Sir  HEBBEBT  MAXWELL :  After 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  hope 
I  may  be  allowed  to  say  the  extracts  re- 
ferred to  are  verbatim  from  the  leader  in 
The  Echo  of  Friday  last,  and  the  omis- 
sions marked  by  asterisks  were  only 
made  to  prevent  the  Question  from  being 
of  inordinate  length. 
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COOI^TES  (INDIAN)  AT  LA  REUNION. 

Mr.  0*DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Special  Correspondence  of  the  '*  Stan- 
dard "  of  the  23rd  instant,  which  states 
that  thoug^h. — 

"  The  nmneroas  oomplaints  of  ill-treatment, 
and  breaches  of  the  Convention  under  which  the 
Reunion  planter  was  permitted  to  obtain  his 
labour  in   Hindostan,  led,  as  is  Imown,  to  the 
Indian  Gk>vemment  stopping  the  immigration 
altogether,  there  are  still  46,000  coolies  on  the 
island  whose  deplorable  condition  is  not  in  the 
least    degroo    siTected   by   that    mnch-needed 
measure.     The^  are  flogged,  we  are  told,  at 
the  will  of  their  masters.     They  may  even  be 
flogi^ed  to  death,  and  there  is  no  redress  or 
pnmahment.     They  complain  to   the    British 
Consul,  who  can  do  little  to  helo  them,  that 
they  are   not  paid  regularly,  and  that  when 
their  term  of  service  has  expired  they  are  de- 
tained for  longer  and  indefinite  periods  on  some 
excnee  or  other.    Indeed,  of  these  46,000  men, 
women,   and   children — British  subjects,   but 
practically  slaves— only  some  800  annually  get 
away  from  Reunion,  and  these  chiefly  are  in- 
dividoals  unfit  for  work ;" — 

whether  it  is  true  that  46,000  British 
subjects  continue  to  be  subject  at  Be- 
union  to  the  abuses  which  caused  the 
Indian  Government  to  prevent  further 
Coolie  immigration  into  the  island ;  and, 
if  so,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intends  to  take? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
The  latest  Annual  Betum  in  our  posses- 
Bion  is  that  of  the  3 1st  of  December, 
1881.  At  that  date  the  number  of 
Indian  immigrants  in  Beunion  was  said 
to  be  41,234.  During  last  year  only 
8 1 3  were  repatriated.  The  Government 
are  doing  all  in  their  power,  by  repre- 
sentations to  the  French  Government, 
and  through  the  exertions  of  the  Con- 
suls, to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
immigrants.  Now  that  immigration  has 
been  stopped,  special  attention  is  being 
paid  to  the  question  of  repatriation. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  gave  Notice  of  a 
further  Question  on  the  subject,  as  he 
believed  the  Government  of  India  were 
not  doing  their  duty. 

KATY^THB  EGYPTIAN  WAR  MEDAL. 

Mb.  J.  B.  YOBKE  asked  the  Secre- 
^ty  to  the  Admiralty,  Why  the  Egyp- 
tian War  medal  has  not  yet  been  distri- 
buted to  Her  Majesty's  Naval  Forces 
▼ho  were  present  4it  the  Bombardment 
of  Alexandria  and  ehiewhere,  in  Egypt, 


during  the  late  War;  and  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  delay  which  has  oc- 
curred ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN  : 
The  issue  of  the  Egyptian  War  Medal 
to  the  Navy  has  now  commenced,  and 
will  be  carried  on  with  as  little  interrup- 
tion as  possible.  The  delay  has  arisen 
from  the  fact,  that,  under  the  arrange- 
ments hitherto  in  force,  medals  were 
supplied  to  the  Admiralty  by  the  War 
Office,  and  thus  the  Army  obtained  pre- 
cedence in  the  issue.  In  future  the 
Boyal  Mint  will  furnish  medals  directly 
to  the  Admiralty,  so  that  this  complica- 
tion will  be  avoided. 

THE  EXTRA  POLICE  TAX  (IRELAND)— 
GREAN  AND  BALLINACLOUGH. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  extra- 
police  tax  assessed  on  the  parishes  of 
Grean  and  Ballinaclough,  in  the  county 
of  Limerick,  amounted  from  the  24th  of 
August  to  the  30th  September  1882  to 
Z^d,  in  the  pound  on  the  valuation,  and 
the  extra-police  tax  from  the  30th  Sep- 
tember to  3 1st  December  1882  upon  the 
same  area  amounted  to  £276  8«.  Hi.  or 
about  \\d.  in  the  pound  on  the  valua- 
tion ;  what  was  the  number  of  policemen 
stationed  in  the  district  previously  to 
these  dates ;  how  many  extra  constables 
were  added ;  what  is  the  present  strength 
of  the  police  force  there ;  and  at  what 
rateof paytheassessmentof  £276 8«.  \\d, 
is  calcmated ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that, 
since  the  15  th  of  August  last,  no  agrarian 
offence  of  any  nature  has  been  committed 
within  the  district;  and,  whether,  in  view 
of  the  peacefulness  of  the  district  during 
that  period,  of  the  sufferings  of  the  far- 
mers from  adverse  seasons,  and  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  small  parishes  of 
Grean  and  Ballinaclough  (covering  less 
than  half  the  present  Catholic  parish  of 
PallasgreenJ  include  the  place  where 

Eetty  session  charges  are  heard,  he  will 
e  prepared  to  recommend  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  relieve  the  people  from 
this  burden  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  I  am  aware  of 
the  circumstances  mentioned  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  Question.  The  num- 
ber of  policemen  in  the  district  previously 
to  the  appointment  of  additional  Con- 
stabulary was  20  ;  there  were  1 8  added, 
and  the  present  actual  strength  of  the 
force  is  36,  showing  two  vacancies  of 
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the  ordinary  description.  The  rate  of 
pay  upon  which  the  assessment  is  calcu- 
lated 18  the  ordinary  rate.  It  is  not  the 
fact  that  there  has  heen  no  agrarian 
outrages  in  the  district  since  the  1 5th  of 
August.  There  have  been  six,  including 
cases  of  malicious  burning,  assault,  ma- 
licious injuries  by  flooding  meadows, 
"  Boycotting  "  notices,  and  threatening 
letters.  The  presence  of  the  extra  police 
is  required  in  consequence  of  the  exist- 
ence in  the  district  of  secret  societies, 
and  the  necessity  of  affording  protection 
to  several  respectable  families  and  others 
in  the  locality.  At  present  no  reduction 
in  the  force  can  be  made. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  the  agrarian 
outrages  referred  to  have  occurred  within 
the  district  actually  described ;  or  whe- 
ther they  are  referrable  to  the  entire 
petty  sessions  district  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  conclude  from 
the  terms  of  the  telegram  I  received  that 
they  occurred  in  the  district,  because  it 
mentions  specially  the  two  parishes  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question. 

STATE  OP  IKELAND— THE  ASSASSINA- 
TIONS  — MAGISTERIAL  INQUIRY  AT 
KILMAINHAM. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  state  to  the  House  why 
an  official  shorthand  writer  should  have 
been  present  during  portions  of  the  exa- 
minations of  witnesses  at  Dublin  Castle^ 
under  the  Sixteenth  Clause  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  absent  during  other  portions  of 
these  examinations  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  For  reasons 
which  I  think  will  be  obvious  to  the 
House,  I  must  decline  to  answer  this 
inquiry. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
RETURN  SHOWING  THE  ESTABLISH- 
MENT, NUMBER,  AND  STRENGTH. 

Mr.  KENNY  (for  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Beturn 
showing  the  establishment,  number,  and 
the  effective  strength  of  the  Constabu- 
lary Force  in  each  county  in  Ireland  on 
the  first  day  of  each  month  during  the 
year  1882 ;  the  number  of  extra  police 
employed  in  each  county,  with  the  dates 
from  and  to  which  they  were  so  em- 
ployed;   the  amount  charged    against 

Mr,  Treve?yan 


each  county  for  such  extra  police  ;  and 
the  area  of  charge  in  each  case  ? 

Mr.  TRELVEYAN  :  There  will  be 
no  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  i£ 
moved  for,  a  Beturn  such  as  that  sug- 
gested in  the  first  part  of  the  Question. 
It  will  be  a  Beturn  that  will  take  a  long^ 
time  to  prepare,  as  some  of  the  accounts 
will  not  be  made  up  until  after  the  31  at 
of  next  month;  so,  perhaps,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr,  A.  O'Connor)  will  let  me 
have  the  form  of  his  Beturn  in  manu- 
script. 

PORTUGAL— MOZAMBIQUE- 
TARIFF  1877. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  will  be  a  provision  of  the 
Treaty  understood  to  be  now  pending" 
with  the  Portuguese  Government,  that 
the  Tariff  of  1877  for  the  Province  of 
Mozambique,  imposing  an  uniform  Duty 
of  three  per  cent,  upon  Imports,  and 
Transit  Duties  averaging  three  per  cent, 
upon  goods  passing  through  the  ooun- 
tries  lying  north  of  the  mouth  of  the 
Shire  Biver,  shall  be  confirmed  as  a 
permanent  arrangement  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
The  Mozambique  Tariff  of  1877,  which 
was  a  liberal  one,  was  modified  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  in  1880.  Further  alterations 
in  it,  made  recently  by  the  Governor,  of 
a  restrictive  tendency,  have  been  dis- 
avowed by  the  Portuguese  Government. 
Its  application  to  the  other  African  Pos- 
sessions of  Portugal  is  under  discussion 
in  the  negotiations. 

EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE— NATIVE  JURISDICTION 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

Mr.  DALBYMPLE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  he  would 
state  who  are  the  eminent  authorities, 
unconnected  with  the  present  Govern- 
ment of  India,  by  whom  the  principle  of 
the  Procedure  Bill,  which  confers  in- 
creased jurisdiction  over  Europeans  on 
certain  classes  of  Native  magistrates,  is 
supported;  and,  where  any  record,  ac- 
cessible to  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  is  to  be  found,  which  shows 
that  the  subject  has  been  under  consi- 
deration for  many  years  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CBOSS :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buteshire,  whose  Ques- 
tion arises  ont  of  an  answer  which  I 
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gave  on  Friday  last  to  the  hon.  Member 
for   liambeth,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
eminent  authorities  whose  names  were 
in  my  mind  were  Lord  Napier  of  Mur- 
chistoun,  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  Sir 
Ktchard    Temple,  the    late  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Bengal,  now  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell),  and 
Sir  Barrow  Ellis,  now  a  member  of  the 
Secretary  of  State's  Council.    These  opi- 
nions may  be  found  in  the  Supplement 
to  Ths  Gazette  of  India  of  the  4th  of  May, 
1872.     Bo  long  ago  as  1854  the  question 
of  equal  jurisdiction  was  under  conside- 
ration, and  the  Indian  Law  Commission, 
appointed  by  the  Crown  and  presided 
over  by  Lord  Romilly,  based  its  recom- 
mendations on  the  same  principle.     In 
the  Papers  presented  to  i^arliament  in 
1856    the    following    passage    may  be 
found : — 

^  We  assnme  that  the  speoial  privileges  now 
enjoyed  by  British  subjects  are  to  be  abolished  ; 
and  we,  therefore,  make  no  provision  for  such 
exceptional  cases.  In  the  system  which  we 
propose,  all  classes  of  the  community  will  be 
squally  amenable  to  the  Criminal  Courts  of  the 
counti^.*' 

Papers  on  the  subject  have  been  pro- 
mised by  Lord  Kimberley,  and  will 
shortly  be  presented. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRO- 
VISIONS  AS  TO  LABOURERS'  COT- 
TAGES— MINUTES  OF  THE  COMMTS- 
8I0NERS. 

Mb.  METQE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  called  to  the  Minutes 
issued  by  the  Land  Commissioners  on 
the  29th  May  1882,  on  the  provisions  of 
'*The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881," 
as  to  labourers'  cottages ;  and,  whether 
any  efiPort  has  been  made  to  put  the 
reoommendations  therein  contained  into 
effect ;  if  not,  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  amend  the  Land 
Iaw  Act,  with  respect  to  these  provisions, 
during  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
an  Amendment,  which  was  made  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  County  of  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
H'Oarthy),  enacted  that  a  tenant  who 
Jieglected  to  comply  with  the  order  of 
the  Land  Commission  might  be  sum- 
moned before  the  Justices  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions at  the  suit  of  the  labourer ;  but, 
having  regard  to  the  conditions  of  the 


employment  of  the  labourers,  that  remedy 
was  naturally  not  a  very  efficient  one. 
A  suggestion  had  been  made,  which  was 
evidently  the  more  efiPective  proposal — 
namely,  that  the  farmer  should  make 
proper  provision  for  labourers'  cottages, 
m  case  an  order  to  that  effect  was  made 
before  the  decree  fixing  a  fair  rent  was 
made  by  the  Commissioners.  But  the 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  pro- 
pose any  legislation  on  the  subject. 

KILMAINHAM  PRISON  (RELEASE  OF 
MR.  PARNELL,  &c.). 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION  (SIB  8.  NORTHCOTK). 

SiK  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
I  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
will  be  in  his  power,  or  the  power  of  the 
Government,  to  give  me  any  facilities 
for  bringing  forward  the  Motion  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances of  the  release  of  certain  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  from  Kilmainham 
Gaol? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  before  stating  to  the  House 
the  course  which  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  take  in  this  matter,  I  beg  to  ask 
leave  to  make  one  observation.  In  the 
course  of  the  observations  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  on  Thursday 
night  on  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  he  said  he  consi- 
dered that  I  had  rather  unfairly  com- 
mented on  the  action  of  the  Opposition 
in  regard  to  the  matter  of  the  release  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
and  of  the  other  Irish  Members  who 
had  been  imprisoned.  He  did  not  specify 
— it  was  not  consistent  with  Order  at  the 
time — the  particular  observation  of  mine 
to  which  he  referred,  and,  therefore,  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  offer  to  the 
House  any  explanation  in  detail.  But 
I  wish  to  say  that  it  was  very  far  from 
my  intention  to  comment  unfairly  on 
the  action  of  the  Opposition  in  this  mat- 
ter ;  and  not  only  so,  but  I  had  no  in- 
tention whatever  at  that  time  to  utter 
even  any  comments,  either  of  an  unfair 
or  of  an  unnecessarily  Party  character. 
I  fully  expected  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  immediately  fol- 
lowed me  in  the  debate ;  and  I  certainly 
would  not  willingly  have  committed  my- 
self to  any  statement  or  imputation 
which  could  have  been  so   described. 
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Haying  made  that  explanation,  I  have 
to  state,  in  reply  to  the  Question  which 
has  just  been  put  to  me  by  the  riQ;ht  hon. 
Gentleman,  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment, this  transaction,  having  now 
been  under  discussion  in  this  House  for 
nearly  a  week,  on  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst) — a  Motion  which  was  adopted 
and  supported  by  the  Opposition — the 
Government  are  not  now  prepared  to 
assent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee,  because  it  would,  in  their 
opinion,  have  the  effect  of  reviving  and 
keeping  open  the  controversy  for  an  in- 
definite period,  which  we  consider  would 
be  extremely  embarrassing  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  and  prejudicial  to 
the  interests  of  order  in  Ireland.  Ad- 
mitting, as  we  do,  the  obligation  under 
ordinary  circumstances  of  affording  to 
the  Opposition  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  bringing  forward  any  Motion  involv- 
ing either  censure  or  want  of  confidence 
in  the  Government,  we  cannot  admit  an 
indefinite  obligation — an  obligation  to 
find  time  for  such  Motions  indefinitely 
repeated.  We  have  understood  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  as  virtually,  though  per- 
haps rather  indistinctly,  aimed  at  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  these  transactions.  It  has  been  so 
treated  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself;  it  has  been 
so  treated  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemau  the  junior 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 

SMr.  Gibson),  and  other  speakers  on  the 
)pposition  Benches,  and,  to  a  certain 
extent,  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
himself.  Having  been  so  treated,  it  was 
met  by  us  in  that  sense ;  we  believe  it 
was  60  understood  by  the  House,  and 
the  House  has  pronounced  its  judgment 
upon  it.  It  would  be  impossible,  under 
any  circumstances,  looking  to  the  pro- 
tracted nature  of  the  debate  which  has 
already  taken  place,  and  which  is  not 
yet  concluded,  on  the  Address ;  looking 
also  to  the  urgent  necessity  of  making 
progress  in  Supply,  and  also  to  other 
Business  of  great  importance  which  has 
not  yet  even  been  commenced,  for  the 
Government  to  have  afforded  an  early 
day  for  this  discussion.  But  I  do  not  at 
all  desire  to  limit  myself  to  a  considera- 
tion of  this  kind.  I  wish  to  state  dis- 
tinctly, that  while  there  may  be  occa- 
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sions  and  opportunities  of  which  it  may 
be  possible  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  avail  himself  for  bringing  for- 
ward this  Motion,  the  Government  are 
not  prepared  to  offer  any  part  of  the 
time  over  which  they  have  control  for 
the  renewal  of  a  controversy  which,  in 
their  opinion,  has  been  already  fully  de- 
bated, and  upon  which  the  judgment  of 
the  House  has  been  pronounced. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
am  quite  aware,  Sir,  that  it  is  not  in  my 
power  to  address  the  House  on  this 
occasion;  but  with  their  indulgence  I 
would  make  one  remark  on  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess.  I  wish 
to  remind  him  that  the  original  sugges- 
tion— that  the  proper  way  to  deal  with 
this  question,  if  it  is  to  be  dealt  with  at 
all,  was  by  a  Select  Committee — was 
the  suggestion  that  came  from  the  Prime 
Minister.  Circumstances  at  the  time  at 
which  that  suggestion  was  made  ren- 
dered it  perfectly  impossible  for  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke)  to  bring  such  a 
Motion  forward  without  the  assistance 
of  the  Government.  That  assistance 
was  declined.  On  the  very  first  occasion 
of  the  discussion  in  this  House  of  Irish 
affairs,  the  noble  Marquess  renewed,  as 
I  understood  his  language,  in  a  very 
distinct  manner  the  challenge  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  which  challenge  I  at 
once  accepted.  I  am  rather  surprised 
that  these  challenges  are  made  with  the 
understanding  that  they  are  not  to  be 
taken  up.  I  can  only  say,  having  re- 
ceived an  answer  which  has  rather  sur- 
prised me,  I  must  take  a  short  time  to 
consider  what  course  I  shall  take. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  ASSASSINA- 
TIONS— INTERVIEWS  WITH  JAMES 
CAREY,  THE  INFORMER. 

Mr.  GEORGE  RUSSELL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  in  a  position 
to  inform  the  House  if  there  is  any  truth 
in  reports  appearing  in  certain  news- 
papers to-day  as  to  interviews  alleged  to 
have  been  had  with  James  Carey,  the  in- 
former, and  as  to  statements  alleged  to 
have  been  made  by  him  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  very  glad 
my  hon.  Friend  has  given  me  an  oppor- 
tunity of  referring  to  this  matter,  and 
to  say  that  certaixuy  there  have  not  been 
any  interviews. 
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8COTLA2n>— THE  SKYE  CROFTERS. 

Mtu  STEWART :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State    for  the  Home   De- 
partment,  Whether,   having  regard   to 
the  statements  in  the   public  journals 
to  the  effect  that  the  crofters  charged 
with  being  chiefly  concerned  in  the  re- 
cent distarbances  in   Skje  have  made 
their  submission  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
the    Oovemment    are    now    prepared 
to    make    any    announcement    on    the 
subject  of  a  Hoyal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  condition  of  the.  crofters 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  Yes, 
Six ;  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
€k>Temment  to  make  an  inquiry  into 
this  matter,  and  I  will  take  a  later 
opportunity  to  state  in  further  detail 
vhat  it  will  be. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  :  As  I  under- 
stood the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  it  is  that  the 
OoTemment  have  made  up  their  minds 
to  issue  a  Koyal  Commission  to  do  that 
which  I  previously  asked  them  to  do. 
If  my  understanding  is  right,  I  will 
withdraw  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name  to  the  Address,  as  the 
object  with  which  I  placed  it  on  the 
Paper  has  been  attained. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  The 
hon.  Member  offers  me  a  great  tempta- 
tion, and  I  hope  the  answer  I  have 
given  will  substantially  be  found  to 
satisfy  the  objects  he  has  in  view. 

Sib  GEOEQB  CAMPBELL:  Might 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man when  he  expects  to  find  the  "  later 
opportunity  "  of  explaining  the  details  ? 
Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I  hope 
to  make  a  statement  shortly. 

POST  OFFICE  —  CONTRACTS  —  THE 

MAILS  BETWEEN  LONDON   AND 

DUBLIN— THE  PAPERS. 

LoHD  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
When  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Irish 
Hail  Contract  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 
There  is  great  anxiety  in  Dublin  that 
they  should  be  presented  to  Parliament 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  I  will  lay  them 
on  the  Table  as  soon  as  possible ;  but  I 
esnnot  name  a  day. 


CRIME  (IRELAND) -ALLEGED  POSTING 
OF  A  LETTER  CONTAINING  DYNA. 
MITE  TO  THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT 
OF  IRELAND. 

Mr.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  had  received  any  informa- 
tion respecting  the  alleged  posting  at 
the  Ballydehob  Post  Office  of  a  letter 
containing  dynamite,  and  addressed  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  not,  Sir. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


ADDRESS    IN    ANSWER   TO    HER  MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.]    [eighth  niqht.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [1 5th  February] 
— [See  page  98.] 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  Sir,  in  rising  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name,  I  wish  to  express  the 
opinion  that  the  Irish  Government, 
and  the  Government  generally,  lost  a 
very  great  opportunity,  after  the  assas- 
sinations in  the  Phcenix  Park,  of  re- 
storing peace  and  order  in  Ireland  by 
the  only  means  by  which  it  will  ever  be 
possible  to  restore  peace  permanently 
in  that  country,  and  that  is,  by  the  aid 
and  sympathy  of  the  people  in  that 
work.  I  think.  Sir,  that  never,  during 
all  the  centuries  of  English  rule  in  Ire- 
land, has  any  Government  had  such  an 
opportunity,  as  was  then  presented,  of 
rallying  to  the  side  of  law  and  order  the 
sympathy  of  the  masses  of  the  people  in 
Ireland;  and  I  regret  exceedingly  to 
find  that  the  impression  in  that  direction 
which,  during  the  discussions  on  the 
Crimes  Bill,  seemed  to  hold  to  a  certain 
extent  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  has  since 
his  contact  with  the  evil  influences  of 
Dublin  Castle  been  removed,  and  that 
he  has  expressed  his  opinion  that,  with- 
out the  Crimes  Act,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  maintain 
order  in  Ireland.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and  those  who  are 
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reBponsible  with  him  for  the  gOTem- 
ment  of  Ireland,  have  ever  considered 
what  they  are  going  to  do  when  the 
Crimes  Act  expires ;  whether  they  will 
propose  to  renew  that  Act,  or,  perhaps, 
to  replace  it  with  something  of  a  still 
more  drastic  character ;  or  whether  they 
will  propose  to  do  without  it.  If  they 
contemplate  being  able  to  do  without  it 
at  the  end  of  the  three  years  during 
which  the  Act  has  to  last,  I  think  it 
would  be  much  better  if  they  had  not 
tried  it  at  all,  because  their  chances  of 
enlisting  the  Irish  people  on  the  side  of 
law  and  order  on  the  expiration  of  that 
Act,  in  view  of  the  irritation  which  its 
daily  administration  is  exciting  through- 
out the  country,  will  be  infinitesimally 
small  as  compared  with  what  they  would 
have  been  had  the  Government  trusted 
to  the  honour  of  the  people,  and  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gone  to  Ireland 
without  the  Crimes  Act  to  aid  him  in 
governing  that  country.  It  seems  to  be 
supposed,  on  account  of  what  are  known 
as  the  **  Kilmainham  Bevelations,"  that 
we  are  not  to  be  entitled  to  discuss  the 
Administration  of  the  Irish  Government. 
If  that  be  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  can  only  say  that  they 
would  most  fittingly  carry  it  out  by 
disfranchising  the  Irish  constituencies. 
But  so  long  as  the  Constitution  allows 
Ireland  to  send  Members  to  this  House, 
so  long  will  Members  sent  by  Ireland 
assert  their  right  to  criticize  and  con- 
demn the  conduct  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland.  The  House  generally,  and 
public  opinion  also,  seem  to  forget  what 
sort  of  an  Act  it  is  that  is  being  admi- 
nistered— they  seem  to  forget  that  it  is  an 
Act  of  the  most  drastic  severity  that  has 
ever  been  passed  against  that  country. 
[Mr.  Trevelyan  :  No,  no.]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  says  '•  No,  no ;  "  but  if  you 
compare  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Act  with  the  provisions  of  the  other 
Coercion  Acts,  you  will  find  that  these 
repressive  provisions  are  more  numerous 
and  more  sweeping  than  those  contained 
in  any  other  Act  which  has  ever  been 
passed.  You  have  powers  granted  under 
that  Act  to  establish  a  special  Commis- 
sion of  Judges  for  the  trial,  without 
juries,  of  certain  ofifences;  you  have 
provisions  for  trials  by  special  juries, 
selected  from  the  county  and  city  panels, 
with  unlimited  right  to  the  Crown  to 
order  jurors  to   stand  by,  and  limited 
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right  of  challenge  to  the  prisoners,  a 
power  which  has  resulted  in  the  selection 
of  juries,  for  the  trial  of  the    gravest 
offences,  for  the  purpose  of  condemning 
men  to  death,  from  the  very  classes  who 
are  smarting  in  pocket,  in  prestige,  and 
in  reputation,  from  the  results   of  the 
Land    League    agittion,    and    of  the 
legislation    of    the    Government,    and 
for  whom    it    is    perfectly    impossible 
to  approach  the  consideration  of  these 
g^ave  political  and  agarian  cases,  which 
are  brought  before    them,    with    that 
judicial    frame    of    mind   which    it  is 
so  imperatively  necessary  for  jurors  to 
possess.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
late  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.   E.  Forster),   said  that  if  he  had 
allowed  the  verdicts  of  coroners'  juries 
in  Ireland  to  be  followed  up,  judicial 
murders  would  have  taken  place.    With 
regard  to  that,  I  would  point^out  that  the 
class  from  whom  coroners'  juries  are 
chosen  represent  the  majority  of   the 
people ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
of  ;.course,  meant  that  if  to  this  class 
were  given  the  right  of  deciding  matters 
of  life  and  death,  they  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  approach  to  questions  involved 
m  the  proceedings  brought  before  coro- 
ners'juries  with  any  judicial  impartiality 
of  mind.  I  do  not  pronounce  any  opinion 
upon  this  point ;  but,  if  it  be  so,  it  is  an 
argument  which  tells  with  ten-fold  force 
against  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  pursuing,  of  empanelling  juries 
to  try  issues  of  life  and  death  solely 
from  the  other  class,  constituting,  as 
they  do,  the  minority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  the  garrison,  or  the  des- 
cendants  of    the  garrison,    which  was 
planted  in  the  country  three  centuries 
ago.      You  have  a  provision   in  this 
Crimes  Act  for  the  appointment  of  tri- 
bunals of  summary  jurisdiction  to  try 
offences  against  the  Act.     The  folloir- 
ing  acts  are  constituted  offences:— In- 
timidation, specially  defined  in  such  a 
way  as  to  render  it  impossible  for  any 
speaker,   in  the  words  of  the  County 
Court  Judge  of  Cork,  '*  to  address  any 
meeting  without  breaking  the  law,  un- 
less he  has  a  lawyer  at  his  elbow  to 
advise  him."    You  have  what  are  called 
**  unlawful  associations  "  —  comprising 
any  association  which  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant may    consider  to  be  unlavfol, 
however  lawful  it  may  be  according  to 
the  ordinary  law ;  you  have  power  of 
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Buppresaing  meetings  which  may  be  held 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  be  illegal,  and 
of  paniahing  people  who  may  not  dis- 
perse from  those  meetings.     You  give 
power  to  tribunals  of  summary  jurisdic- 
tion to  try  these  offences.  You  give  power 
to  any  policeman  to  arrest  persons  out 
after   sunset.     That  power  has,  I  shall 
show,  been  very  extensively  used;  and 
in  hardly  one  of  the  hundreds  of  cases 
where  the  police  have  arrested  people 
out  after  sunset  and  kept  them  in  the 
lock-up    for  that  night,  or  for  several 
nights,  have  the  magistrates  considered 
it  necessary   to  convict  the  prisoners. 
You  have  power  given  to  any  policeman 
to  arrest  strangers,  and  we  have  had  an 
example  of  the  way  they  have  occasionally 
used  that  power  in  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Joynes  and  Mr.  Henry  Oeorge.    You 
have  power  also    to  seize  newspapers 
and  to  make  searches  by  day  or  night. 
It  is  a  remarkable  fact  that  although 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  desired  he  should 
not  be  given  this  power  of  searching 
by   night,     it    was    thrust    upon    him 
by  the  House  of  Commons,   and  has 
actually  been  extensively  used.    Again, 
you  have  the  application  of  the  Alien  Act 
to  aliens — I  believe  that  is  one  of  the  few 
provisions  of  the  Act  which  have  not  been 
used  and  abused,  although  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
stated  he  knew  several  dangerous  cha- 
racters who  were  in  the  country  whom 
he  wished  to  have  removed.    You  gave 
power  to  the  justices  to  summon  wit- 
nesses, to  examine  them  privately,  and 
to  commit  them  to  prison  for  an  inde- 
finite term.     You  have  power  to  send 
additional   constabulary  into  a  district 
and  to  charge  the  cost  on  any  area, 
no  matter  what  its  size.     You    have 
power  to  levy  blood   money  on  a  dis- 
trict.    Nearly  all  these  powers  have 
been  used  ;    and,   as   I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  show,  they  have  also  been 
abused.    I  submit  that,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, we  are  entitled  to  criticize 
the  working  of  the  Act,  especially  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  this  is  the  first 
opportunity  we  have  had  of  reviewing 
the  administration  of  an  Act  conferring 
such  enormous  powers  upon  the  Iri^ 
Executive,  which  practically  has  so  very 
little  responsibility.    We  are  entitled  to 
put  our  case  before  the  House,  and  to 
take  its  opinion  thereon,  and  we  ought 
pot  to  permit  ourselves  to  be  deterred  or 
intimidated,  by  any  outside  influences 


whatever,  from  exercising  our  right  and 
performing  our  duty  in  this  respect. 
Kow,  Sir,  I  said,  a  while  ago,  that  I  re- 
gretted exceedingly  the  Irish  Government 
had  not  taken  the  tide  which  commenced 
to  flow  in  their  favour  for  the  first  time 
after  the  Phoenix  Park  assassinations. 
It  is  an  indisputable  fact,  known  to 
everybody  who  has  studied  Irish  poli- 
tics, that,  during  the  last  eight  or  nine 
months,  a  feeling  did  arise  in  the  country 
after  the  terrible  event  in  the  Phoenix 
Park,  such  as  had  never  appeared  there 
before,  a  feeling  of  active  sympathy  in 
favour  of  the  law  and  against  crime ; 
but  bv  stupid  bungling,  which  I  can 
scarcely  call  less  than  criminal, and  which 
this  Government  will  have  to  atone  for, 
in  the  loss  of  confidence  by  the  country 
in  its  administration,  that  tide  was  not 
taken  advantage  of.  The  Coercion  Act 
was  brought  in  instead,  and,  in  con- 
sequence, the  feeling  to  which  I  have 
referred  was  turned  back  to  such  an 
extent,  that  I  believe  there  was  never 
greater  hostility  to  English  rule  in  Ire- 
land than  exists  at  present ;  there  was 
never  greater  disinclination  on  the  part 
of  the  people  to  aid  law  and  order ;  and 
although  there  may  be  a  reduction  in 
the  number  of  agrarian  offences,  that 
reduction  is  only  due  to  the  fact  that  you 
are  keeping  down  the  people  by  a  brutal 
and  terrible  Coercion  Act,  which  you  are 
administering  in  a  brutal  and  terrible 
way.  To  show  you  how  matters  were 
going  on  subsequent  to  the  assassina- 
tions—there were  in  April  738  outrages 
of  all  kinds,  in  May  702,  in  June  547, 
July  474,  August  376,  September  280  ; 
but  in  October,  by  which  time  the 
Crimes  Act  had  got  fully  to  work,  they 
rose  to  310 ;  and  although  there  has 
been  some  diminution  recently,  yet  we 
find  that  the  outrages  for  the  last  month, 
the  agrarian  especially,  show  a  slight 
increase  upon  those  of  the  month  be- 
fore, so  that  instead  of  the  diminution 
going  on,  as  it  had  been  during  the 
months  succeeding  the  Phoenix  j?ark 
assassinations,  and  before  the  Crimes 
Act  had  got  into  operation,  by  leaps  and 
bounds,  that  diminution  has  ceased,  and 
the  monthly  Eetums  show  a  slight  in- 
crease of  outrages.  Sir,  I  said  that 
almost  every  power  given  by  the  Crimea 
Act  had  been  used  and  abused ;  that  is 
remarkably  exemplified  by  the  power 
which  was  given  to  arrest  under  the 
Curfew  Clause.     I  find  that,  on  the  20th 
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July,  a  respectable  shoemalcer  named 
John  Maher  was  ordered  off  the  streets 
by  the  police,  and  told  to  go  home.  He 
refused.  He  was  arrested,  and  the  head 
constable  detained  him  in  the  barracks 
that  night.  Next  morning  he  was  allowed 
out  on  bail,  and  on  July  24th,  at  Hos- 
crea  Petty  Sessions,  Mr.  Yaughan,  B.M., 
discharged  him.  At  Carrick-on-Shannon, 
on  July  30th,  Patrick  Mahon  was  ar- 
rested in  Drumshambo  as  a  stranger. 
He  was  then  six  miles  from  home.  The 
Besident  Magistrate  discharged  him.  In 
nearly  all  the  cases  where  men  were 
arrested  and  detained  under  the  Curfew 
Clause,  no  conviction  followed,  which 
shows  that  the  police  are  not  fitted  to 
exercise  the  powers  with  which  the  Act 
has  entrusted  them.  There  were  nume- 
rous other  cases  in  which  persons,  well- 
known  inhabitants  of  the  counties  of 
Mayo  and  Oalway,  had  been  arrested 
under  the  Curfew  Clause,  or  as  suspicious 
strangers,  or  on  suspicion  of  intending 
criminal  offence,  but  who,  subsequently, 
were  discharged,  because  they  had  been 
able  to  give  a  satisfactory  account  of 
themselves,  though,  in  many  instances, 
they  had  been  kept  in  prison,  sometimes 
all  night,  and  sometimes  for  a  week  or  a 
fortnight,  being  remanded  without  the 
option  of  bail.  One  case,  in  which  con- 
viction followed  arrest,  was  that  of 
Maurice  Fitzgerald,  arrested  on  suspi- 
cion, and  Captain  Massey,  the  Besident 
Magistrate,  deemed  the  man's  expla- 
nation unsatisfactory,  and  sent  him  to 
gaol  for  14  days.  The  police  were  most 
reckless  in  their  action,  for  in  most 
cases,  on  examination,  it  turned  out 
that  no  gp*ound  whatever  of  suspicion 
existed  against  the  person  charged.  In 
one  case  a  house  was  visited  from  which 
the  tenant  had  been  evicted.  The  man 
himself  was  absent ;  but  his  wife  and 
children  were  in  bed,  and  they  were 
turned  out  on  to  the  roadside  in  the 
middle  of  the  night.  On  the  4th  of 
August  two  men  were  charged  with 
being  on  the  roadside  in  circumstances 
which  were  said  to  constitute  a  case 
of  reasonable  suspicion  against  them. 
No  evidence  was  forthcoming,  and  the 
magistrate  observed  that  it  was  not  the 
object  of  the  Act  to  terrorize  the  people 
of  Ireland.  The  case  of  Mr.  Joynes, 
the  companion  of  Mr.  Henry  George, 
had  been  made  familiar  to  everbody  in 
the  newspapers,  and  it  was  unnecessary 
to  detail  the  circumstances  of  that  case. 
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The  case  of  Stephen  John  Meany,  tbe 
newspaper  correspondent,   was  equally 
well  known  to  the  House.     Meany  was 
removed  to  the  county  gaol,  and  suffered 
one  month's    imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.   At  Loughrea,  one  Barratt,  who 
had  long  been  a  resident  in  the  neig^fa.- 
bourhooa,  was  ordered  to  leave  the  town, 
and  bound  over  in  his  own  recognizances 
in  £20,  or  in  default  to  go  to  prison  for 
three  months.     Subsequently,  however, 
it  was  discovered  that  there  was  no  evi- 
dence against  him,  and  the  case  was  dis- 
missed.     On  the  8th  of  October  a  man 
was  charged  by  the  police  with  being  in 
the  road  after  hours  on  the  29th  of  Sep- 
tember ;  the  case  was  dismissed.    Then 
came  the  extraordinary  attempt  at  in- 
timidation   by  constables    against  Mr. 
Harrington,  the  recently  elected  Mem- 
ber for  Westmeath.     He  was  walking* 
in  the  road  three  or  four  miles  from  his 
residence,  when  he  was  accosted  by  a 
constable,  who  asked  him  what  was  his 
business  there.  Mr.  Harrington  declined 
to  g^ve  him  any  information,  whereupon 
the  constable  said  to  another  constable 
who  was  with  him — "We  must  do  our 
duty."    But  the  constables  did  not  per- 
form their  duty,  for  Mr.  Harrington  was 
allowed  to  return  home.     Then  there 
was  another  case  of  a  man' who,  being 
being  about  to  leave  for  America,  was 
out  late  at  night  on  his  way  to  visit 
his  friends.  He  was  arrested  and  lodged 
in  a  police  barracks  all  night,  but  was 
discharged  on  the  following  day,  on  the 
condition   of  his   leaving   at  once   for 
America.     On  the  13th  of  November, 
two  farmers  were  arrested,  but  were  dis- 
charged on  the  following  day.     On  the 
17th  of  November  a  respectable  farmer 
was  arrested  under  the  Curfew  Clause, 
and  had  to  spend  the  night  in  a  police 
barrack.     On  the  17th  of  December  two 
young  men  were  charged  with  being  out 
of  doors  at   half-past  9  the    previous 
evening;   the  case  was  dismissed.    On 
another  occasion  three  young  men  were 
charged  under  the  Crimes  Act  with  being 
out  at  10  o'clock ;  the  case  was  dismissed. 
At  a  special  Court,  held  on  the  12th  of 
January,  Sub-Inspector  King  prosecuted 
three  men  for  being  absent  from  their 
abodes  after  hours.    It  was  proved  that 
they  were  men  of  exemplary  character, 
and  they  were  discharged.     On  the  14th 
of  January  nine    respectable    farmers 
were  arrested  under  the  Curfew  Clause ; 
the  magistrate    dismissed    the   charge 
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against    all  of  them.     On  the  11th  of 
January  the  Castle  island  police  arrested 
persons    who  were  going  to   a  dance. 
They  were  discharged  the  next  day,  after 
having   spent  the  night  in  the  lock-up. 
But  the  magistrate  told  them  that,  if 
they  were  hrought  up  again,  he  would 
give  them  three  months.     On  the  11th 
of  January  three  men  were  arrested,  of 
whom  one  was  sentenced  to  one  month's 
hard  lahour,  and  the  other  two  to  two 
months'  imprisonment.  Out  of  all  I  have 
read,  up  to  the  present,  there  are  only 
two  in  which  convictions  were  obtained 
in  the  case  of  persons  arrested  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Curfew  Clause. 
On  the  dth  of  January,  four  young  lads 
were  charged  with  being  out  of  their 
homes  a  little  after  9,  &o.  After  a  quarter 
of  an  hour's  consultation,  the  magistrates 
announced    that   considering  the  cha- 
racter of  the  night  on  which  they  were 
out — ^it  was  St.  Stephen's  night — consi- 
dering also  that  the  brother  of  the  pri- 
soners was  with  them,  and  that  they 
were  but   a  short  distance  from  their 
homes,  they  had  a  doubt  whether  they 
were  out  for  any  unlawful  purpose.  They 
gave  them  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  and 
discharged  them.     I  think  I  have  given 
proof  of  how  the  Curfew  Clause  has  been 
used  and  abused ;  because  if  is  evident 
they  have  not  arrested  men  who  were 
out  for  the  purpose  of  committing  crime, 
but  men  who  were  out  for  legitimate 
purposes,  against  whom  no  harm  could 
06  proved  when  the  cases  came  subse- 
quently to  be  investigated  before  the 
magistrates.     We    next    come    to    the 
powers   given  to   prosecute  editors  of 
newspapers  under  the  intimidation  sec- 
tion of  the  Act.     The  first  prosecution 
vhich   took    place  under  this   section 
against  a  Pressman   was  that  against 
Mr.  Richard   Kelly,  proprietor  of   The 
Tuam  Herald,     He  published  a  letter  in 
his  paper  which  had  been  written  by 
somebody  else.     Mr.  Burke,  thtf  defen- 
dant's  solicitor,    said   he   thought   the 
officer  of  the  Crown  had  made  a  great 
mistake  in  prosecuting  Mr.  Kelly.    The 
defendant,  he  understood,  wUs  sorry  for 
having  inserted  the  letter,  repudiated 
tlie  contents,  and  said  it  had  been  in- 
serted in  his  absence  and  without  his 
knowledge.     The  bench  retired  and  the 
chairman    announced    that    they  were 
Unanimously  in  favour  of  sending  the 
caw  for  trial  before  the  Judge  of  the 
Assizes.  This  action  seems  to  have  been 


really  taken  by  the  Besident  Magistrates 
and  not  by  the  local  unpaid  justices, 
because  we  find  that  they  drew  up  the 
following  memorial : — 

''We,  the  undersigned  justices  of  the  peace 
assembled  at  Tuam,  having  heard  the  case  of 
the  Queen  v.  Kelly,  although  there  was  no  other 
course  open  but  to  send  the  case  forward,  yet 
desire  to  state  strongly  our  opinion  that  the 
defendant's  statement  is  true." 

That  statement  being  that  a  letter  bear- 
ing the  name  of  James  Eedpath  had 
been  printed  in  The  Tuam  Herald  while 
Mr.  Kelly  was  from  home.  The  me- 
morialists added  that  they  had  known 
Mr.  Kelly  for  many  years  as  a  most 
respectable  man ;  that  The  Tuam  Herald 
had  always  been  a  supporter  of  law  and 
order,  and  they  respectfully  requested 
his  acquittal.  I  believe  that  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  local  unpaid  magis- 
trates subsequently  prevailed,  and  the 
proceedings  against  Mr.  Kelly  were 
dropped.  "Then  I  come  to  the  celebrated 
case  against  the  proprietor  of  United 
Ireland,  which  I  will  not  go  into,  be- 
cause the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
has  announced  that  the  proceedings  will 
be  dropped.  We  now  come  to  the  case 
of  the  Mayor  of  Wexford,  proprietor 
and  editor  of  a  newspaper,  who  was 
prosecuted  for  publishing  a  report  of 
a  meeting  of  the  Ladies'  Land  League, 
and  in  which  the  Crown  Solicitor,  Mr. 
M'Mahon,  said — "  We  have  nothing  to 
do  with  the  effect  of  the  article ;  it  was 
the  intention  to  intimidate."  But  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  gave  a  dif- 
ferent construction  of  the  law.  He  said 
that  where  the  effect  was  intimidation, 
the  person  should  be  proceeded  against, 
even  if  the  intention  was  not  such.  So 
that  the  effect  of  the  Act  is  to  make  in- 
timidation penal,  whether  there  was  an 
actual  intention  to  intimidate  or  not. 
Then  we  have  the  case  of  a  number  of 
reporters,  and  Mr.  M'Fhilpin,  an  editor 
of  a  newspaper,  who  were  prosecuted  for 
attending  a  proclaimed  meeting,  and 
The  Freeman,  in  its  report,  stated  that 
not  only  were  the  gentlemen  convicted 
and  sentenced  to  cumulative  terms  of 
imprisonment,  but  they  were  marched 
through  the  town  of  Mullingar  inprison 
garb  and  handcuffed  together.  We  now 
come  to  the  suppression  of  meetings,  in- 
cluding the  suppression  of  the  meetings 
of  their  constituents,  which  my  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  Sligo  (JAx,  Sex- 
ton)  and    Hoscommon  (Dr.   Commins) 
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intended  to  address.    The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  made  a  very  remarkable 
statement  in  connection  with  this  matter, 
in  which  he  said  that  if  he  knew  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sligo  intended  to  ad- 
dress the  meeting,  it  would|  not   have 
been  proclaimed.  But  I  think  that  state- 
ment carries  with  it  the  condemnation 
of  having  proclaimed  the  meeting  at  all. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sligo 
would  have  only  been  one  of  the  speakers 
at   the   meeting  in  question,    and    we 
may  reasonably  suppose  that  the  same 
speakers  would  have  addressed  the  meet- 
ing in  his  presence  as  would  have  ad- 
dressed it  in  his  absence.     In  what  way 
could  this  matter,  then,  be  affected  by 
the  presence  of  the  Member  for  Sligo  ? 
How  could  he  take  away  by  his  presence 
from  tbe  mischief  that  might  have  been 
done,  in  the  opinion  of  the  chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  by  the  other  speakers. 
It  seems  to  me,  then,  to  be  absurd  to 
say  that,  if  one  speaker  was  to  attei^d  a 
meeting  it  would  not  be  proclaimable, 
but  if  he  did  not  attend,  all  the  other 
probable  speakers  being  the  same,  that 
therefore  the  meeting  ought  to  be  pro- 
claimed.   The  only  meeting  called  to 
hear  an  address  from  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Boscommon  was  also 
suppressed,  and  he  too  was  prevented, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  from 
fulfilling  his  Constitutional  duty,     ^hy 
was  not  the  same  consideration  shown 
to  him  ?    There  are  some  who  say  that 
the  reason  why  the  meeting  called  to 
hear    the    hon.    Member  for  Boscom- 
mon was  suppressed  was  because  he 
voted  *  against    the    Liberal    candidate 
at    Liverpool,    or    took    some     action 
against  him,  and  that  accordingly  this 
piece  of  vengeance  was  taken   on  my 
hon.  Friend,  for  I  am   sure  from  his 
character  for  sobriety  and  Constitutional 
attributes,  quite  equal  to  those  which 
have  been  given  to  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Sligo,  and  the  fact  that  he 
is  a  lawyer  of  considerable  ability  and 
lengthened  experience,  he  would  know 
what  might  be  said,  and  what  should  be 
left  unsaid,  and  be  very  well  able  to  say 
what  he  had  to  say  even  within  such 
a  stringent    Act  as   the    Crimes    Act. 
The  case,  however,  is,  that  meetings  have 
been  proclaimed  without  apparently  the 
slightest  discrimination,  or  the  slightest 
necessity — in  fact,  to  such  an  extent  are 
these  proclamations  being  carried  that 
the  people  have  given  up  all  idea  of 
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holding  meetings  at  all,  ez<iept  when 
there  happens  to  be  an  election  of    a 
Member  of  Parliament.    The  Govern- 
ment have  not  yet  gone  to  the  extent  of 
proclaiming  election  meetings  ;    but   I 
have  no  doubt  that  they  will  arrive  at 
that  happy  condition  of  things.     There 
is  no  freedom  of  speech  under  this  Ad- 
ministration in  Ireland ;  and  I  think  that 
any  public  speaker  will  agree  with  Mr. 
Ferguson,  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
Cork,   that   he  would  be  a  fool  who 
would  attempt  to  speak  in  Ireland  under 
the  clauses  of  this  Act,  and  would  deserve 
the  plank  bed  for  his  foolishness.  I  now 
come  to  one  of  the  most  important  clauses 
of  the  Act.    I  allude  to  the  powers  given 
to  the  Crown  in  empannelling  special 
juries  taken  from  the  special  jury  panel 
of  the  county  and  city  where  the  case  is 
tried.    These  powers  were  first  enforced 
in  the  trial  of  Francis  Hynes;  and  I 
believe  that  their  effect  in  this  and  a 
number  of  the  succeeding  murder  trials 
was  that  the  juries  in  these  murders  were 
composed  exclusively,  or  almost  ezclu- 
sively,  of  Protestants,  drawn  from  the 
class  known  as  Castle  tradesmen,  or  per- 
sons who  are  dependent  on  the  aristo- 
cracy, who  are,  of  course,  the  landlord 
olass  in  Ireland,   for    their    means   of 
living,  from  persons  who  are  on  terms  of 
friendly  intimacy,  social  companionship, 
with  Lord  Spencer  and  the  Castle  offi- 
cials, or  with  persons  connected  in  some 
way  or  other  with  the  admistration  of 
the  present  system  of  government  in 
Dublin  ;  of  persons  drawn  from  a  class 
who,  by  the  very  nature  of  the  case,  can- 
not be  expected  to  approach  the  decision 
of  a  case  of  such  a  character  with  any 
sort  of  judicial  impartiality  of  mind. 
Now,  I  wish    to  be  perfectly  under- 
stood.     I    do    not    suppose    that    the 
great  majority  of  jurors  in  the  cases 
tried   deliberately  brought  in   verdicts 
against  innocent  men.     I  believe,  how- 
ever,  some  of   them   did.      You    talk 
about  "  Boycotting."     The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  in  in- 
troducing the  Crimes  Act,  said  that  he 
would  try  and   prevent  *'  Boycotting." 
Well,  I  was  talking  to  a  juror  some  weeks 
since,  and  this  juror  left  me  strongly 
under  the  impression  that  if  he  had  re- 
turned a  verdict  of  a  different  character 
he  would  have  been  **  Boycotted  "  in  his 
business,  the  business  he  was  carrying 
on  being  dependent  mostly  upon  the  sup- 
port of  the  landlord  and  official  olassea 
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in  Ireland.  Well,  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  any  prisoner,  when  he  is  being  tried, 
cannot  feel  the  slightest  confidence  in  the 
impartiality  of  juries  so  composed.     No- 
body can  believe,  in  the  face  of  the  oon- 
Btitution    of  the  tribunals  which  have 
been  empannelled  to  try  murder  cases  in 
Ireland,  that  the  prisoner  has  the  chance 
of  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  which  every 
prisoner  is  entitled  to  have.    It  is  not 
only,  however,  of  the  actual  constitution 
of  the  juries  that  I  have  to  speak.    I 
have  to  complain,  also,  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Judges.     The  conduct  of  many  of 
the  Irish    Judges,  and  particularly  of 
what  I  shall  call  the  '<  Castle,"  the  poli- 
tical J  udges,  has  not  been  j  udicial.  There 
are   exceptions,  and  noble  exceptions, 
however,  on  the  Irish  Bench;  but,  un- 
happily, it  is  too  true  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  Irish  Judges  are  chosen  from 
political  partizans  of  one  Government  or 
the  other.     The  reasons  for  this  are  not 
difficult  to  see.    In  England  you  never 
appoint  Judges  for  political  services — you 
appoint  them  on  account  of  their  legal 
ability.  In  England  you  do  not  give  sala- 
ries to  Judges  that  exceed  the  average 
emoluments  of-  the  Profession  to  which 
they  belong,  and  you  can  get  the  best 
men  for  a  salary  the  amount  of  which  is 
very  much  below  what  the  person  ap- 
pointed  was  in  the  habit   of   making 
from  his  Profession  at  the  Bar.    In  Ire- 
land, however,  the  case  is  entirely  dif- 
ferent.    Your  Judges  are  appointed  by 
reason  of  the  person  successfully  con- 
testing some  seat  like  Mallow,  and  re- 
ceiving as  a  reward  the  Office  of  So- 
licitor  General    or   Attorney  General. 
In  saying  that,  I  speak  without  wishing, 
in  the  slightest  degree,  to  make  any 
ofifensive   or   personal  allusion   to   the 
nght  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
present  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
because  I  recognize  in  him  a  man  to 
"whom  the  words  do  not  apply,  who  has 
von  his  position  as  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment for  Londonderry  fairly,  and  after 
a  hard  contest,  and  who  undoubtedly 
represents  the  voice  and  feelings  of  the 
maiority  of  the  electors  of  that  portion 
of  Ireland  from  which  he  comes,  and 
vho  has  also,  I  believe,  fairly  won  his 
position  as  Attorney  General  by  his  great 
ability  as  a  lawyer.     What  I  say  has, 
however,  I  think,  a  general  application, 
*nd  it  holds  good  with  reference  to  the 
ajyority  of   the  Law  Officers  of  the 
wown  in  Ireland.    The  Judges  are  men 
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who  have  obtained  their  positions  for 
some  political  reason,  and  not  from  the  fact 
that  they  are  the  best  men ;  and  when 
they  leave  their  Profession  and  become 
Judges,  they  are  given  larger  salaries 
than  they  were  able  to  earn  as  private 
lawyers.  Consequently,  a  direct  induce- 
ment is  held  out  to  the  Bar  in  Ireland 
to  use  their  profession  for  the  Political 
service  of  some  Government  or  the 
other,  for  the  purpose  thereby  of  ob- 
taining a  seat  on  the  Bench ;  and  the 
conduct  of  the  Judges  in  trying  poli- 
tical cases,  or  cases  of  an  agrarian  cha- 
racter, has  been  such  as  to  persuade 
the  Irish  people  that  they  are  not  fit 
to  be  entrusted  with  the  trial  of  such 
cases.  I  say  there  are  noble  ex- 
ceptions. For  instance,  Mr.  Justice 
Harrison.  He  is  a  fair  Judc^e.  He 
tried  grave  cases  the  other  day,  and 
he  obtained  convictions.  He  tried  mur- 
der cases  and  other  important  cases,  and 
nobody  found  fault  with  his  conduct  on 
these  trials.  Contrast  the  attitude  of 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  or  Mr.  Justice 
O'Brien,  both  of  them  political  Judges, 
or  the  late  Judge  ^eogh  or  Chief 
Justice  May,  who  had  to  retire  from  the 
Bench  during  the  State  Trials  of  1879, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  he  had  disgrace- 
fully prejudged  the  case,  and  who,  I 
see,  is  to  be  entrusted  with  the  trial  of 
murder  cases  to  be  shortly  proceeded 
with  in  Ireland.  Contrast,  I  say,  the 
conduct  of  those  Judges  with  the  con- 
duct of  Sir  James  Stephen,  who  tried 
Walsh,  who  was  tried  for  supplying 
arms  to  persons  in  Ireland,  and  was 
convicted  of  treason.  Contrast  the 
way  in  which  Judge  Harrison  and  Sir 
James  Stephen  summed  up,  with  the 
way  in  which  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  and 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  were  in  the  habit  of 
summing  up.  I  can  tell  the  House  that 
these  things  make  a  deep  impression  on 
the  Irish  people.  They  have  an  earnest 
longing  for  fair  play — they  desire  no- 
thing but  fair  play ;  but  when  they  see 
juries  packed  in  the  way  described,  and 
Judges  jumping  about  on  the  Bench 
and  delivering  their  judgments,  making 
themselves  practically  Crown  prosecutors 
— when  they  see  these  things  done  while 
prisoners  are  on  trial  for  their  lives, 
then,  I  say,  the  inevitable  result  is  to 
destroy  all  sympathy  of  the  people  for 
law  and  order,  and  make  the  people  en- 
deavour to  shield  criminals.  It  can  have 
no  other  effect.    The  worst  traditions  of 
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English  rule  in  Ireland  are  associated 
with  this  question  of  jury  packing  and  of 
the  conduct  of  Judges,  and  I  regret  to  say 
that   during  the  administration  of  this 
Crimes  Act  there  have  heen  more  scan- 
dals within  that  short  space  of  time  than 
have  ever  occurred  in  the  same  time  be- 
fore.    Sir,  I  have  said  that  the  juries  in 
all  these  murder  cases  have  been  chiefly 
composed  of  Protestants.     I  have  here  a 
table  showing  the  constitutions  of  the 
juries  who  tried  a  number  of  murder  and 
other  cases  in  Dublin  recently.  It  repre- 
sents seven  of  the  principal  trials  which 
have  taken  place  under  the  Crimes  Act — 
namely,  two  trials  for  arson,  four  trials 
arising  out  of  the  Lough  Mask  murders, 
and  the  trial  of  Patrick  Delaney  for  the 
attempt  on  the  life  of  Judge  Lawson. 
The  number  of  jurors  who  took  part  in 
those  seven  trials,  out  of  a  panel  of  200, 
was  5H — that  is  to  say,  that  the  Crown, 
not  content  with  the  enormous  power 
they  possess  of  selecting  entirely  Pro- 
testant juries,  and  juries  from  a  par- 
ticular class,  have  made  a  further  selec- 
tion from  amongst  that  class,  and  they 
selected  56  out  of  200  to  try  all  these 
seven  cases.  Out  of  those  56, 47  were  Pro- 
testants, and  nine  were  Catholics.    Now, 
the  proportion  of  Catholics  to  Protestants 
on  that  jury  panel  of  200  is  just  the 
other  way.     The  just  proportion  on  this 
particular  panel  is  represented  by  four 
and  a-half  Catholics  to  one  Protestant. 
The  proportion  of  four  and  a-half  to  one 
would  have  represented  45  Catholics  to 
10  Protestants,  instead  of  47  Protestants 
to  9  Catholics.   In  fact,  the  proper  order 
of  things   was  reversed.     In  one  trial 
the  Crown  Solicitor  ordered  13  Catholics 
in  succession  to  stand  aside,  and  even- 
tually there  were  on  the  jury  3  Catho- 
lics and  9  Protestants.     The  jury  dis- 
agreed; and,  on  the  second  trial,  the 
jury  which  convicted  the  prisoner  con- 
sisted of  11  Protestants  and   1   Catho- 
lic, the  one  Catholic  being  J^mes  Talbot 
Power,  distiller.  For  the  trial  of  Patrick 
Higgins  106  jurors  answered.     Twenty 
Protestants  were  challenged  for  the  pri- 
soner, and  26  Catholics  were  ordered  to 
stand  aside  by  the  Crown.     The  iury 
disagreed;  and  the  second  jury  which 
tried  Higgins  consisted  of  1 1  Protestants 
and   1    Whig  Catholic,  the  same  Mr. 
James    Talbot   Power    whose    services 
were  called  into  requisition  on  the  second 
trial.     Thomas  (Tom)  Higgins  was  con- 
victed by  a  jury  consisting  of  10  Pro- 
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testants  and  2  Catholics.  Michael  Fiynn 
was  tried  by  1 0  Protestants  and  2  Ca- 
tholics, the  Crown   having  ordered  to 
stand  aside  53  jurors,  of  whom  41  were 
Catholics.     Patrick  Delaney,  for  the  at- 
tempt on  Judge  Lawson,  was  convicted 
by  1 1  Protestants  and  1  Catholic.   Now, 
Sir,  when  O'Connell  was  tried,  the  Crown 
empannelled  a  jury  consisting   exclu- 
sively of  Protestants.     A  great  commo- 
tion was  excited  by  this,  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  was  held  up  to  execration 
for  the  course  which  it  took.     But  the 
proceedings  against  O'Connell  did  not 
involve  his  life ;  at  the  outside  they  only 
involved  a  sentence  of  two  years'  impri- 
sonment as  a  flrst-class  misdemeanant. 
But  nothing  could  exceed  the  severity 
of  the  strictures  which  were  passed  by 
Liberal  and  Kadical  public  opinion  in 
England  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Crown 
in  empannelling  an  exclusively  Protestant 
jury  in  his  case;  and  the  proceedings 
were  subsequently  set  aside  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  on  the  ground  that  the  High 
Sheriff,    in    packing  the    jury  in  this 
fashion,  had  been  guilty  of  illegal  con- 
duct.    By  the  Crimes  Act  it  is  i^o  longer 
necessary  for  the  Sheriff  to  pack  the  jury; 
the  Crown  do  it  themselves.     They  are, 
however,  obliged  to  do  it  now  in  an  open 
manner,  so  that  it  can  be  seen  by  every- 
body.    They  select  their  juries  in  open 
Court,  and  certainly  they  have  selected 
their   juries    in    the    most  unblushing 
fashion    in    the   recent   trials.    But  if 
O'Connell  was  entitled  to  commiseration 
for  having  to  go  before  an  exclusively 
Protestant  jury,  so,  I  say,  men  on  trial 
for  their  lives  are  entiUed  to  greater 
commiseration   for    having    to  go  be- 
fore  exclusively  Protestant  juries.     I 
think  it  would  have  been  far  better, 
and  would  have  given  rise  to  far  leas 
criticism  and  distrust  in  Ireland,  if  you 
had,  instead  of  resorting  to  the  old  sys- 
tem of  jury  packing,  or  jury  selection, 
as  I  suppose  the  Government  will  call 
it — if  3'ou  had  constituted  your  tribunal 
of  Judges  at  once,  and  have  brought  be- 
fore it  the  persons  whom  you  desire  to 
try  under    this    exceptional  system  of 
justice,  or  what  you  call  justice.    The 
farce,  for  it  is   a  farce,  of  saying  that 
you    desire   to   preserve   the  right  of 
trial  by  jury  does  not  deceive  anybody 
There   is    no    such    thing    in   Ireland 
now  as  trial  by  jury.    You  have  triaU 
by  tribunals  of  partizans,  just  as  much 
partizans  as  the  juries  alluded  to  by  the 


^69  MaJMiy'%  Mo$t 


(FEBBUABY26,  1883} 


Gracious  Speech.        fe70 


ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  because 
they  are,  every  one  of  them,  smarting 
under  a  sense  of  injury  sustained  during 
the   land    movement.     They  feel   that 
their   incomes  have  been   reduced,   as 
undoubtedly  they  have  been  reduced, 
by  the   land  agitation.      It  is  impos- 
sible  for    these  tribunals  to  give  any 
prisoner    a    fair    trial;    and  I  believe 
that  public  opinion  in  Ireland  is  practi- 
cally unanimous  in  saying  that  it  would 
have   been   far  better,  far  more  honest 
and  straig^htforward,  if,  instead  of  pre- 
tending' that  you  are  attempting  to  pre- 
serve the  sacred  right  of  trial  by  jury, 
you   had   gone    straight  to  work   and 
established  your  Commission  of  Judges, 
as  provided  by  the   1st  section  of  the 
Crimes  Act.     I  think,   Sir,   in   what  I 
have   said,   I  have  made  out  my  case 
that  this  Act  has  been  administered  in 
such  a  way  as  to  cause  profound  irrita- 
tion and  distrust  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  particle 
of  right  of  a  political  character  left  to 
any  individual  in  the  country.     Every- 
thing is  at  the  mercy  of  Lord  Spencer, 
who  is  just  as  much  an  autocrat  in  Ire- 
land as  the  Czar  of  Bussia  is  in  his  own 
Imperial  Dominions.     I  can  see  no  dis- 
tinction whatever  between  the  picture 
presented  by  Lord  Spencer,   riding  at 
the  head  of  his  dragoons  through  the 
streets  of  Dublin,  and  that  presented «by 
the  Czar,  when  he  goes  about  accom- 
panied by  his  military  escort.    The  only 
difference  is  that  it  may  be  that  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia  has  a  very  much 
larger  proportion — perhaps  a  majority 
—of  the  people  of  the  country  in  his 
favour.   Certainly,  the  administration  of 
the  Irish  Government  in  Ireland  at  pre- 
sent is  universally  detested  by  every- 
body.    It  is  driving  many  who  formerly 
deprecated  crime  to  feel  that  they,  at 
least,  will  not  sympathize  with  the  at- 
tempts of  the  Government  in  future  to 
bring  criminals  to  trial.     I  defy  you  to 
continue  the  government  of  Ireland  un- 
less you  do  obtain  the  sympathy  of  the 
majority  of  the  people.     I  know  well 
that  there  was  a  desire  amongst  all  sec- 
tions last  summer,  before  this  Crimes 
Act  came  into  force,  to  discourage  out- 
rage and  resistance  to  the  law,  and  to 
conduct  whatever  further  agitation  for 
other  reforms  might  be    necessary  in 
Ireland  upon  strictly  Constitutional  and 
i&oderate  lines.    I  believe  that  this  feel- 


ing had  permeated  amongst  every  class 
of  the  community,  even  the  lowest.  [A 
right  hon.  Membbb  :  Except  the  Assas- 
sination Society.]  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  the  Assassination  Society 
excepted ;  but  it  will  be  noticed  that  the 
Assassination  Society — if  there  be  an 
Assassination  Society — and  upon  that 
subject  we  are  not  entitled  to  give 
any  opinion  until  the  result  of  the  judi- 
cial proceedings  in  Dublin  has  been 
ascertained — it  will  be  observed  that  no 
further  attempted  outrage  was  made  in 
Dublin  by  these  men  during  all  the 
months  between  May  and,  I  think  it 
was,  November  or  December,  when  the 
attempt  on  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  took 
place.  During  those  six  months  there 
was  not  the  slightest  sign  of  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  designates  as  an 
Assassination  Society ;  and  it  was  not 
until  the  extraordinary  conduct  of  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson  in  imprisoning  my  hon. 
Friend  the  High  Sheriff  of  the  City  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gray),  and  the  extraordi- 
nary way  in  which  he  conducted  the 
trials  in  Dublin  for  murder — it  was  not 
until  then  that  there  was  an  unhappy 
and  lamentable  recurrence  of  the  at- 
tempts which  have  been  alluded  to  as 
having  been  made  by  the  so-called  As- 
sassination Society.  I  believe.  Sir,  that, 
as  I  have  before  remarked,  all  classes  in 
the  country  were,  at  the  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  desirous  of  restoring  peace 
and  order  in  Ireland,  and  that  it  would 
have  been  possible  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  for  Lord  Spencer  to  have 
governed  without  a  Coercion  Act.  I  feel 
convinced,  however,  that  by  the  passing 
of  the  Crimes  Act,  by  the  way  in  which 
the  Irish  Government  has  administered 
it,  conciliation  has  been  postponed  for 
many  a  long  day  and  year.  You 
may,  perhaps,  keep  the  country  quiet ; 
but  anybody  can  govern  during  a  state 
of  siege ;  and  the  problem  will  again 
come  up — **  What  are  we  to  do  to  re- 
concile Ireland  to  England  ?  What  are 
we  to  do  enable  the  ordinary  process  of 
the  law  to  be  effected  without  resist- 
ance? What  are  we  to  do  to  restore 
peace — permanent  peace  and  order  in 
that  country  ?  "  You  will  have  to  con- 
sider this  question  between  now  and  the 
expiration  of  the  time  to  which  the  pre- 
sent Coercion  or  Crimes  Act  is  limited. 
You  will  have  to  find  some  answer  to 
the  question.  Is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man prepared  to  find  an  answer  ?    Has 
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he  anj  recommendation  to  make  to  the 
Oovernment  as  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
that  question,  but  this  —  that,  by  a 
firm  administration  of  the  law,  and  by 
prompt  punishment  of  evil-doers  who 
ofifend  against  the  law,  and  of  a  great 
many  people  who  have  not  offended,  it 
will  be  possible  to  work  out  the  pro- 
blem of  the  government  of  Ireland  ? 
But  such  proceedings  are  simply  a  re- 
petition of  those  which  abound  in  the 
history  of  your  connection  with  Ireland 
during  the  700  years  in  which  your 
rule  has  existed,  and  you  admit  your- 
selves that  you  are  not  any  nearer  the 
end  than  you  were  at  the  beginning. 
Why,  then,  do  you  insist  upon  persever- 
ing in  a  course  which  has  been  amply  dis- 
credited by  the  result  ?  We  are  told  we 
are  to  have  no  more  remedial  legislation 
for  Ireland  because  of  the  alleged  disco- 
very of  an  Assassination  Society  in  Dub- 
lin— that  is  practically  the  effect  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  present 
Leader  of  the  Government  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington) ;  that  is  practically  tlie 
effect  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  it  is  not,  however,  the 
practical  effect  of  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  It 
is  not  the  effect  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Glad- 
stone), but  it  is  the  effect  of  what  has 
been  said  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  who  may  be  assumed 
to  be  speaking  the  sentiments  of  Lord 
Spencer.  If  I  were  asked  to  say  why 
it  is  that  Ireland  is  to  obtain  no  more 
remedial  legislation  at  present,  I  should 
say  it  was  not  because  the  Government 
thought  that  they  were  contending  with 
any  grave  crime  in  Ireland  at  present, 
because  I  do  not  believe  they  are  con- 
tending with  any  grave  crime ;  but  it  is 
because  they  believe  that  they  have  suc- 
ceeded in  putting  down  crime  and  agita- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  that,  having  suc- 
ceeded in  putting  down  crime  and  agita- 
tion in  Ireland,  it  is  no  longer  necessary 
for  England  to  pay  any  attention  to  the 
Constitutional  wants  of  Ireland.  This  is 
the  lesson  you  have  taught  Ireland,  by 
the  history  of  century  after  century  and 
generation  after  generation — that  when- 
ever we  are  orderly,  whenever  we  obey 
the  law,  whenever  a  strong  Coersion  Act 
compels  that  appearance  only  of  respect 
and  obedience  to  the  law  which  the 
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people  do  not  feel,  we  receive  no  attention 
to  our  wants  and  necessities;  but  th&t 
when  a    great   agitation  arises  whicb 
shakes    the    foundations    of     society, 
threatens  revolution   or  civil  war,    wo 
may  expect  that  the  undivided  attention 
of  the  House  of  Commons  may  be  given, 
to  the   affairs  of  Ireland.     Well,    Sir, 
Ireland  is  quiet  now.     It  will  be  many 
a  long  day  before  she  is  quieter.   If  you. 
are  going  to  wait  until  you  have  mora 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland  than  at  pre- 
sent, I  fear  the  youngest  amongst   us 
will  not  see  the  resumption  of  remedial 
legislation  for  Ireland.     I  would  urge 
this   House — while  there  is  yet  time, 
while  they  are  able  to  say  that  Ireland  is 
orderly  —  even    though  the  efforts   by 
which  that  order  has  been  produced  are 
infamous — I  would  urge  them  to  show 
that  they  still   do  think  of  justice  for 
Ireland — that  the  requirements  of  that 
country  are  still  in  their  minds.  Nobody 
can  pretend,  for  instance,  that  there  is 
any  question.  Imperial  or  English,  more 
worthy  the   attention  of  the  House  at 
this  moment  than   the   Irish  Question. 
No  one  can  say,  for  a  moment,  that  the 
defects  of  the  Land  Act — large  and  far- 
reaching  as  we  hold  them  to  be — small 
and  trifling  as  you  hold  them  to  be — 
are  not  worthy  of  the  attention  of  this 
House.     Let  us  not  lose  the  ship  for  the 
want  of  a  half- penny  worth  of  tar.     Per- 
haps, for  want  of    amendment   to    the 
Land  Act,  you  may  lose  the  opportunity 
of  permanently  settling  the  Irish  Land 
Question.     I  should  regret  extremely  if 
that  should  be  the  case.     I  believe  it 
would  be  possible  for  this  House,  if  they 
allowed  their  minds  to  be  drawn  away 
from   the  contemplation — the  exclusive 
contemplation — of  whatever  is.  evil  in 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  and  to  take  up  once  more 
the  question  of  Irish  reform,  to  work 
out  a  permanent  settlement  of  the  Land 
Question.     I  believe  this  House,  if  it 
did  this,  would  feel,  in  the  satisfaction 
which   would  come    to   its  conscience, 
an  infinite  reward  for  any  trouble  and 
any  loss  of  time  which  might   be  en- 
tailed.     But  I  do  not,  I  cannot,  hold 
out  any  hope  that  it  would  be  rewarded 
by  any  quenching  of  the  spirit  of  Irish 
nationality.     But  I  believe  that  a  way 
might  be  found  of  settling  this  question 
which  would  be  an  advantage  to  both 
countries,  and  which  would  bring  about 
a  restoration  of  good  feeling  between 
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both  countries — a  waj  which  would  not 
injure  your  Empire,  or  the  integrity  of 
that  Empire,  in  the  slightest  degree.     I 
trust  that  the  House  may  pause  before 
it  blindly  belieyes  the  reports  which  are 
brought  from  Ireland  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     It  is 
natural  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who,  I  suppose,  imagines  that  he  had 
been  in  daily  and  hourly  danger  of  his 
life  for  some  months  past^  should  find  him- 
self unable  to  take  a  j  ust  view  of  the  situa- 
tion.    I  believe  that  his  impressions  and 
his  attitude  are  not  of  a  vindictive  cha- 
racter ;  that  he  went  over  to  Ireland  de- 
sirous of  doing  his  duty,  but  that  the 
situation  has  proved  too  much  for  him, 
and    thaty   like  other    well-intentioned 
English  officieds,  he  has  had  his  mind 
perverted  by  the  associates  and  officials 
by  whom  he  has  been  surrounded.    I 
feel  sure  that  if  we  cotdd  get  through 
this  time  of  prejudice,  of  difficulty,  of 
danger,  the  House  would  see  that  it  is 
for  the  interest  of  England,  as  well  as  of 
Ireland,  that  the  course  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  in- 
augurated two  years  ago,  of  remedying 
the  grievances  of  Ireland,   should  be 
continued  and  persevered  with  to  the 
end.    I  should  have  wished  that  we 
had  heard  from  some  English  Member 
of  Radical  proclivities  some  sentiments 
like  those  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.     I  believe  him  to  be  one  of 
the  few  Englishmen  in  this  House  who 
correctly  appreciate  the  Irish  Question  ; 
and  I  think  it  is  a  great  pity  that  his  ad- 
vice and  his  opinion  are  not  more  sought 
for  than  they  apparently  are.     Nobody 
can  deny  that  the  situation  and  position 
of  Ireland  in  the  English  Constitutional 
system  is  one  of  the  greatest  importance, 
and  that  it  will  be  impossible  for  the 
great  Liberal  Party  to  continue  its  course 
of  usefulness  to  England,  the  Empire, 
and,  I  trust,  to  the  world  at  large,  without 
the  support  and  the  assistance — the  cor- 
dial assistance— of  Ireland.    You  never 
can  have  that  assistance  so  long  as  you 
tran\ple  upon  and  oppress  her  people. 
I  am  not  now  speaking  of  the  Irish  vote 
m  the  English  constituencies.     I  do  not 
^ish  to  suppose  that  any  Member  of 
th\a  House  would  be  influenced  by  con- 
siderations such  as  those  to  undertake 
*iiy  course  which  he  considered  wrong 
and  contrary  to  his  duty.    But  it  is  a 
'act  that  Ireland  occupies  to-day  a  more 


important  position  in  your  Constitution al 
system— a  position  fraught  with  greater 
danger  to  yourselves,  unless  you  satisfy 
her,  than  she  has  ever  occupied  before. 
You  may  talk  about  the  fewness  of  her 
numbers,  about  the  loyalty  of  Ulster, 
but  I  tell  you  that  the  people  of  Ulster 
are  no  more  loyal  than  the  people  of 
Munster.  You  may  say  that  we  are 
only  5,000,000  in  number,  but  we  have 
many  millions  of  our  countrymen  scat- 
tered over  the  world,  who  sympathize 
with  Ireland,  who  are  as  willing  to  make 
as  great  a  sacrifice  as  any  of  those  at 
home,  and  who  have  ability  and  means 
superior  to  those  in  Ireland  itself.  We 
have  a  greater  Ireland  beyond  the  seas  ; 
and  I  say  this  without  any  desire  to  dis- 
parage our  people  at  home ;  but  there  is 
no  doubt  that  in  the  sympathy,  and 
attention,  and  interest  which  are  now 
being  paid  by  the  Irish  millions  of 
America  to  the  progress  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  we  have  a  certain  guarantee  of 
ultimate  success.  That  force  was  never 
enlisted  in  favour  of  Ireland  before.  It 
rested  with  the  Land  League  movement 
of  1879  to  obtain  for  us  the  cultivated 
and  trained  ability  of  the  Irish  citizens 
of  the  West.  We  have  that  force  now , 
and  I  believe  it  will  be  utilized  in  such 
a  way,  constitutionally  and  moderately 
in  favour  of  Ireland,  as  will  be  of  enor- 
mous advantage  to  our  country;  and, 
therefore,  I  would  entreat  this  House 
not  to  put  this  problem  lightly  on  one 
side.  It  is  the  very  greatest  and  gravest 
problem  that  they  can  be  called  upon  to 
solve.  Do  not  despair  of  attempts  to 
satisfy  the  Irish  people  if  you  desire  to 
do  justice  to  them,  and  I  believe  no  time 
would  be  better  spent  than  in  amending 
the  Land  Act,  because  I  am  satisfied 
that  if  you  renew  your  course  of  remedial 
legislation  good  and  happy  results  will 
ensue.  If  you  think  we  are  not  to  be 
trusted  with  the  terrible  powers  of  local 
self-government,  which  are  so  appalling 
to  the  mind  of  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Leader  of  the  House  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  there  are  many  other 
local  questions  you  might  take  up; 
but  so  long  as  this  House  asserts  its 
right  to  legislate  for  Ireland,  you  are 
bound  to  legislate  on  those  points  which 
require  your  attention.  You  may  say 
that  English  affairs  require  attention — I 
admit  that ;  but  they  are  not  of  so  grave 
and  pressing  importance  as  are  the 
wants  of  Ireland  at  the  present  moment. 

lEi^hth  Night.'] 


875 


AddreM  in 


(COMMONS) 


Afuwer  io  Her 


876 


I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  insert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph, 
after  the  word  "Executive,"  the  wonis: — 
'*  And  humhly  to  assure  Her  l^Iajesty  that  the 
manner  in  which  the  exceptional  legislation 
known  as  the  Crimes  Act  has  heen  and  is  exer- 
cised by  the  officials  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  is 
tyrannical  and  unjust.  That  gross  licence  of 
oppression  is  granted  to  persons  and  classes 
bitterly  hostile  to  the  mass  of  the  Irish  people. 
That  Constitutional  agitation  is  despotically 
impeded  and  persecuted.  That  justice  is  ad- 
ministered in  a  most  partial  and  prejudiced 
spirit,  and  that  the  confidence  of  the  people 
in  the  application  of  the  Law  is  destroyed  by 
a  system  of  jury  packing  which  has  sdready, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  vast  majority  of  the 
Irish  people,  led  to  many  iniquitous  sentences 
and  the  execution  of  innocent  persons,  while  it 
is  practically  impossible  to  obtain  justice  or  pro- 
tection for  the  masses  of  the  people  from  the 
present  administrators  of  the  Law.  And  that, 
unless  the  Irish  Executive  abandon  unconstitu- 
tional and  tyrannical  courses,  and  depend  upon 
the  Constitutional  administration  of  the  ordinary 
Law,  the  result  may  be  prejudicial  in  an  ex- 
treme degree  to  the  cause  of  peace  and  order 
in  Ireland." — {Mr,  Pam$ll. ) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  he  was 
not  surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  should  have  concluded 
his  obsenrations  without  referring  to  the 
terms  of  the  Amendment.  In  the  course 
of  his  speech  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
an  attack  on  the  principle  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  he  had  advanced  a  number  of 
instances  of  hardship  arising  out  of  its 
administration,  as  to  which  he  had  fur- 
nished the  House  with  no  evidence  what- 
ever. He  would,  at  the  outset,  refer  the 
House  to  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  brought 
before  the  House ;  and  with  reference  to 
the  charge  which  was  embodied  in  that 
Amendment,  he  would  ask  the  House 
whether  the  hon.  Member  had  been  jus- 
tified in  putting  such  a  charge,  without 
strong  proof,  before  the  House  and  the 
country.     The  Amendment  said — 

'*  That  justice  is  administered  in  a  most  partial 
and  prejudiced  spirit,  and  the  confidence  of  the 
people  in  the  application  of  the  Law  is  destroyed 
by  a  system  of  jury  packing,  which  has  already 
led  to  many  iniquitous  sentences  and  the  execu- 
tion of  innocent  persons,  while  it  is  practically 
impossible  to  obtain  justice  or  protection  for  the 
masses  of  the  people  from  the  present  adminis* 
trators  of  the  Law." 

Now,  that  was  a  very  grave  charge — a 
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charge  that  there  had  been  iniquitous  sen- 
tences, many  innocent  persons  executed, 
and  that  it  was  impossible  for  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  country  to 
obtain  protection  from  the  administrators 
of  the  law.     In  reference  to  these  mat- 
ters, they  were  charges  of  a  very  grave 
character,  which,  unless  supported  by 
the  very  strongest  evidence,  ought  not 
to  have  been  preferred.     But  the  hon. 
Member  had  concluded   without  even 
expressing    as    much    as    an     opinion 
on  the  subject,  much  less  had  he  re- 
ferred to  one  single  case  upon  which 
ho  could  adduce  any  evidence.     He  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  did  not 
propose  to  debate   the    policy    of  the 
Crimes  Act,  because  that  had  been  dis- 
cussed fully  during  last   Session.     It 
was  quite  true  that  that  Act  contained 
stringent  clauses,  which  were  as  many 
and  as  stringent  as  any  that  had  ever 
passed  the  Legislature  in  reference  to 
Ireland.     In  reference  to  that  Statute, 
however,  it  had  been  forced  upon  the 
country  and  the  House  by  the  obvioai 
and  admitted  necessity  of  the  case,  for 
they  had  come  to  a  state  of  things  in 
which  crime  experienced  an  almost  com- 
plete immunity.     As  regarded  its  pro* 
visions,  he  did  not  now  propose  to  discuss 
them.     It  had  not,   for  instance,  been 
necessary  to  use  that  tribunal  of  Judges 
which  there  was  power  in  the  Act  to 
substitute  for  the  jury.     That  power  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  necessaiy  to  use. 
The  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the 
portion  of  the  Act  which  re-enacted  the 
Alien  Act.    Although  that  provision  had 
never  been  used,  and  could  not,  there- 
fore, have  been  a  very  powerful  agent  of 
tyranny  on  the  part  of  the  Executive,  ho 
did  not  think  it  had  been  an  unnecessary 
provision,  and  had  undoubtedly  reheved 
the  country  of  many  persons  who  would 
have  been  dangerous  to  it.     The  hon. 
Member  had  referred  at  considerable 
length  to  a  number  of  instances,  which 
he  was  apparently  reading  from  sonie 
document.      He  was  not  complaining 
of  that,  for  it  was  physically  impos- 
sible for  an  hon.  Member  to  carry  in  his 
head  the  names,  dates,  and  places  re- 
ferred to ;   but  the  hon.  Member  had 
given  about  a  score  of  instances  of  cases 
in  which  the  provision  of  the  1  Ith  sec- 
tion of   the  Act    had    been  put  inte 
requisition  and  persons  brought  before 
the    magistrates.      He    (the   Artorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland)  was  not  in  »  P°^* 
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tion,  having^  never  Leard  of  these  illus- 
trations, to  discuss  each  particular  case ; 
but    he    could    only  say  that   the  hon. 
Member  had  not  adduced  a  single  fact 
of  positive    hardship  or  injustice.     He 
would  admit  that  there  might  have  been 
mistakes   committed  by  policemen   en- 
trusted with  the  Administration  of  that 
section  of  the  Act ;  but  it  did  not  follow 
that  mistakes  had  generally  been  made 
by  the  police,  which  was  a  force  consist- 
ing of  men  of  whom  the  marvellously 
great    majority  were  persons  of  very 
great    intelligence  and  humanity.      It 
had  been  the  custom  in  many  quarters 
to  sneer  at  the  want  of  detective  power 
among   the    Irish    police  ;    but  in   the 
matter  of  the  better  detection  of  crime 
the  police  displayed  a  more  than  ordi- 
nary   intelligence,    which    would    add 
credit  to  any  detective  force  in  the  world. 
With,  regard  to  the  exercise  of  the  dis- 
cretionary    power    entrusted    to    them 
under  that  Aot,  they  had  necessarily,  in 
cases  of  suspicion,  acted  upon  their  own 
discretion.     In  cases  where  persons  re- 
fused any  name  or  explanation  it  could 
not  be  wondered  at  that  the  policemen 
regarded   the  circumstances  as   suspi- 
cious, and   brought  those  persons  be- 
fore the  magistrates.     Another  class  of 
complaint  which  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  with  reference 
to  cases  of  intimidation  by  newspapers, 
and  particularly  that  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Kelly,  an  editor,  who  had  been  sent  for 
trial  by  a  magistrate  before  a  Judge  of 
Assize.     After  all  the  time  which  had 
elapsed  that  case  had  been  brought  for- 
ward as  a  charge  against  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Crimes  Act.    If  it  had  been 
a  charge  under  the  Crimes  Act  it  could 
not  have  been  sent  before  a  Judge  of 
Assize  at  all.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
prosecution  had  been  under  the  ordinary 
law,  and    after    Mr.    Kelly  had  been 
returned  for  trial  by  a  magistrate  the 
prosecution  dropped   and    an    apology 
tendered  by  Mr.  Kelly  was  accepted. 
What  had  been  the  reason  of  making 
that  charge  as  one  of  hardship  against 
the  Irish   Executive?    It  had  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  Crimes 
Act,  and  in  the  case  of  United  Ireland  he 
had  to  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  that 
case  was  not  under  the  Crimes  Act  at  all. 
Ub.  PARNELL:    You    seized    the 
paper  under  the  Crimes  Act. 

Thb  attorney    general  for 
Q(EliAND  (Mr,  Pokteb)  said,  he  had 


understood  the  hon.  Member  to  refer  to 
the  prosecution  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  editor 
of  United  Ireland^  as  under  the  Crimes 
Act.  That  prosecution  had  not  been 
taken  under  the  Crimes  Act,  and  the 
seizure  of  the  paper  had  taken  place 
long  before  the  Crimes  Act  was  passed. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  The  jury  in  that 
case  were  selected,  and  the  panel  struck, 
under  the  Crimes  Act. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  the  jury 
had  been  a  special  jury ;  but,  except 
in  that  particular,  the  case  had  not 
been  tried  under  the  Crimes  Act.  With 
regard  to  the  case  of  the  Mayor  of 
Wexford,  that  had  certainly  been  taken 
under  the  Crimes  Act ;  but  the  Mayor 
of  Wexford  was  not  different  in  the 
eye  of  the  law  from  any  other  indi- 
vidual. It  was  said  that  he  suffered 
hardship  because,  though  there  was 
undoubtedly  intimidation,  it  was  not  his 
own,  but  the  work  of  the  Ladies'  Land 
League.  But  he  himself  was,  in  the 
eye  of  the  law,  responsible  for  it.  The 
next  case  referred  to  was  that  of  the 
three  reporters,  and  there  were  circum- 
stances in  connection  with  this  matter 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  possibly  bring  before 
the  House  in  the  course  of  the  debate. 
The  hon.  Member  mentioned  two  other 
cases — meetings  which  were  held  in  Ros- 
common and  Bligo.  As  regarded  those 
meetings  which  were  to  have  been  ad- 
dressed by  two  hon.  Members  of  the 
House,  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  had  been  astonished  at  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chief  Secretary,  that  if  it 
had  been  known  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was  going  to 
address  his  constituents  a  point  would 
have  been  strained  and  the  meeting  not 
stopped.  He  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland)  thought  the  case  was  easily 
understood.  In  the  first  place,  the 
presence  of  hon.  Members  would  be 
some  guarantee  that  the  proceedings 
would  be  conducted  in  an  orderly 
manner ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  there 
was  naturally  a  disinclination  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive  to  interfere  with 
the  intercourse  of  Members  of  that 
House  with  their  constituents.  But  in 
the  cases  in  question  the  Government 
had  not  been  able  to  act  in  accordance 
with  that  view.  These  were  the  illus- 
trations which  had  been  given  as  tyran- 
nous conduct  of  the  Irish  Executive.    He 
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would,  however,  oonfidentlj  appeal  to 
the  House  whether  the  oases  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  were  the 
slightest  justification  for  the  most  atro- 
cious charge  he  had  made.  He  could 
characterize  the  charge  as  nothing  less 
than  atrocious,  brought  as  it  was 
against  men  who  tried  to  do  their 
duty  honestly  and  fearlessly,  in  times 
of  great  difficulty,  and  under  much 
responsibility  and  some  danger.  The 
illustrations  amounted  to  nothing  more 
than  a  "grumble''  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  against  the  policy  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  would  now  pass 
to  that  which  the  hon.  Member  made 
the  real  gravamen  of  his  charge — the 
accusation  of  packing  special  juries.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Member 
had  a  clear  conception  of  what  jury- 
packing  meant,  for  he  certainly  did  not 
give  the  House  a  clear  explanation. 
What  he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land) understood  by  it  was,  putting  upon 
a  jury  persons  who  were  improper  to 
try  a  case  ;  and  he  could  not  think  that 
the  mere  fact  that  a  particular  person 
who  might  have  tried  a  case  with  per- 
fect fairness  was  not  on  the  jury  would 
amount  to  the  charge  of  jury-packing, 
nor  was  there  jury-packing  in  placing 
on  any  particular  case  men  who  would 
be  fair  and  impartial.  There  was  no 
portion  of  the  Crimes  Act  which  he  re- 
garded as  of  more  importance  than  that 
which  referred  to  special  juries,  and  he 
believed  it  could  be  advantageously  in- 
troduced into  the  jurisprudence  of  this 
country  as  well  as  Ireland.  The  provision, 
however,  was  a  positive  enactment  of  the 
Crimes  Act  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
juries  who  were  not  only  superior  in  in- 
telligence, but  in  independence,  and  free 
from  intimidation.  They  had  seen  how 
the  law  broke  down  in  many  counties  from 
the  intimidation  which  was  practised 
upon  men  of  humble  station  and  limited 
means ;  and  with  a  view  to  provide  men 
who  were  intelligent,  independent,  and 
fearless,  and  who  would  return  impartial 
verdicts,  the  House  passed  an  Act  im- 
posing a  further  property  qualification 
upon  jurors.  He  desired  this  to  be  borne 
in  mind — that  no  change  was  really  in- 
troduced by  the  Crimes  Act  in  reference 
to  the  selection  of  juries,  to  their  being 
sworn  and  empannelled.  It  simply  sub- 
stituted a  higher  rating  qualification; 
and  in  this  respect,  therefore,  there 
had  been  no  change  in  the  law.     The 
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powers  given  to  Crown  Bolicitora  under 
this  Act  to  direct  persons  attending  to 
serve  on  a  jury  to   stand  by  were  a£ 
great  value,  especially  when  intimida* 
tion  was  to  be  feared.   But  these  powers 
were  merely  those  under  which  they  had 
acted  from  time  immemorial,  and   no 
alteration  whatever  had  been  made  by 
the  Crimes  Act.    It  was  not  regarded  aa 
a  slur  when  a  juryman  was  ordered  to 
''stand  by,"  as  the  hon.  Member  had 
stated.   He  could  refer  to  cases  in  which. 
jurors  themselves  had  asked  to  be  so 
ordered,  so  that  they  might  be  relieved 
of  the  difficult  and  peculiar  position  in 
which  they  were  placed.     With  respect 
to  a  case  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  which  a  person  who  had  served  upon 
a  special  iury  had  told  him  that  he  was 
threatenea  with  *'  Boycotting "  by  his 
fellow  jurors  if  he  returned  a  verdict  ac- 
cording to  his  conscience,  he  could  hardlj 
believe  that  any  special  juror  would  have 
been  guilty  of  returning  a  verdict  against 
his  conscience  becauseof  any  such  threat; 
but  if  this  case  struck  the  hon.  Member 
as  being  an  illustration  worthy  of  beings 
brought  before  the  House,  he  would  aak 
him  what  he  thought  of  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  jurors  of  lower  social  posi- 
tion and  less  independence — men  who 
were  much  more  open  to  be  thus  acted  upon 
— had  been  practised  upon.   And  it  was  a 
notorious  fact  that  this  class  of  men  were 
intimidated,  until  it  became  necessary 
for  the  Government  to  take  care  that 
only  persons  who  were  superior  to  such 
intimidation  should  be  called  on  to  serve. 
He  might  refer  to  the  murder  of  Mr. 
Herbert  and  the  attempted  murder  of 
Mr.  Field  to  show  the  dangers  incurred  by 
serving  in  the  jury-box.  TheGovemment 
were  bound  to  take  care  that  persons  who 
were  called  on  to  serve  in  the  trial  of 
cases  were  protected  from  outrage   at 
the  same  time  that  they  were  fearless 
and  independent.     The  charge  of  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  juries  were  inten- 
tionally filled  with   Protestants  to  the 
exclusion  of  Catholics  was  also  without 
foundation.      The    hon.   Member   said 
the  percentage  of  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants upon  the  special    jury   panel 
was  about  4^  to  1 ;  but  his  recollection 
was  that  of  the  panel  of  200 — 100  of 
whom  were  from  the  county   and  100 
from  the  City  of  Dublin — the  proportion 
in  the  City  was  two  Protestants  to  one 
Catholic,  and  in  the  county  nearly  one 
to  one — the  figures  being  in  the  one  case 
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61  to  35y  and  in  the  other  51  to  48,  some 
deAtlui    haying  taken    place    in    each. 
Be   believed  that  the  Grown  solicitors 
eiLerciaed  their  discretion  under  the  rule 
a.>>8olute]y  without  regard  to  religion. 
XUey  were  exercising  a  power  which 
tliey  had  been  directed  to  exercise,  and 
inrere  g^uided  solely  by  a  desire  to  pre- 
vent persons  from  serving  on  juries  who 
-were  influenced  by  fear,  favour,  or  affec- 
tion.    The  directions  to  Crown  Solicitors 
were  in  print,  and  required  them  to 
set    aside  all  persons  likely  to  be  in- 
fluenced   by  tear    or  favour,   and    all 
persons    engaged  in  the    retail    spirit 
trade.     It  was  the  anxious  desire  of  all 
representing  the  Crown  in  the  recent 
trials  that  there  should  be  no  distinction 
of   religion,  and  there  had  been  none 
whatever.  With  respect  to  Eoman  Catho- 
lics of  good  position  and  well  known  to 
be  independent  mep,  the  Crown  would 
be  most  anxious  that  they  should  serve 
on  juries ;  but  in  many  cases  they  were 
challenged  by  the  prisoners.     He  would 
take  the  case  of  Hynes's  jury.     This 
was  taken  as  a  case  of  extraordinary 
clearness  as  against  the  prosecution.    In 
that  case  26  persons  were  told  to  stand 
by  under  the  ordinary  law.     Of  these, 
four  were  Protestants ;  eight  or  nine  were 
grocers  or  vintners,  most  of  whom  held 
retail  Excise  licences ;  three  were  farmers 
from  remote  districts,  who  could  not  be 
expected  to  give  an  independent  judg- 
ment ;    of   ti^e    remainder,    two    were 
graziers,  one  a  pawnbroker,  and  another 
a  butcher.     Thus  there  only  seven  per- 
sons   for  whose    rejection    no   specific 
reason  could  be  assigned ;  but  in  those 
cases  the  Crown  solicitors,  though  know- 
ing nothing  against  their  moral  charac- 
ter, believed  that  they  were  not  removed 
from  influence  or  intimidation .    That  was 
the  entire  jury-packing  on  the  part  of 
the  Crown.    As  to  the  allegation  of  the 
Crown  putting  people  on  juries,  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  prisoners  had 
the    right    of   challenge.     There  were 
organizations  which  placed  their  infor- 
mation at  the  service  of  prisoners  to 
g^ide  them  in  challenging  jurors.    Each 
prisoner  had  a  nght  to  challenge  20, 
without    giving  any  reason,   and    any 
number  if  he  gave  a  satisfactory  reason. 
Hynes  did  exercise  his  right  to  the  ex- 
tent of  11,  but  challenged  no  more.    It 
was  clear,  therefore,  that  his  advisers, 
who  might    have    challenged    nine  of 
the  jury  who  tried  the  case,  but  did 


not  do  so,  were  satisfied  with  the 
jury. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that  a  country 
solicitor  appeared  for  Hynes,  who  knew 
nothing  of  the  men. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  that  the 
country  solicitor  was  advised  by  a  town 
solicitor.  In  the  case  of  Patrick  Walsh 
only  four  of  those  challenged  by  the 
Crown  were  to  be  accounted  for,  and  in 
that  case  the  prisoner  only  challenged 
11.  In  Michael  Walsh's  case  17  were 
directed  to  stand  by  \  two  were  Protes- 
tants, leaving  16  Roman  Catholics;  of 
the  Catholics,  eight  were  vintners  and 
grocers,  ^ve  were  farmers,  and  one  was 
a  butcher,  leaving  only  one  unaccounted 
for.  The  right  of  challenge  was  exer- 
cised in  eight  cases  by  Michael  Walsh. 
He  regretted  very  much  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had 
thought  it  right  to  refer  by  name  to  one 
Catholic  gentleman  who  had  served 
upon  several  of  these  juries.  Having 
regard  to  recent  events,  and  what  hap- 
pened to  Mr.  Field  in  consequence  ef 
his  being  named,  and  in  regard  to  the 
state  of  society  in  Dublin,  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  spared  the  allusion 
to  the  name.  The  hon.  Member  had 
observed  that,  having  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  juries,  there  was  no 
chance  of  prisoners  being  given  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt.  On  the  con- 
trary, a  special  jury  acquitted  a  man 
against  whom  there  was  a  strong  case. 
He  did  not  complain  of  that,  but  it  was 
a  fact  that  they  acquitted  him.  In  an- 
other case,  although  the  jury  felt  them- 
selves constrained  to  convict,  they 
brought  in  a  recommendation  to  mercy, 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  enabled  to 
exercise  his  clemency;  and  in  other 
cases  the  juries  had  disagreed.  So  far 
from  being  men  blinded  by  political 
partizanship,  as  was  alleged,  the  jurors 
were  men  who  were  brought  from  their 
homes  to  discharge  a  most  difficult  and 
a  most  onerous  duty,  entirely  unre- 
munerated,  and  had  done  their  duty 
carefully,  impartially,  and  without 
shrinking  ;  and  it  really  was  that  they 
had  done  their  duty  unterrorized  that 
was  the  extent  of  their  offending.  Not 
content  with  attacking  the  jury  panels, 
the  hon.  Member  attacked  the  conduct 
of  the  Judges,  who,  if  his  account  were 
true,  had  been  guilty  of  conduct, 
through  political  partisanship,  amount- 
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ing  to  wilful  murder.  Beference  had 
particularly  been  made  to  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  and  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien.  The 
hon.  Member  had  paid  him  (the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland)  a  compliment, 
but  he  accepted  no  compliment  at  the 
cost  either  of  his  Colleagues  or  his  Pre- 
decessors. His  Predecessors  were  men 
of  infinitely  greater  ability  than  himself, 
and  equal  honesty.  With  respect  to  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,  he  was  a  scholar  and  a 
gentleman,  a  man  of  large  heart  and  the 
largest  charity,  a  man  known  favourably 
throughout  the  .United  Kingdom  as  a 
man  of  culture  and  training ;  aad  why 
was  he  to  be  dragged  before  the  public  ? 
Who  was  his  accuser?  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  was  trained  from  his  youth  in 
the  study  of  the  law  ;  he  was  a  man  of 
judicial  experience  and  great  strength  of 
mind.  Why  should  he  be  a  party  to 
convict  innocence  ?  What  had  he  to 
hope  for?  He  was  never  a  political 
partizan  in  any  extreme  sense.  He  was 
only  a  partizan  in  the  sense  of  being  a 
Member  of  one  of  the  great  Parties  in 
the  State ;  and  when  he  had  gone  upon 
the  Bench y  why  should  there  be  any  dis- 
tinction made  between  him  and  the 
Judges  of  England,  who  had  invariably 
been  credited  with  fairness  and  impar- 
tiality, whatever  their  previous  political 
action  might  have  been  ?  As  regarded 
Judge  O'Brien,  he  had  never  been  one  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  he  was 
unable  to  imagine  how  any  reasonable 
being  could  suppose  for  a  moment  that 
he  would  ever  be  guilty  of  judicial  mur- 
der. The  hon.  Member  stated  that 
Chief  Justice  May  had  admitted  that  he 
was  incapable  of  trying  a  case  in  conse- 
quence of  misconduct.  He  f  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  absolutely  denied 
that.  Some  words  which  the  Chief  Jus- 
tice used  had  been  misinterpreted,  and 
had  been  held  to  convey  a  meaning 
which  he  did  not  intend.  Under  these 
circumstances,  as  there  might  have  been 
a  suspicion  of  prejudice,  he  retired  from 
the  Bench  upon  the  occasion  referred  to. 
The  hon.  Member  had  also  referred  to 
the  conduct  of  the  English  Judge  who 
recently  tried  a  man  called  Walsh  for 
treason-felony  in  London,  and  had  con- 
trasted his  fairness  with  the  unfairness 
of  the  Irish  Judges.  Now,  it  so  hap- 
pened that  that  English  Judge — who 
was  Mr.  Justice  Stephen — had  sat  upon 
the  Bench  at  some  of  the  Dublin  trials, 
and  he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
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was  willing  to  abide  by  his  estimate  of 
the  fairness  of  those  tri  als.    The  proceed- 
ings in  the  Courts  were  conducted  bj 
officials  in  Court    absolutely  indepen- 
dent of  the  Executive,   Lord  Spencer 
having  no  more  to  do  with  the  conduct 
of   a  case  in  Dublin  than  in  London. 
The  hon.   Member  had  tried  to  make 
much  of  the  fact  that  there  were  no 
outrages  in  Dublin  between  last  May 
and  November.     But  in  November  came 
the  attack  on  Mr.  Field  and  on  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawson,  and  those  who  committed 
the  assassinations  in  May  would  have 
continued  their  work  with  less  inter- 
mission if  it  had  not  been  for  the  terror 
inspired    by  the    Crimes    Act.      After 
describing  the  outrages  committed    in 
Dublin  as  unhappy,  wretched,  and  la- 
mentable, the  hon.  Member  asked  what 
was  to  be  done  to  reconcile  Ireland  to 
England.    He  would  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  question  in    these    words — 
''  Cease  to  abuse  every  person  connected 
with  authority  and  the  law ;  cease  from 
agitation;  cease  from  encouraging,  or, 
at  any  rate,   from  not  discouraging,  a 
state  of  society  which  must  necessarily 
lead  to  crime,  and  let  the  Land  Act  and 
other  remedial  measures  have  time  to 
produce  the  results  anticipated  from  them ; 
let  the  people's  minds  have  some  rest,  and 
let  us  settle  down  in  peace  and  freedom 
from  agitation."    If  that  advice  were 
followed,  although  he  agreed  that  there 
was  an  amount  of  discontent  at  present, 
he  believed  that  discontent  would  vanish 
much  sooner  than  the  hon.  Member  ex- 
pected, and  then  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  realijse  how  anxious  the  House 
was  to  legislate  for  the  substantial  good 
of  their  country  as  an  integral  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Mb.  KENNY  said,  that,  judging  from 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, there  could  be  very  little  expected 
from  him  in  the  direction  of  leniency. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
found  fault  with  his  (Mr.  Kenny's)  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
for  advancing  certain  objections  to  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act ;  but, 
having  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
Attorney  General,  the  House  would  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  his  effort  to  justify 
the  administration  of  that  Act  was  a 
great  and  thorough  failure.  He  wished, 
at  this  early  stage  of  the  discussion,  to 
join  in  the  protest    against    this  iui- 
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quitou.8    Acty   which  was   thrust  upon 
Ireland,  during  a  wave  of  English  anger. 
It    ^waa   the    last    link    of   the    blood- 
stained   chain    of   coercion,  and    was, 
peril aps,  the  fouUest  and  most  objeo- 
tionaHle  link,  which  merited  their  con- 
demnation and  censure.     The  system  of 
intrusting  to  the  Executive  absolute  and 
despotic  powers  was  highly  censurable 
and    dangerous.     The  conduct    of   the 
Government  had  been  that  of  highway- 
men, who  held  down  their  victims  while 
they     plundered    them.      Some  doubts 
had  heen  expressed  as  to  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  would 
propose  this  Amendment ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Kenny)  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how 
for  a  moment  the  idea  could  enter  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members.     The  supposi- 
tion, he  supposed,  was  prompted  by  the 
fact  that  certain  disclosures  had  been 
made  in  Dublin,  and  that  certain  fero- 
cious attacks  were  made  on  the  Party 
with  which  he  (Mr.  Kenny)  was  associated 
and  the  Land  League ;  but,  so  far,  nothing 
of  the  slightest  moment  had  been  brought 
home.     The  disclosures  in  Dublin,  more- 
over, did  not  affect  the  administration 
of  the  Crimes  Act  elsewhere  in  Ireland ; 
and  they  had  an  accusation   to  bring 
against  the  Government  for  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Act.     In  the  country 
districts    in   Ireland  every  vestige    of 
liberty  had    been    taken  away.      The 
powers  of   the  Act   were   not    placed 
merely  in  the  hands  of  special  magis- 
trates appointed  by  Dublin  Castle,  who 
were  not  popular  with  the  people,  but 
in  the  hands  of  every  Irish  constable. 
Matters  had  come   to    this — that  the 
humblest   Irish    policeman    considered 
himself  an  important  influence  in  the 
Government  of  Ireland.    This  Act  gave 
the  Government  almost  unlimited  power 
over  life  and  property  in  Ireland,  and, 
as  an  instance  which  he  could  quote 
would  shaw,  had  been  administered  in 
a  tyrannical,  unjust,  and  unfair  manner. 
Amongst  the  other  powers,  the  Govern- 
ment   could    send  into   districts    extra 
police  when  they  considered   that  the 
police  already  there  were  not  sufficient. 
fjxtra  police  had  been  sent  into  his  own 
district   of    Tulla;   and  the  Board    of 
Guardians,  which  now  were  really  the 
only    existing   elected  Boards    in    the 
counties,  had  passed  a  resolution  in  which 
they  set  out  that  not  only  had  there 
been  no  outrage  or  crime  in  the  locality 
since  the  removal  of  Inspector  Crane 


and  Constable  Grady,  but  that  the  last 
disturbance  was  caused  by  the  police- 
men themselves.  Why,  then,  should 
the  parish  be  taxed  with  an  extra 
police  rate  amounting  to  6«.  in  the 
pound  ?  Various  instances  oi  arbitrary 
arrest  might  be  cited.  There  was  the 
case  of  Mr.  Stephen  J .  Meany,  who  was 
taken  up  in  Ennis,  his  native  place, 
though  it  must  have  been  known  to  the 
authorities  that  Mr.  Meany  was  the 
editorial  correspondent  of  The  New  York 
Daily  Star,  and  had  come  over  to  Ire- 
land merely  to  give  an  account  of  the 
state  of  the  country.  He  would  next 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
suppression  of  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ing ;  but  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell) 
had  fully  treated  upon  this  portion  of 
the  Act,  he  would  simply  express  his 
amazement  that  such  an  apology  as  was 
made  should  have  been  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  know  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  was 
to  have  addressed  his  constituents  at 
the  suppressed  meeting  at  Sligo,  he 
must  have  perfectly  well  known  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  proposed 
to  speak  at  his  suppressed  meeting. 
Why  did  he  suppress  him  and  deny  him 
the  Constitutional  right  of  addressing 
his  constituents?  He  was  afraid  that 
the  defence  pleaded  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  a  valid  one,  and  it 
certainly  was  not  a  very  ^od  one.  He 
then  came  to  the  Intimidation  Clause 
of  the  Act,  and  would  again  refer  to 
the  Irish  newspaper  reports  which  had 
gone  unchallenged,  and  which  he  had 
reason  to  believe  were  absolutely  cor- 
rect. 

Ma.  SPEAKEK :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  is  against  the 
Eules  of  Debate  for  the  hon.  Member 
to  read  his  speech. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  that  he  was  simply 
referring  to  reports  for  the  purpose  of 
bearing  out  what  he  intended  to  state 
in  his  speech.  These  reports,  he  main- 
tained, amply  showed  that  the  persons 
having  charge  of  the  administration  of 
the  Act  in  Ireland  had  grossly  and  most 
unfairly  abused  their  powers.  No  doubt 
hon.  Members  who  sat  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  would  join  with  him  in  con- 
demning the  imprisonment  for  what  was 
called  intimidation  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Timothy  Harring- 
ton).     The  Chief  Secretary  the  other 
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day  had  tlie  candour  to  admit  that  they 
imprisoned  him  not  for  intimidating  those 
farmers  who  had  just  elected  him  of 
their  own  free  will  to  represent  them  in 
Parliament,  but  because  it  was  neces- 
sary, by  hook  or  by  crook,  to  do  some- 
thing to  silence  the  leaders  of  the 
popular  movement  in  Ireland.  In  con- 
sidering the  administration  of  the 
Change  of  Venue  Clause  in  the  Act, 
there  is  the  case  of  Francis  Hynes, 
with  respect  to  which  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  had  laboured  to  show 
that  the  jury  had  not  been  packed  ; 
whereas  the  true  object  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  should  have  been 
to  prove  that  they  were  not  drunk  during 
the  trial,  that  they  did  not  separate  at 
the  hotel,  and  that  they  had  no  commu- 
nication there  with  other  persons  while 
the  case  was  being  tried.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  combated  an 
allegation  which  no  one  had  made,  and 
ignored  the  sworn  affidavits  of  those 
who  noticed  and  made  public  the  mis- 
conduct of  the  jury  and  their  inebriate 
condition.  These  affidavits  alone  should 
have  been  sufficient  to  have  quashed  the 
indictment;  but  the  case  did  not  rest 
there.  Instead  of  condemning  it,  how- 
ever, that  very  virtuous  Judge,  who  was 
defended  with  such  pains  by  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  ordered  the 
imprisonment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Gray),  in  whose  paper  the 
comments  appeared.  The  fine  of  £600 
which  was  inflicted  in  addition  to  the 
sentence  was  promptly  subscribed  by 
the  people,  and  the  Government  n- 
mitted  the  greater  part  of  the  sentence. 
Mr.  Gray,  for  comments  on  the  be- 
haviour of  the  jury,  had  been  imprisoned 
and  fined  ;  Mr.  O'Brien,  for  similar  criti- 
cism, had  been  put  upon  his  trial,  so 
that  both  these  Gentlemen  had  suffered 
severely  from  the  unfair,  he  might 
almost  say  the  savage,  administration 
of  the  Act.  As  for  Hynes  himself,  he 
was  hanged  ;  but  such  was  the  popular 
feeling  aroused  in  Ireland  by  the  evi- 
dently unfair  trial,  that  Petitions  were 
sent  from  all  parts  for  a  reprieve,  and 
if  the  heart  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  hardened  on  every  other  point, 
it  was  anticipated  that  he  would  have 
yielded  to  the  impulse  of  mercy  and 
generosity  if  he  would  not  give  way  to 
justice.  The  indifference  of  the  Execu- 
tive to  the  manifestation  of  public  feel- 
ing in  this  case  reminded  him  of  one 
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which  occurred  a  hundred  years  ago,  _£] 

which,  after  the  execution,  some  of 
jury  confessed  that  they  had  been  dnrnk 
during  the  trial.     This  case  of  Franois 
Hynes  had   given   fair  grounds  to  tlxe 
people  of  Ireland  for  concluding  th&^ 
they  must  expect  no  fair  play,  bo  mercjr* 
and  no  justice  from  the  administrators 
of  this  atrocious  Crimes  Act.  The  Maam.- 
trasna  murders  were   so  atrocious  tba^ 
they  affected  all  the  people  of  Ireland, 
and  moved  them  deeply,  and  witnesses 
came  forward  voluntarily  to  help  in  tho 
conviction  of   the    murderers.     Of  tho 
three  who  were  executed,  Myles  Joyce 
protested  his  innocence  to  the  end,  and 
the  other  two,  while  not  denying  theiir 
own  guilt,  united  in  declaring  that  Joyoe 
was  innocent,  and  was  not  on  the  scene 
of  the  murder  at  the  time.    Sooner  than, 
bring  discredit  on  a  Dublin  jury, -the 
Executive  preferred  that  this  man  should 
be  executed,  in  spite  of  the  doubt  thrown, 
on  the  justice  of  his  conviction.     The 
two  men,  named  Poff  and  Barrett,  con- 
victed of  the  murder  of  a  man  named 
Brown,  made  the  most  formal  and  solenm. 
declarations  of  their    innocence;   and, 
although  they   were  convicted  on   the 
evidence  of  a  woman  who  contradicted 
herself  in  giving  it,  they  were  executed, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien),  for  mentioning  their  declara- 
tions, was  exposed  to  a  State  prosecu- 
tion, and  was  only  saved  from  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour  by  the  disagree- 
ment of  the  jury.  The  Prime  Minister's 
denunciations  of  imprisonment  without 
legal  process,  trial  by  exceptional  tri- 
bunals,   and    sentences    by  dependent 
Judges,  provoked  by  despotism  in  Italy, 
might  be  applied  to  Ireland,  where  these 
proceedings  terrified  not  the  criminal 
classes  so  much  as  well-conducted  citi- 
zens.    There  was  no  such  thing  as  sym- 
pathy with   crime  in  Ireland.     There 
was,  however,  a  feeling  among  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  that  when  a  man 
was  accused  of  crime  it  was  10  to  I  that 
he  would  not  be  fairly  tried.   There  was 
a  want  of  confidence  in  the  Oovemment 
and  a  feeling  of  misgiving ;  and  it  was  no 
wonder,  therefore,  that  the  people,  who 
had  such  grave  and  serious  reasons  for 
mistrusting    the    present    Government, 
should  at  times  unite  in  concealing  for 
a  certain  time  those  who  were  supposed 
to   be   guilty  of    certain  offences.      If 
criminal  prosecutions  were  conducted  in 
Ireland  as  they  were  in  England,  and  if 
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t^o    people  were  taught  to  have  confi- 
derftce  in  the  laws,  witnesses  in  Ireland 
Id  be  as  ready  to  offer  their  evidence 
'tliej  were  in  England ;  but  while  the 
fountain  of  justice  was  polluted,  aa 
i^     li.ad  been,  by  successive  repression 
A.cta,  it  must  be  expected  that  the  people 
-would  mistrust    the  Government,   and 
tliat  crime  would  go  undetected.   It  had 
l^een  alleged  that  crime  followed  in  the 
trail  of  the  Land  League.     In  point  of 
f &c^y    crime  had    always  followed    the 
trail,  not  of  the  Land  League,  but  of 
th.e  landlords ;  and  when  they  indulged 
in  lieartless  evictions,  which,  according 
to   the  Prime  Minister,  were  equivalent 
to  sentences  of  death,  it  was  no  wonder 
that    men  who  were  denied  the  protec- 
tion of  the  law  should  resort  to  certain 
means  that  were  unlawful.     It  required 
long  years  of  repression  and  injustice  to 
make  men  indulge  in  crimes  like  the 
aaeassinations  in  the  Phosnix  Park. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
"ber  was  not  speaking  to  the  Amendment 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  KENNY  went  on  to  remark  that 
it  was  with  the  sincerest  desire  to  assist 
and  not  to  harass  the  Government  that 
be  pointed  out  to  them  the  fact  that 
tbeir  administration  had  been  most  mis- 
chi evens,  and  calculated  to  make  it  still 
more  difficult,  and  perhaps  eventually 
impossible,  to  reconcile  the  Irish  with 
the   English  people.    Throughout   the 
agitation  at  least  four-fifths  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  had  been  on  the  side  of  the 
Land  League ;  and,  but  for  that  circum- 
stance, it  would  have  been  impossible  for 
that  body  to  force  an  unwilling  Govern- 
ment to  g^ant  concessions  which  would 
otherwise  have  been  denied.    He  would 
only  add,  in  conclusion,  that  the  courses 
open  to  the  Gt>vernment  were  either  to 
indulge  to  the  full  in  coercion,  or,  aban- 
doning this  Crimes  Act,  and  jury  pack- 
ing, and  every  other  repulsive  form  of 
government  which  was  antagonistic  to 
the  principles  of  English  liberty,  to  deal 
with    the    Irish    people    honestly  and 
justly.     Then   they  might    expect  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  become  as  tranquil 
and  law-abiding  as  the  people  of  Eng- 
land, for  the  Irish  people  would  readily 
extend  the  hand  of  friendship  to  any 
Minister  or  Government  which  showed 
a  sincere  desire  to  throw  aside  the  blood- 
stained traditions  of  coercion,  and  enter 
upon  that  path  of  true  reform  and  just 
concession   which  was  so  necessary  for 


the  welfare  of  Ireland,  and  which  the 
people  of  that  country  were  determined 
to  obtain. 

Colonel  DAWNAY  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
scarcely  required  the  very  powerful  and 
convincing  arguments  put  forward  by 
the  light  hon.  and  leamed'Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Porter)  to  demolish  it,  for,  in  his 
(Colonel  Dawnay's)  opinion,  it  answered 
itself ;  for,  considering  that  it  had  been 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  House  that 
the  operation  of  the  Crimes  Act  was 
strengthening  the  cause  of  law  and  order 
in  Ireland,  it  was  hardly  advisable  or 
proper  to  ask,  or  possible  that  they 
would  be  persuaded,  to  repeal  that  Act 
in  the  so-called  interests  of  law  and 
order,  which  it  was  now  so  successfully 

Eromoting.  The  course  of  the  debate, 
owever,  had  strongly  shown  one  fact, 
and  that  was  how  little  the  GK>vemment 
had  failed,  up  to  a  recent  period,  to 
comprehend  the  real  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland,  and  how  little  they  understood 
the  sort  of  people  with  whom  they  had 
to  deal.  They  had  been  dealing  with 
men  who  had  two  objects  in  view — one 
of  which  was  to  get  the  land  of  Ireland 
without  paying  for  it,  and  the  other  to 
separate  Ireland  from  England;  and 
they  sought  to  attain  those  ends  by 
murdering,  mutilating,  and  ruining 
everybody  who  stood  in  their  way.  And 
how  did  the  Government  meet  those 
lawless  men  ?  Why,  at  first,  by  offering 
to  purchase  their  obedience  at  the  price 
of  security  of  tenure,  a  large  reduction 
of  rents,  and  the  passing  of  the  Arrears 
Act.  And  the  virtual  answer  made  by 
the  disaffected  to  that  offer  was — **  Since 
we  have  gained  so  much  from  a  system 
of  murderous  agitation,  we  shall  con- 
tinue that  system  until  there  is  nothing 
left  to  agitate  for."  The  result  was  that 
although  Ireland,  as  the  present  Prime 
Minister  had  admitted,  under  the  late 
Government  was  in  a  state  of  remark- 
able tranquillity  and  prosperity,  she  again 
relapsed  into  the  most  deplorable  con- 
dition of  misery  and  crime.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  vote  at  Newcastle,  he 
denied  that  it  had  been  given  to  the 
Conservative  candidate ;  but,  if  it  had 
been,  the  House  might  rely  upon  it,  it 
was  more  out  of  hatred  to  the  present 
Government  than  from  any  other  motive 
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— that  tliey  preferred  open  enemies  to 
doubtful  friends.  But  it  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  Government  had  them- 
selves come  into  power  on  the  strength 
of  the  Irish  vote,  and  that  they  did  not 
repudiate  it  on  the  occasion  of  the  last 
Liverpool  Election.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  House  would  hear  no  more  insinua- 
tions of  that  kind.  In  the  course  of  the 
debate  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Gollings)  had  undergone  much  criticism. 
The  opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  had  elicited  universal  reprobation 
from  all  except  those  whose  praise,  es- 
pecially after  recent  disclosures,  was 
hardly  to  be  desired  by  any  loyal  Eng- 
lishman. The  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
was  in  a  different  position.  He  was  a 
Gentleman  whose  age  ought  to  have 
endowed  him  with  judgment  and  expe- 
rience, if  not  with  wisdom.  Therefore 
his  speech  was  received  with  a  good 
deal  of  hostile  criticism,  but  it  could  be 
very  easily  explained.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber belonfl;ed  to  that  very  small  section 
of  the  Liberal  Party  whom  he  (Colonel 
Dawnay)  had  heard  defined  as  ''  the  un- 
teachable  Badicals,''  who  w^ere  for  ever 
repeating  the  well-worn  phrases  that 
"force  is  no  remedy,**  that  ** crime  is 
the  result  of  coercion,"  and  that  '^  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland  is  due  to  an 
unjust  land  system,*'  until  they  have 
come  to  believe  that  there  is  a  sort  of 
charm  or  talisman  about  these  re- 
marks, and  whose  speeches  were  only 
not  mischievous,  because  they  were  so 
utterly  unpractical.  They  had  learned 
in  the  most  convincing  manner  that 
the  real  cause  of  the  present  lament- 
able condition  of  Ireland  was  due  to 
the  evil  influence  of  agitators  over  an 
ignorant  and  excitable  people,  and  the 
want  of  the  controlling  power  of  a  strong 
and  just  Government.  He  was  glad  to 
find  that  such  a  controlling  power  was 
being  exercised  by  the  present  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland; 
but  although  there  was  now  some  im- 
provement in  the  state  of  that  country, 
that  improvement  was  not  owing  to  any 
gratitude  for  past  concessions  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  but  to  the  fear 
of  punishment  on  the  part  of  evil- 
doers, and  the  belief  that  the  law  was 
being  firmly  administered.  How  long, 
however,  was  that  state  of  things  likely 
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to  continue  ?  The  speech  of  the  riglit 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  on 
Friday  was  not  very  re-assuring  on  that 
point.  At  any  moment  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  sympathy  for  the  Land 
League  might  become  too  strong  to  be 
repressed.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
still  adhered  to  the  speech  at  Liverpool, 
in  which  he  declared  that  the  original 
objects  of  the  Land  League  were  '4egal 
and  even  praiseworthy,"  and  that  to 
stifle  its  agitation  would  be  to  prevent 
reform.  It  was  difficult,  however,  to 
understand  how  the  objects  of  any  asso- 
ciation which  depended  upon  murder 
and  outrage  for  its  success  could  be 
**  legal  and  praiseworthy."  There  ap- 
peared, therefore,  to  be  influences  in 
the  Cabinet  which  at  any  moment  might 
lead  to  disastrous  results ;  but  he  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  take  warn- 
ing from  the  sad  experience  of  the  past, 
and  would  steadfastly  reject  the  counsels 
of  those  who,  like  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, might  again  tempt  them  to  try 
to  govern  Ireland  through  such  in- 
famous agencies  as  the  Land  League. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  said,  he 
should  not  have  intruded  himself  into 
that  debate,  but  for  the  fact  that,  by  a 
pure  accident,  he  was  able  to  g^ve,  from 
his  own  personal  experience,  the  most 
complete  contradiction  to  one  of  the  as- 
sertions made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  The 
hon.  Member  had  said  that,  since  the 
Crimes  Act  was  passed,  juries  in  Ireland 
could  not  be  trusted  to  exercise  judicial 
impartiality — that  trial  by  jury  in  Ire- 
land did  not  exist;  by  which  he  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  supposed  was  meant 
that  juries  empannelled  under  the  Crimes 
Act  could  not  be  trusted  to  do  their  duty. 
Now,  he  happened  himself  to  be  in 
Dublin  when  one  of  the  trials  for  mur- 
der— which  had  been  several  times  al- 
luded to  in  the  course  of  that  debate, 
and  which  had  been  pointedly  referred 
to  in  an  extract  in  United  Ireland,  quoted 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland — was  going  on,  and 
he  had  heard  the  most  important  part 
of  the  trial.  That  was  the  trial  of 
Michael  Walsh,  at  which  the  presiding 
Judge  was  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  and 
the  foreman  of  the  jury  was  Mr.  Field, 
both  of  whose  lives  had,  as  was  cur- 
rently reported,  been  attempted  in  con- 
aequence  of  the  part   they  had  taken 
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in  that  trial.    It  would  be  impertineDt 
in  Ilim  to  say  aBjthing  in  commendation 
of  the  admirable  way  in  which  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawoon  had  discharged  his  duties 
on  that  occasion.     But  he  did  wish  to 
8a J  a  word  about  the  juiy.     He  went 
into  Court  as  an  entirely  unprejudiced 
spectator.     He  did  not  know  what  pro-  r 
portion  of  the  jury  was  Protestant  and 
what  was  Catholic;    but  he  desired  to 
Bay,  having  had  some  experience,  both 
laToarable  and  unfavourable,  of  juries 
in  this  country,  that  never  in  the  whole 
eonrae  of  his  life  had  he  beheld  a  more 
intelligent,  a  more  patient,  or  a  more 
imnartial  jury,  and,  he  thought  he  might 
ada,  a  jury  more  indulgent  to  the  pri- 
•oner.     Every  single  question  they  put 
was  directly  to  the  point,  and,  as  far  as 
he  could  judge,  most  of  their  questions 
were   directed  to   elicit  some  point  in 
favour  of  the  prisoner.     He  could  say, 
emphatically,  that  no  man  could  have 
had  a  fairer  trial ;  and,  at  the  conclusion 
of  it*  he  could  not  help  saying  that  if  that 
was  the  way  they  ''packed"  juries  in 
Ireland,  he  only  wished  they  would  pack 
English  juries  in  the  same  way.     The 
jury  was  compelled,  by  evidence  as  clear 
•s  die  noonday  sun  in  Heaven,  to  convict 
the  prisoner ;   but  they  added  a  strong 
Tscommendation  to  mercy,  which  was 
acted  upon ;  and  for  doing  that  Mr.  Field, 
the  foreman  of  the  jury,  was  all  but 
murdered.     As  far  as  that  jury  was  con- 
cerned, he  asserted  deliberately  that  a 
more  wanton  and  unfounded  charge — 
he  was  afraid  he  could  not  use  a  stronger 
szpreesion    without    transgressing   the 
Boles   of   Parliamentary    debate — was 
never  made  against  any  jury  in  the 
world  than  that  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork.     He  did  not 
wish  to  say  more;   but  he  could  not, 
after  what  had  been  said  in  that  debate, 
sit  still  in  his  place  and  refrain  from 
bearing  his  personal  testimony  to  the 
conduct  of  men  who,  at  the  peril  of  their 
lives,  had  done  their  duty  fearlessly  and 
faithfully    to    their    Queen   and    their 
country. 

Ma.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  though 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  whole  of 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  still  he  thought,  among  other 
things  that  required  amendment,  there 
was  one  portion  of  the  Crimes  Act  to 
which  he  should  caill  attention,  and  that 
was  the  taxation  clause.  He  knew,  from 
ptnonal  experience  of  different  parts  of 


the  county  of  Limerick,  that  the  taxation 
for  extra  police  was  most  unjust  and 
unfair.  He  did  not  object  to  the  Go- 
vernment placing  as  many  police  as  they 
desired  in  a  district,  as  long  as  they  paid 
for  them  themselves;  but  the  strango 
part  of  the  story  was  that  some  time 
ago  they  reduced  the  force  in  certain 
places,  and  then  charged  the  people  for 
the  rest.  He  could  not  understand  why 
there  were  extra  police  in  the  Kilmal- 
lock  district,  when  there  was  not  a  single 
outrage  committed  there  for  the  past  1 2 
months.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  there 
was  one  outrage  there  in  that  time ;  but 
he  (Mr.  0' Sullivan)  had  made  inquiries, 
and  beyond  the  fact  of  a  boy  getting  a 
month  for  telling  an  old  woman  not  to 
sell  a  pennyworth  of  apples  to  the  servant 
boy  01  a  person  who  was  **  Boycotted," 
there  was  no  so-called  outrage  in  the 
district  for  12  months.  That  was  the 
only  outrage  he  could  discover.  The  real 
reason,  he  believed,  for  keeping  the  police 
there  was  this.  It  was  conveyed  to  the 
people  that  if  they  asked  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd  to  have  the  extra  police  ren^oved 
it  would  be  done  ;  but  he  was  sure  the 
people  would  be  content  to  pay  for  three 
times  the  force  of  Constabulary  rather 
than  go  to  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  to  ask  him 
to  relieve  them  from  an  unjust  charge. 
It  was  quite  evident  that  Dublin  Castle 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  district — it 
was  quite  clear  that  Mr.  Lloyd  was  the 
sole  and  only  government.  The  same 
thing  applied  to  the  taxation  for  extra 
police  in  Bulgadden  and  other  districts 
of  the  county  of  Limerick.  He  might 
also  complain  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Porter)  had  entirely 
failed  to  show  how  it  was  that  so  many 
Catholics  and  so  very  few  Protestants  had 
been  ordered  to  stand  aside  in  making 
up  the  juries  in  the  recent  trials.  There 
was,  he  could  tell  the  House,  a  strong 
feeling  in  Ireland  about  the  direction, 
**  Catholics  aside." 

Ma.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  regretted 
very  much  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  should  have 
proposed  this  Amendment.  It  was  re- 
ported that  he  would  defer  to  the  opinion 
of  many  of  his  Colleagues  from  Ireland, 
and  would  abandon  the  proposal.  He 
was  bound,  however,  to  admit  that  a 
section  of  the  British  Press  had  done  all 
in  its  power  to  render  such  prudence 
most  difiiculti   and  to  afford  the  hon. 
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Member  no  way  of  retreat  from  a  posi- 
tion which  the  Government  might  safely 
have  left  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  insisted  upon  their 
expression  of  opinion  as  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Crimes  Act.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that,  with  regard  to  the  vast 
majority  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  that 
opinion  must  be  formed  upon  their  read- 
ing of  the  newspapers.  Those  who 
affirmed  last  year  that  the  suspension  of 
trial  by  jury  was  not  a  necessary  provi- 
sion of  the  Crimes  Act  must  have  seen 
with  deep  satisfaction  that  the  Govern- 
ment concurred  in  their  opinion;  and 
from  those  Members — he  thought  there 
were  nearly  80 — who  formed  that  opi- 
nion, the  most  cordial  acknowledgment 
was  due  to  the  courage  and  the  patriot- 
ism of  those  Irishmen  who  had  encoun- 
tered the  dangers  of  a  manly  perform- 
ance of  their  duty,  nor  had  they  failed 
to  observe  that  Lord  Spencer  had  been 
sensible  of  the  imperative  claims  which 
those  men  had  to  protection  in  the  dis- 
charge of  one  of  the  severest  obligations 
which  civil  life  had  ever  imposed.  He 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  read  with  care  and 
fidelity  the  proceedings  of  the  trials — he 
spoke,  of  course,  only  of  those  which 
had  been  concluded — and  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  perusal  had  left  on  his 
mind  no  other  feeling  with  regard  to 
those  jurymen,  but  that  they  had  earned 
the  high  credit  which  was  due  to  men 
who  had  preserved  one  of  the  most  che- 
rished institutions  of  the  country  from  a 
suspension  which  he  deeply  regretted 
had  received  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 
He  often  wished,  when  he  read  the  com- 
ments of  Irish  papers  upon  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  the  Chief  Secretary,  that 
Irishmen  possessed  oven  as  much  ac- 
quaintance as  he  had  with  those  distin- 
guished men.  He  wished  to  see  Ireland 
governed  solely  and  wholly  by  Irishmen ; 
but  if  they  had  the  whole  of  the  Kingdom 
to  choose  from,  no  two  men  could  be 
selected  upon  whose  freedom  from  pre- 
judice, upon  whose  warm-hearted  love  of 
justice,  and  whose  hatred  of  oppression 
they  could  rely  more  safely  than  on  theirs. 
He  confessed  that  when  he  first  read 
the  Amendment  there  was  one  sentence 
which  struck  him  as  containing  matter 
for  careful  consideration  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  it  was  that  which  referred  to 
the  impediments  that  so  hindered  Con- 
stitutional agitation.  He  had  intended 
to  express  his  ooncurrenoe,  in  part  at 
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least,  with  this  allegation,  and  his  re- 
gret that  the  Government  should  havo 
afforded  the  slightest  ground  for  such  a 
charge.  But  his  right  hon.  Friend,  TBrith 
that  frankness  which  was  his  peculiar 
charm,  had  anticipated  nearly  all  that 
could  be  said,  and  had  expressed  his  re- 

fret  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
exton)  was  not  permitted  to  address  a 
meeting  of  his  constituents.     He  hoped 
he  would  find  means  to  communicate  his 
own  honourable  feelings  of  regret  to  ail 
those  who,  misusing  his  authority,  mig^ht 
be  ill-ad visedly  led    to   interfere  with 
legitimate  and  Constitutional  agitation  ; 
and  if  he  acted  in  the  spirit  of  his  own 
confession  there  would  be  little  to  com- 
plain of.     He  did  not  wonder  that  those 
few  Irishmen  who  were  anarchists  de- 
sired the  return  of  a  Conservative  Q>o- 
vernment.     That  was  a  condition  which 
would  bring  them  within  a  measurable 
distance  of  civil  war.    It  was  because 
the  policy  of  the  Government  was  tiro- 
fold  that  they  were  able  to  hope  for  a 
brighter  future,  to  demand  from  Irish- 
men a  peaceful  and  orderly  conduct. 
They  were  anxious  to  reform  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  The  late  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  when  Mr.  Disraeli,  described  the 
great  ills  of  Ireland  in  the  words — 

*^  A  starving  people,  an  absentee  aristocracy, 
and  the  weakest  Executive  in  the  world ;  *' 

and  upon  no  better  model  could  the 
desired  reform  proceed  than  that  sug-- 
gested  by  the  same  eminent  statesman, 
when  he  said — 

"We  ought  so  to  reform  the  Government 
that  it  will  bear  a  nearer  relation  to  the  leading' 
classes  and  characters  of  the  country  than  it  haa 
done." 

Forty  years  ago  Mr.  Disraeli  said  that 
the  present  system  of  gOTerning  Ireland 
was  doomed  ;  it  had  survived  even  to  the 
present  time.  But  it  would,  it  must,  be 
changed.  Nothing  would  stay  the  pro- 
gress of  reform  except  the  increase  of 
crime  in  Ireland.  He  grieved  to  see  the 
ill  weeds  of  exasperation  growing  apace 
in  that  House.  The  responsibility  lay, 
and  would  rest  heavily,  upon  those 
who  had  fostered  that  noxious  develop- 
ment. 

Db.  COMMINS  said,  there  were  some 
parts  of  the  Amendment  which  he  should 
have  been  inclined  to  draft  differently ; 
but  there  were  some  parts  which  de- 
served the  attention  of  the  House,  and 
particularly  of  those  who  at  present 
governed  Ireland  under  what,  he  would 
admit,  was  very  grievous  diffioaltj.  The 
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Amendment    affirmed,    amongst    other 
things,  that  Constitutional  agitation  in 
Ireland  had  been  practically  suppressed ; 
and  one  instance  of  suppression  had  been 
^▼en  which  he  thought  would  have  re- 
oeiTed  some  explanation  either  from  the 
Attorney  Oeneral   for  Ireland  or    the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
It  had  been  said  that  he  (Dr.  Commins) 
was  prohibited  from  addressing  his  con- 
stituents in  the  County  Hoscommon.   He 
had  never  been  extreme  in  his  language 
when  advancing  his  views  either  in  that 
House  or  outside;  but  he  had  always 
used  the  strongest  language  that  he  was 
capable  of  commanding  in  denunciation 
of  outrage  and  every  violation  of  the 
law,  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  kno  wwhy, 
when  he  desired  to  give  an  account  of 
his  stewardship  to  his  constituents,  he 
should  have  been  prevented.     He  could 
not  understand  why  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  passed  over  that  in- 
cident without  in  any  way  accounting 
for  the  action  of  the  Government  in  the 
matter.      Why  was  the  meeting  sup- 
pressed ?    In  the  absence  of  any  reason 
Doing  assigned  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing it  was  suppressed  capriciously.     He 
could  not  help  believing  that  if  such  ac- 
tion continued  in  Ireland  things  would 
become  very  much  worse  than  they  were 
at  present.     If  discontent  could  not  ex- 
press itself  in  public  meeting,  agitation 
would  be  driven  beneath  the  surface 
only  to  rise,  as  it  had  already  done,  not 
in  the  shape  of  Constitutional  action, 
but  in  that  of  murder  and  assassination. 
If  Constitutional  agitation  was  despoti- 
cally impeded  the' result  could  only  be 
the  promotion  of  un- Constitutional  agi- 
tation and  the  designs  of  men  who  did 
not  desire  peace,  union,  and  goodwill 
between  this  country  and  Ireland — de- 
signs which,  if  carried  out,  could  only 
bring  grief  and  despair  to  those  who 
were  responsible  for  the  government  of 
the  country.     The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  denied  that  there  had  been  any 

i'ury-packing  or  jury-selection.  It  was, 
However,  a  most  strange  fact  that  Catho- 
lics should  have  been  carefully  elimi- 
nated from  the  sworn  juries.  It  had 
been  said  it  was  the  result  of  chance. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
positively  made  no  answer  to  the  charge 
i?ith  reference  to  the  jury  which  had 
tried  Francis  Hynes.  No  explanation 
had  been  ^ven.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  certain  men  had  been  left  ou 
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to  suit  their  convenience;  but  that  reason 
applied  equally  to  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants. In  the  case  of  Patrick  Walsh, 
tried  at  the  same  Commission,  all  the 
jurymen  were  Protestants.  Walsh  had 
been  twice  tried,  and  in  both  cases  the 
jury  had  been  exclusively  composed  of 
Protestants.  In  the  case  of  Michael 
Walsh,  every  single  juror  had  been  a 
Protestant ;  and  it  had  been  the  same  in 
the  caseof  Byan,  Kinsella,  and  others,  al- 
though the  panel  had  been  nearly  equally 
divided.  He  had  made  a  calculation, 
taking  a  panel  of  78,  equally  divided  as 
to  religion,  as  to  what  the  odds  would  be, 
that  the  jury  should  be  composed  of  11 
Protestants  and  one  Catholic.  The  odds 
were  28,000  to  1,  and  against  a  jury 
being  composed  of  i  2  Protestants  336,000. 
The  attempted  explanation  amounted  to 
no  explanation  at  all.  If  the  composi- 
tion of  these  juries  were  not  fortuitous, 
as  in  human  probability  it  could  not 
have  been,  it  must  have  been  so  com- 
posed designedly.  He  would  ask  who 
the  party  was  that  was  responsible  for 
it?  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  given  no  answer  to  the  question, 
and  it  was  certain  that  the  result  had 
been  designed.  If  the  law  was  ever  to- 
be  respected  in  Ireland,  and  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Act  was  to  avoid  de- 
serving the  bitterest  hatred  of  the  people, 
the  system  should  be  brought  to  an  end. 
He  had  been  glad  to  hear  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  pay  a  tribute  to  the 
independence  of  the  jurors  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  had  returned  verdicts, 
irrespective  of  any  apprehension  for  their 
personal  safety;  but  in  passing  that  eulo- 
gium  on  the  jurors  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  had  condemned  the  Ch'imes  Act 
in  the  strongest  possible  way.  If  jurors 
could  be  found  in  Ireland  who  would  do 
their  duty  despite  any  risk,  why  had 
the  condemnation  of  the  jury  system 
which  was  implied  in  the  Crimes  Act 
ever  been  passed  ?  He  would  advise 
the  Government  to  try  back,  and  trust 
to  jurors  more.  He  would  not  condemn 
the  administration  of  the  Crimes  Act  if 
it  were  used  only  against  criminals 
and  persons  meditating  crime.  But 
war  could  not  be  made  with  rose- 
water,  and  the  efifeot  of  Acts  like  the 
Climes  Act  could  not  but  be  oppres- 
sive upon  many  people  who  were  entirely 
innocent.  Whatever  the  effect  of  the 
Act  upon  criminals,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  it  oppressed  and  intimidated  men 
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who  were  neither  criminalB  nor  who 
meditated  crime.  The  Act  had  had  the 
effect  that  everybody  had  thought  it 
would  have,  and  had  laid  a  burden  upon 
the  necks  of  those  who  were  neither 
criminals  nor  sympathizers  with  crime. 
He  admitted  that  there  was  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Executive  to  administer 
it  faijly.  He  looked  forward  to  a  re- 
union between  the  two  countries  of  good 
feeliug  and  of  good  work,  a  union  which 
would  not  be  forced,  or  the  result  of 
mere  arbitrary  power  entrusted  to  the 
Executive.  But  as  one  means  of  helping 
to  bring  about  that  result,  he  appealed 
to  the  Government  to  do  away  with  the 
system  of  jury-packing. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention of  making  any  detailed  criticism 
of  the  vague  and  wandering  accusations 
which  had  been  brought  with  such  ex- 
cessive detail  against  the  Government, 
many  of  which  were  founded,  he  be- 
lieved, on  the  bare  statement  or  bare 
suspicion  of  hon.  Members ;  but  before 
the  debate  closed  he  wished  to  express 
the  opinion  of  those  who  sat  round  him 
with  respect  to  the  Amendment  now 
before  the  House.  He  desired  to  con- 
demn, in  the  strongest  way  he  could, 
the  policy  which  had  prompted  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  to  put  the 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  the  terms  in 
which  it  was  couched,  and  the  total 
failure  which  he  had  exhibited  in  his 
attempt  to  support  it  by  argument  or 
facts.  What  was  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Member?  He  had  long  led  the 
Land  League  agitation,  and  was  proud 
to  be  the  leader  of  an  agitation  which 
had  brought  about  the  necessity  for 
the  stringent — the  severe,  as  he  (Mr. 
Plunket)  deemed  it  to  be — Coercion  Act 
—not  a  bit,  however,  more  strong,  or 
stringent,  or  severe,  than  had  been 
absolutely  required  by  the  necessities  of 
the  case.  It  had  been  his  agitation 
which  had  given  rise  to  the  fearful  de- 
velopment of  crime  and  outrage  which 
at  last  had  made  it  necessary  to  carry 
the  Act,  and  which  now  made  it  ne- 
cessary to  enforce  it  strictly.  When 
the  Crimes  Bill  was  passing  through 
that  House,  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  did  all  they  could  to  oppose  it. 
The  House  would  remember  with  what 
difficulty  it  had  been  carried  against  the 
opposition  of  the  Irish  Party.  They 
prophesied  its  failure  for  the  purposes 
lor  which  it  was  intended.     As  soon  as 
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it  was  passed  they  and  their  friends  in 
Ireland  on  the  platform  and  in  tlie 
Press  did  everything  in  their  power  to 
discredit  its  administration,  to  mark  its 
failure,  to  defeat  the  object  for  which  it 
was  passed ;  and  now  when  its  success 
was  such  as  could  not  be  denied,  when 
those  abominable  outrages  which  had. 
disgraced  the  land  for  months  and  years 
were  fading  away,  when  the  tale  of 
crime  was  day  by  day,  week  by  week, 
and  month  by  month,  diminishing — what 
did  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
do?  The  hon.  Member  put  upon,  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  for  which  he 
could  find  no  guarantee  or  warrant  in 
the  arguments  or  facts,  and  which  could 
have  no  other  effect,  if  it  had  any,  but  to 
stimulate  the  people  of  Ireland  to  carry- 
on  this  hopeless  and  fatal  struggle,  and 
to  bring  more  victims  to  the  gaol  and  the 
scaffold.  It  was,  of  course,  most  painful 
and  melancholy  that  it  should  be  neces- 
sary that  such  laws  as  these  should 
be  enacted  at  all ;  but  he,  for  one,  felt 
bound  in  duty  to  support  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  their  vigorous  and  just 
administration  of  them.  He  was  glad 
to  see  the  success  that  had  attended 
their  efforts ;  and  he  wished  on  his  own 
behalf,  and  on  behalf  of  those  who  sat 
about  him,  to  express  sympathy  with 
them.  The  words  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  very  important  if  they  were 
true ;  if  they  were  founded  on  fact  they 
would  be  well  calculated  to  stir  up  the 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people.  The  Amend- 
ment first  said— 

''That  the  manner  in^ which  the  exceptional 
legislation  known  as  the  Grimes  Act  hu  been 
and  is  exercised  by  the  officials  of  the  Crown  in 
Ireland  is  tyrannical  and  anjust." 

What  warrant  did  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  give  for  that  accusation  ?  In 
what  instance  had  he  shown  that  those 
entrusted  with  the  most  dangerous  busi- 
ness of  Crown  officials  in  Ireland  had 
been  t3rrannical  or  unjust  in  such  in- 
stances as  he  had  brought  forward? 
The  Amendment  also  said — 

"  That  gross  licence  of  oppression  is  granted 
to  persons  and  classes  bitterly  hostile  to  the 
mass  of  the  Irish  people." 

The  hon.  Member  had  argued  that  the 
class  of  men  who  had  not  taken  part  in 
the  agitation  were  now  hostile  because 
they  had  been  deprived  of  their  pro- 
perty by  legislation.  No  doubt,  that 
class  had  been  severely  tried;  but  he 
would  tell  the  hon.  Member,  in  spite  of 
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all  he  had  said,  that  whatever  might 
have  been  the  effect  upon  the  people 
who  were  being  perpetuaJly  stimulated 
in  the  fanatic  hatred  of  every  other 
claas,  that  no  snoh  feeling  existed  in  the 
minds  of  those  to  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  alluded,  and  he  would  defy  him 
to  bring  forward  any  proof  of  what  he 
had  stated.  Well,  then,  what  was  the 
next  accusation? — 

"  That  Constitational  agitation  u  despotically 
impeded  and  penecuted." 

He  would  leave  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
add  anything  he  might  think  necessary 
to  what  had  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Plunket) 
to  be  the  conclusive  argument  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  in  respect  to 
that  charge.  There  had  been  the  prosecu- 
tion of  one  or  two  editors,  and  there  had 
been  an  interference  with  one  or  two 
meetings.  Nearly  all  the  meetings  held 
daring  the  Land  League  agitation  had 
been  attended  by  crime  and  violence ; 
and  that  the  Chief  Secretary  should  not 
have  exercised  the  powers  entrusted  to 
him  by  Parliament  to  prevent  a  recur- 
rence of  such  outrages  was,  to  his  mind, 
an  absurd  supposition.    Then,  again — 

'^That  jastice  is  administered  in  a  most 
partial  and  prejudiced  spirit,  and  that  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  in  the  application  of  the 
Law  is  destroyed  hy  a  system  of  jury  packing 
which  has  already,  in  the  opinion  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  led  to  many 
iniquitous  sentences  and  the  execution  of  inno- 
cent persons,  while  it  is  practically  impossihle  to 
obtain  justice  or  protection  for  the  masses  of 
the  people  from  the  present  administrators  of 
the  Law." 

WeU,  he  would  not  travel  over  again 
the  arguments  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland;  he  thought  they  showed  as 
plainly  as  possible  that  there  had  been 
no  systematic  exclusion  of  jurymen  on 
account  of  their  religion ;  all  the  persons 
who  had  been  ordered  to  stand  aside 
had  been  ordered  to  do  so  for  good  and 
sufficient  reasons — such  reasons  as  in 
a  similar  state  of  things  in  this  country 
jurymen  here  would  be  jpassed  by ;  and 
it  was  clear  that  the  juries  so  selected 
were  fairly  and  justly  selected  from  the 
fact  that  the  prisoners  had  not  exhausted 
their  right  of  challenge.  Then  there 
were  the  attacks  upon  the  Irish  Judges. 
When  everything  else  failed,  the  Irish 
Members  below  the  Gangway  could 
always  attack  the  Irish  Judges ;  he  need 
not  add  anything  to  the  tribute  of 
well-deserved  praise  pronounced  on  the 


&02 

Judges  assailed  there  that  evening  by 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney    General    for    Ireland  —  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,   Mr.    Justice  O'Brien, 
and  Lord  Chief  Justice  May.  They  were 
told  that  the  Judges  in  Ireland  were 
put  upon  the  Bench  merely  for  political 
reasons,   and  had  been  persons  of   no 
practice  at  the  Irish  Bar.     He  ventured 
to  say  that  in  the  case  of  those  assailed 
that  evening,   though  it  was  easy  to 
make  general  charges,  there  were  no 
three  men  who  had  at  the  time  they 
were  appointed  Judges  a  better  practice 
or  a  higher  reputation  at  the  Irish  Bar. 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  had  a  large  practice 
on  both  sides,  both  at  Equity  and  at  Com- 
mon Law,  and  there  were  very  few  men 
who  were  making  so  large  a  professional 
income.     As  for  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien, 
nothing  could  be  more  absurd  than  to 
fix  such  a  charge  upon  him.    He  had 
been  all  his  life  an  advanced  Liberal  in 
politics ;  and  as  for  his  character  at  the 
iBar,  he  supposed  there  never  was  a  man 
more  entirely  above  suspicion.     And  the 
same  might  be  said  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  also.     And  yet  these  three  high 
Judges  on  the  Bench  of  Ireland  were 
brought  by  name  into  the  debates  in  that 
House,  and  denounced  as  persons  wholly 
unfit  to  occupy  the  positions  which  their 
great  abilities  and  professional  reputa- 
tion so  well  fitted  them  for.    But  it  was 
easy  to  know  why  that  was  done.  There 
was  a  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  at  a  banquet 
at  the  Mansion  House,  in  Dublin,  from 
which  he  would  quote  a  passage.  It  was 
as  follows: — 

"  Justice  Lawson  was  paid  a  handsome  salaT}% 
and  for  his  part  he  liked  to  see  a  man  earning 
his  wages,  and  he  knew  not  how  better  an 
English  placeman  could  earn  his  wages  than  in 
Bending  an  Irish  patriot  to  a  prison  cell.  It  ill 
became  Irishmen,  in  whatever  difficulties  they 
might  encounter,  or  might  befall  them,  to  find 
faidt  with  the  acts  of  the  enemy.  There  was 
an  old  prOTerb  that  those  who  played  at  bowls 
must  expect  rubbers,  and  Mr.  Justice  Lawson 
was  one  of  those.  When  dealing  with  the 
enemy  they  must  expect  to  be  dealt  with  as 
enemies.  The  mistake  the  Irish  people  make 
was  in  being  surprised;  and  he  considered  it 
better  that  the  men  who  represented  enemies — 
Uie  garrison  in  this  country — should  stand  forth 
naked  in  their  true  guise.  They  had  in  the 
ermine — they  had  shadowed  forth  to  them  the 
actions  simply  of  an  English  salaried  official, 
and  that  being  so,  he  could  make  no  complaint 
of  what  had  been  done." 

He  asked  the  House  to  listen  to  the 
argument  created  from  this  very  fair 
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Btatement  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford !  Then,  again — 

"This  country  either  had  to  be  ruled  by 
England  or  it  bad  not.  England  had  got  to 
maintain  h^r  hold  on  this  country  or  to  drop  it. 
'  To  this  complexion  things  must  come  at  last.' 
The  people  of  this  country  must  be  prepared  to 
face  all  and  everything  that  stands  before  the 
patriot  which  was  set  before  them  in  past  days, 
or  else  be  prepared  to  let  England  come  in  and 
govern  them,  and  rule  their  country.  England 
maintained  in  this  country  a  very  large  garrison. 
Some  were  uniformed  as  policemen,  some  as 
soldiers,  some  as  Militia,  some  wore  the  ermine ; 
but  whatever  shape  or  form  these  men  might 
take,  he  looked  upon  them  all,  every  one  of  them, 
from  the  bailiff  to  the  Judge,  as  their  enemy, 
and  he  was  glad  to  say  they  made  the  people 
feelit." 

This  was  plain  language.  These  Judges 
who  did  their  duty  honestly,  and  were 
loyal  to  the  connection  between  the  two 
countries,  were  denounced  as  aliens  and 
enemies.  They  were  personally  insulted, 
and  false  charges  were  raked  up  and 
brought  against  them.  .  Then,  as  to  the 
Amendment,  he  had  one  or  two  words  to 
say  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  under- 
taken to  support  tliose  grave  charges. 
Let  the  House  consider  whether  it  was 
possible  for  the  perverse  ingenuity  of 
any  man  to  frame  words  calculated  to 
rankle  more  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people,  or  to  more  inflame  their  passions 
and  drive  them  to  despair.  They  were 
told  in  it — 

"That  justice  is  administered  in  a  most 
partial  and  prejudiced  spirit,  and  that  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  in  the  application  of  the 
Law  is  destroyed  by  a  system  of  jury  packing 
which  has  already,  in  the  opinion  of  the  vast 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  led  to  many  ini- 
quitous sentences  and  the  execution  of  iimocent 
persons." 

He  wanted  to  know  on  what  evidence 
the  hon.  Member  founded  that  charge. 
The  only  case  which  he  did  mention  was 
the  case  of  the  Huddys — one  of  the 
foulest  murders  ever  perpetrated.  He 
knew  those  persons ;  the  one  a  harmless, 
tottering  old  man,  who  bad  committed  no 
other  crime  than  that  of  acting  as  bailiff, 
and  the  other  his  grandson.  Such  was 
the  frenzy  created  in  the  minds  of  the 
people,  so  far  were  they  demoralized, 
that  these  two  harmless  and  inoffensive 
men  were  murdered  in  the  most  brutal 
manner  in  the  open  day,  and  their  bodies 
thrown  into  the  lake.  No  one  ever 
doubted  or  questioned  for  a  moment  the 
justice  of  the  verdict,  the  sentence,  or  the 
penalty ;  but,  notwitanding  this,  the  hon. 
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Member  came  forward  and  told  not  onl] 
the  Irish  people,  but  the  English  peoph 
that  the  system  had  **  led  to  many  ini- 
quitous sentences  and  the  execution 
innocent  persons,"  bringing  forwai 
only  this  one  cacm  to  support  the  chargeil 
But  the  hoQ.  Member  had  thrown  a 
touch  of  sarcasm  into  the  whole  matter 
when  he  said — 

"  And  that  unless  the  Irish  Executive  aban- 
don unconstitutional  and  tyrannical  courses,  and 
depend  upon  the  Constitutional  administnttiQn 
of  the  ordinary  Law,  the  result  may  be  pre- 
judicial in  the  extreme  degree  to  the  cause  of 
peace  and  order  in  Ireland." 

He  thought  the  Government  had  made 
an  experiment  in  depending  upon    the 
Oonstitutional  administration  of  the  or- 
dinary law ;    for  when  they  came  into 
power  one  of  their  first  acts  was  to  fall 
back  upon  the  ordinary  law — a  raeh  and 
reckless  proceeding,    which    had    been 
attended  with   most    disastrous    conse- 
quences, and,  as  the  results  had  shown, 
an  experiment  which  they  had  to  come 
and  tell  the  House  had  failed.   But  why 
did  it  fail  ?  That  experimentof  itself  had 
the  seeds  of  great  danger  in  it ;  but^it 
failed  because  the  hou.  Member  for  Cork 
City  and  his  Friends  set  themselves, 
from  the  very  day  of  their  election  to 
this  Parliament,  by  every  means  in  their 
power  to  stir  up  the  passions  of  the  Irish 
people  and  to  set  on  foot  an  agitation, 
which,  as  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  said  at  the 
time,  could  lead  to  nothing  but  a  bloody 
resistance.  It  had  led  to  nothing  else;  but 
now  that  organisation  had  been  broken 
down  by  a  strong  Act  of  repression  firmly 
administered.     Then  the  hon.  Member 
actually  came  to  the  House  and  told 
them  that  they  had  better  have  recourse 
to  a  Constitutional  administration  of  the 
ordinary    law.      He  thought    that  the 
present  time  was  the  most  injudicious 
time    possible    to    raise    this  question. 
They  had  seen  lately    in  Ireland  the 
policy  which   he    advocated  illustrated 
and  illumined  by   fierce   and   terrible 
lights.  They  had  seen  how  agitation  was 
followed  by  outrages.    The  progress  of 
the  agitation  seemed  to  walk  and  talk  in 
the  persons  of  men  high  in  the  oonfi- 
dence  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  yet  the 
hon.  Member  asked  the  Government  to 
to  say  what  they  would  do  when  the 
Crimes  Act  expired  ?    He  should  eay 
that  the  information  he  asked  of  the 
House  and  the  country  would  depend 
very  much  upon  the  state  in  which  Ire* 
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Xfli^nd  miglit  be  found  when  that  time 

a-rrived.    Thej  could  easily  judge  of  the 

8t:ate  in  which  it  would  be  found  if  the 

^^aching  of  the  hon.  Member  and  his 

lF*riends  were  to  be  taken  and  acted  upon. 

lJ.e  would  read  a  few  words  of  a  speech 

TZiade  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford, 

'^irho  was  speaking  of  the  operation  of 

tlie  Crimes  Act.     Having  admitted  that 

it  bad  had  a  very  depressing  effect  on 

the  cause  in  which  he  was  interested,  he 

^went  on  to  say  that — 

**  He  asked  his  friends  not  to  display  im- 
patience of  result,  but  to  continue  as  they  had 
been  going  on,  and  to  say  to  themselves,  that 
although  there  might  be  a  pause  and  a  lull  at 
present  in  consequence  of  coercion,  yet  that  the 
movement  and  its  leaders  were  only,  to  use  an 
Irish  expression,  '  backing  for  a  leap  ;*  " 

and  having  explained  that  their  move- 
ment had  started  for  the  purpose  of 
dearinff  out  the  English  garrison  from 
Ireland,  he  added — 

"  Therefore  men  of  Ireland  lift  up  your 
hearts !  The  Crimes  Act  lasts  only  for  Uiree 
years,  and  when  that  Act  expires  we  will  once 
more  sally  forth  upon  the  enemy  with  renewed 
courage  and  greater  experience. 

Now,  it  would  depend  on  the  people  of 
this  country  whether  the  disastrous  his- 
tory of  the  past  few  years  in  Ireland  was 
to  be  continued  or  not.  It  would  depend 
on  that  House  whether  it  was  to  go  on, 
btage  by  stage,  from  unwise  concession 
to  unwise  concession,  until  they  landed 
themselves  on  the  brink  of  a  precipice, 
over  which  they  would  topple  and  bring 
to  an  end  all  the  greatness  and  all  the 
glory  of  their  country.    It  was  no  use  for 
the  people  of  England  to  say,  **  It  must 
come ;  it  is  inevitable."    It  need  not 
come,  and  it  would  not  come  unless  they 
chose.     He  would  also  refer  to  the  re- 
markable observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  that  evening. 
When  he  called  attention  to  the  differ- 
ences which  he  detected  between  the 
expressed  views  and  the  declared  policy 
of  the  various  sections  of  the  present 
Government,   he  denounced  the  action 
and  condemned  the  policy  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,   and  the  Chief   Secretary, 
and  others  in  the  Government,  and  said 
that  all  his  confidence  was  in  a  certain 
section  of  politicians,  and  his  greatest 
faith  in  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.     He  (Mr.  Flunket),  ventured  to 
submit  to  the  House  and  the  country 
that  here  was  the  real  danger.    If  they 
psue  persuaded  the  Irish  people  that 


England  and  the  English  people,  as  a 
whole,  were  resolved  that,  whatever 
other  matters  they  would  discuss  in  the 
way  of  conciliation  and  concession,  there 
was  one  matter  which  they  would  not 
entertain,  which  they  would  not  admit 
into  the  field  of  discussion  at  all — namely, 
the  question  of  the  disseverance  of  the 
Union  between  the  two  countries — they 
would  understand  perfectly  well  that 
they  would  have  no  hope  of  obtaining 
such  a  thing ;  they  would  apply  them- 
selves, as  Englishmen  did,  to  seek  re- 
form and  improvement  by  fair  discus- 
sion and  legitimate  political  agitation ; 
they  would  return  to  the  ways  of  peace, 
capital  would  come  back  to  the  country, 
and  that  course  of  prosperity  which  was 
proceeding  steadily  until  a  few  years  ago 
would  be  resumed  and  carried  success- 
fully forward.  In  his  opinion  there  was 
one  view  which  must  be  taken  of  the 
action  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  in  bringing  forward  the  Amend- 
ment and  pressing  it  to  a  division.  Of 
course,  it  would  go  all  over  the  country 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  pressed  the 
Amendment  containing  the  passages 
which  he  had  quoted.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  talk  with  pathos  and  passion  of 
oppression  and  of  suffering  in  Ireland, 
of  the  gallows  and  the  gaol;  but  the 
Amendment,  pressed  as  it  had  been,  by 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway,  was 
as  much  calculated  as  anything  could 
possibly  be  to  rouse  the  Irish  people, 
and  to  rouse  them  in  what  must  be  an 
ineffectual  struggle.  It  was  urged  that 
the  Crimes  Act  was  passed  because  of 
the  assassination  of  nigh  officials,  and 
that  it  was  being  applied  in  Ireland 
with  increased  severity  because  of  the 
attempt  to  assassinate  Judges  and  jury-> 
men.  Could  anything  be  more  calcu- 
lated to  agitate  an  excitable  people  to 
commit  again  such  crimes,  or  attempt  to 
commit  them,  than  appeals  to  the  pas- 
sions which  were  embodied  in  such  an 
Amendment  as  this?  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  hon.  Member  to  charge  the 
Government  with  exciting  and  exaspe- 
rating the  people  by  such  legislation  as 
the  Crimes  Act ;  but  he  threw  back  the 
charge  on  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends ;  and  if  it  should  appear  after 
the  debate  of  that  evening,  and  after  the 
Amendment  was  brought  forward,  that 
fresh  outrages  occurred,  then  upon  him 
(Mr.  Parnell)  and  those  who  acted  with 
him  would  the  responsibility  rest;    on 
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him  and  them  would  rest  the  great 
responaibility  if  more  murdered  men 
were  thrown  upon  the  heap  that  already 
lay  there,  not  only  of  those  who  met 
sudden  and  untimely  deaths  at  the 
hands  of  the  assassin  in  pursuance  of 
the  dictates  and  the  policy  of  this  agita- 
tion, but  also  of  those  other  unhappy  men 
who — criminals  though  they  were,  one 
could  not  help  regretting  their  fate — 
were  the  instruments  and  the  misguided 
victims  of  their  machinations. 

Mb.  O'BEIEN  :  Sir,  I  had  not  the 
advantage  of  hearing  the  whole  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  the 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Porter);  but  the  position, so  far 
as  I  can  make  it  out,  taken  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Advisers  in  Ireland  is  that, 
because  there  have  been  crimes  springing 
from  the  attempt  to  repress  agitation, 
all  agitation  in  Ireland  is  a  crime,  and 
must  be  put  down.  Notwithstanding  all 
the  jocosity  and  the  disinterested  indig- 
nation of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  is  just  after  addressing 
the  House  (Mr.  Plunket),  I  venture  to 
assert  that  no  serious  attempt  has  been 
made  to  answer  or  dispute  the  facts  that 
were  enumerated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The 
argument  appears  to  be  that,  even  ad* 
mitting  all  the  matters  which  he  enume- 
rated to  be  uncontested,  as  they  are  in- 
contestable, if  they  can  show  a  decrease 
in  the  statistics  of  crime,  no  matter  how 
produced — whether  naturally,  as  I  and 
my  Friends  say,  by  the  release  of  the 
'* suspects"  and  the  operations  of  the 
Land  and.'Arrears  Acts ;  or  violently  and 
unnaturally,  as  our  opponents  say,  by  the 
hangman — they  need  give  no  further  jus- 
tification for  any  and  every  assault  upon 
public  freedom  in  Ireland.  The  field  of 
complaint  against  the  Irish  Government 
is  so  wide  that  I  shall  confine  my  obser- 
vations to  two  of  the  subjects  that  have 
been  dealt  with  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork ;  and, 
with  the  leave  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  last  addressed 
you,  I  venture  to  say  that  they  alone 
would  justify,  and  amply  justify,  the 
terms  of  this  Amendment.  The  two 
subjects  I  speak  of  are  the  attacks  upon 
the  Press  and  the  so-called  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Ghreen  Street.  The  kind 
of  circular  argument  by  which  these 
two  sets  of  Govemmentid  outrages  are 
made  to  justify  one  another  is  worthy 
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of  the  ingenious  Gentlemen  wlio 
the  present  Advisers  of  the  Oro^wn  in 
Dublin  Castle.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  it 
is  necessary  to  the  case  of  the  Govexn- 
ment  to  prove,  in  the  first  place,  tliat 
crimes  have  disappeared,  because  o£  tlie 
hangings ;  and  it  is  necessary  for  tliem 
to  defend  their  attacks  on  the  freedom  of 
the  Press,  by  arguing  that  very  despe- 
rate crimes  in  Dublin  did  follow  in  tlie 
wake  of  the  hangman.  Now,  I  will  g^ 
at  once  straight  to  the  grounds  upon. 
which  these  trials  in  Dublin  were  im* 
peached  in  Ireland,  and  upon  wliicli. 
they  are  also  impeached  in  this  Amend- 
ment.   As  to  the  charge  of  misconcinct 

against  the  jury  in  the  Hynes'  case a 

charge  which  alleged  that  three  jurors 
were  engaged  in  riotous  and  indecent 
conduct  the  night  before  they  sent  tliat 
unfortunate  youth  to  the  gallows — I  only 
press  the  matter  to  this  extent.     Tlie 
Irish  public  have  before  them,  on  the  one 
side,  the  oaths  of  11  independent  wit* 
nesses,  not  one  of  whom  I  spoke  to  upon 
the  subject,  until  I  went  with  a  solicitor 
to  take  their  affidavits,  and  one  of  whom 
was  the  sister  of  an  eminent  ecclesiastic, 
who  happened  to  be  staying  in  the  hotel, 
and  with  whom  I  never  had  the  honour 
of  exchanging  a  word,  until,  in  the  inte- 
rests of  truth,  she  came  forward  to  giye 
her  testimony.     Upon  the  other  side, 
there  are  loose  declarations  by  the  in- 
criminated jurors  and  officials,  admitting 
that  there  was  noise  and  disorder.  Then 
there  is  the  evidence  of  the  hotel  bill, 
showing  a  consumption  of  liquor  which 
would  account  for  more  than  all  I  ever 
alleged.  If  that  charge  were  unfounded, 
it  was  due  to  the  jurors  themselves  that 
its  falsehood  should  have  been  fully  and 
publicly  established  and  punished ;  but 
when,  in  Ireland,  anything  like  free  or 

gublic  inquiry  was  shirked,  when  the 
on.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray), 
merely  because  he  called  for  an  inquiiy, 
was  punished  in  a  manner  and  a  temper 
which  has  since  brought  down  the  silent 
censure  of  a  Bill  in  this  House  to  limit 
the  power  of  Judges,  what  were  the 
Irish  people  to  conclude,  except  what 
they  have  concluded — that  the  stmg  and 
scandal  of  that  charge  was  that  it  was 
true?  These  charges  might  have  been 
small  in  themselves ;  but  they  must  be 
taken  in  connection  with  the  conduct  of 
the  Judge ;  in  connection  with  the  fact 
that  one  of  these  jurors — their  champion 
in  the  newspapers — wastheSecretaiy  of 
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the  I*roperty  Defence  Assooiation,  whose 
name  ^wba  signed  at  that  time  to  an 
appeal    for  funds  to  be  used  against 
the    Irish   tenantry.      Above  all,  who 
denies  that  during  that  whole  Commis- 
sion, in   a  city  in  which  the  Catholics 
are  fiye  to  one,  the  jury  sworn  in  each 
of  the  four  capital  cases  was  composed 
exduaiTely  of  Protestants,  and  the  Catho- 
lics were  bidden  to  stand  by  to  a  man. 
That  extraordinary  state  of  facts  was  de- 
bated here  during  the  Autumn  Session. 
I  think  I  do  not  go  too  far  in  saying 
it  created  a  feeling  of  profound  uncom- 
foriableness  among  the  English  people. 
If  rumour  goes  for  anything,  even  the 
highest  quarters  are  credited  with  a  de- 
termination that  the  practices  in  Green 
Street  were  unfortunate  for  the  ends  of 
justice,  and  ought  to  be  amended.     At 
the  next  following  Commission,  at  all 
STents,  before  Mr.  Justice  Barry,  a  very 
remarkable  change  was  manifested.   On 
the  jury  that  tried  Patrick  Joyce  for  the 
Maamtrasna    massacre,   there  were  at 
least  five  Catholics  sworn,  where  pre- 
viously every  man  of  their  creed  had 
been  banned.  These  gentlemen  did  their 
duty  Hke  fearless  citizens,  their  verdict 
was  acquiesced  in  by  public  opinion, 
and  there  was  an  universal  feeling  of 
relief  and  satisfaction  in  Ireland  that, 
to  a  great  extent,  trial  by  jury  had  been 
rehabilitated  so  as  to  be  a  fair  tribunal 
for  the  trial  of  what  all  believed  to  be 
revolting  crimes.     Therefore,  the  Go- 
vernment had  arrived  at  a  time  when 
juries  which,  if  not  fairly,  were  at  least 
decently  constituted,  found  verdicts  that 
gained  respect  and  confidence.     What 
followed?    The  December  Commission 
came,  at  which  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  pre- 
sided.    Upon  one  trial,  that  of  Patrick 
Higgins  (Long),   upon  more  doubtful 
eyidence,  a  jury  dared  to  have  a  doubt, 
and  disagreed.    A  particular  juror  (a 
Catholic)  was  held  up  to  public  obloquy 
by  Ths  Daily  Kxpreu^  as  unmistakeably 
as  if  he  had  been  singled  out  by  name 
^  the  cause  of  the  disagreement.     Did 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  who 
previously  laid  down,  in  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow,  that  news- 
papers had  no  right  to  review  judicial 
proceedings  —  did  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  institute  a  prosecu- 
tion for  wilful  and  malicious  libel  against 
Th0  Dmly  £xpr$$e  f    Did  he  uphold  the 
^^ht  of  honest  juries  to  acquit  as  well 


as    to  convict    according    to    the    evi- 
dence ?    On  the  contrary,  from  that  mo« 
ment  the  system  of  merciless  exclusion 
of  Catholics,  which  had  been  dropped  as 
a  scandal,  was  resorted  to  more  per- 
sistently than  before.    In  the  first  trials, 
only  26  jurors  had  been  set  aside  in 
the  Hynos'  case,  only  20  in  the  case  of 
Patrick  Walsh,  and  17  in  the  case  of 
Michael  Walsh.    In  the  last  trials,  after 
one  jury  had  been  guilty  of  a  disagree- 
ment,  41    jurors,   36    of   whom    were 
Catholics,  were  set  aside  on  the  trial  of 
Patrick  Higgins ;  50  jurors,  of  whom  44 
were  Catholics,  were  set  aside  on  the 
trial  of  Thomas  Higgins  (Long),  and 
53  jurors,  41   of  them  Catholics,  were 
ordered  to  stand  aside  on  the  trial  of 
Michael  Flynn.  The  fact  that  one  Whig 
Catholic  was  retained  on  each  jury  only 
made  the  exclusion  of  his  co-religionists 
more  galling,  and  brought  out  the  fact 
that  juries,  instead  of  being  indifferently 
chosen  from  the  panels  prescribed  by  the 
Act,  were  so  concocted  that  those  who 
would  have  heard  the  evidence  free  from 
vengefulness  or  panic  were  excluded, 
while  those  who  were  bidden  to  indulge 
their  prejudice  as  a  sacred  duty  to  society 
were  sworn.     Was  the  constitution  of 
these  juries  corrected  by  the  conduct  of 
the  Judge  ?    I  do  not  intend  to  answer 
the  eulogiums  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  with 
denunciations.  I  will  j  ust  give  the  House 
one  example — I  could  give  hundreds  just 
as  easily.     Patrick  Higgins  (Long)  was 
the  first  of  three  persons  tried  before 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  for  the  murders  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman — the  murders  of  the  Huddys. 
He  was  convicted,  beyond  doubt,  on  the 
testimony  of  the  informer  Kerrigan.  The 
informer  stated  that  Higgins'  part  in  the 
murder  was  striking  the  elder  Huddy  on 
the  head  with  a  stone,  while  he  described 
the  two  other  prisoners  yet  to  be  tried 
as  the  persons  who  fired  the  shots  that 
caused  the  deaths,  and  the  ringleaders 
in  the  disposal  of  the  bodies.  Such  being 
the  state  of  the    evidence,   the  Judge 
came  to  pass  sentence  in  the  case  of  the 
first  prisoner,  Thomas  Higgins  (Long). 
The  learned  Judge  evidently  had  pre- 
sent to  his  mind  that  his  simple  duty 
then  was  to  have  pronounced  that  sen- 
tence, for  he  commenced  by  saying — 

"As  the  prisoner  does  not  understand  the 
English  language,  and  as  there  are  other  per- 
sons to  be  tried  on  the  same  charge,  I  forbear 
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at  present,  for  obvious  and  necessary  reasons, 
from  any  observations  in  passing  sentence.*' 

Nothing  could  have  been  more  consonant 
with  fair  plaj  and  good  sense.  Tet,  fresh 
from  this  resolve  not  to  prejudice  the 
other  men  whom  next  day  ho  had  to  try 
for  life  or  death,  the  learned  Judge  in 
the  very  next  sentence  bursts  out  into 
this  astounding  statement — 

'<  Agreeing  as  I  do,  entirely  and  confidently, 
in  the  justice  and  necessity  of  the  verdict  of 
*  Guilty '  that  has  been  found  by  the  jury,  I 
consider  it  my  duty  at  the  same  time  to  state 
that,  in  my  opinion,  the  prisoner  is  the  least 
guilty  of  the  persons  concerned  in  the  murder. 
The  evidence  has  produced  in  my  mind  the 
firm  belief  that  the  murder  did  not  originate 
with  him." 

Here  we  have  the  Judge  laying  down 
two  excellent  reasons  for  silence  and  for- 
bearance— one,  that  the  prisoner  whom 
he  was  supposed  to  be  addressing  did 
not  understand  a  word  he  said ;  the 
other,  that  two  prisoners  remained  to  be 
tried  on  the  same  charge,  and  with  pre- 
cisely the  same  evidence.  But  here,  in 
the  very  next  breath,  he  breaks  violently 
through  his  own  prudent  rule,  and  de- 
clares the  man  whom  he  considers  to 
be  guilty,  to  be  yet  the  least  guilty  of 
the  persons  concerned  in  that  murder, 
the  only  other  persons  with  whom  he  or 
the  jury  had  to  do,  the  only  other  per- 
sons whom  they  had  reason  to  suspect 
of  greater  or  any  guilt,  being  the  two 
men  who  yet  remained  to  be  tried,  and 
whom  the  informer  Kerrigan  declared 
to  be  the  principals.  These  obser- 
vations of  the  Judge's  were  not  meant 
for  the  prisoner  whom  he  was  sentencing. 
He  knew  that  he  did  not  understand  the 
language.  They  were  not  meant  by  way 
of  intercession,  for  he  knew  where  to 
address  any  appeal  of  that  kind.  He 
knew  that  he  had  said,  in  justice  to  the 
other  men,  that  he  was  bound  to  guard 
himself.  The  jury  evidently  received  a 
shock  from  the  Judge's  speech.  The 
gentleman  who  stood  up  at  the  foreman's 
request,  in  agreeing  with  the  Judge, 
conveyed  to  him  unintentionally  a  very 
heavy  rebuke.     He  said — 

"The  jury  did  not  wish  to  express  any  opi- 
nion as  regards  the  amount  of  the  guilt  of  the 
present  prisoner,  as  there  were  two  others  to 
be  tried ;  but  his  Lordship,  in  passing  sentence, 
haying  mentioned  that  Patrick  Uiggins  (Long) 
was  the  least  guilty  of  the  three,  they  fully 
endorsed  that  opinion." 

Something    extraordinary  —  something 
Vr.  O'Brien 


that,  according  to  the   newspaper 
ports,  made  them  almost  speechless  iritli 
emotion  had   occurred ;  but  as  it  ^wbb 
a  Judge  who  had   said  it,   they    said 
the    same,    probably   feeling    that,     if 
they  erred  at  all,  they  erred  in   ^ood 
company.     A  still  more  extraordinary 
thing  happened  in  the  second  case,  ^rlien 
the  second  prisoner  was  arraigned   and 
the  jury  came  up  to  be  sworn.     Tw^o  of 
the  very  jurors  whose  expression  of  be- 
lief that  the  man  they  had  just  convicted 
was  the  least  guilty  of  the  three,  liad 
barely  left  their  lips,  were  re-sworn   to 
try  one  of  the  only  two  other  persons 
upon  earth  whom  they  had  reason  to 
suspect  of  greater  guilt.    In  any  oilier 
language  than  that  of  legal  fiction,  they 
were  pledged  up  to  the  hilt  to  <K>nTiet. 
Was  any  answer  given  to  that?     Sas 
any  answer  to-night  been  given  to  facts 
like  these  ?    Did  the  Crown  officials,  in 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Garlow, 
or  my  own,  attempt  to  disprove  the  alle- 
gations that  the  juries  were  packed,  that 
the  Judges  were  prejudiced,  and  that 
the  whole  proceedings  were  shamefril 
enough  to  give  some  point  to  the  remark 
of  one  of  the  men  in  the  dock  ? — '*  This 
place  is  no  better  than   a  slaughter- 
house."    That  is  only  a  small  part  of 
what  has  been  happening  in  Ireland. 
We  hear  a  great  deal  of  the  sufferings 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  in  Ireland  and  of  the 
officials.     I  do  not  undervalue  the  risk 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  others 
may  have  had  up  to  a  short  time  ago, 
for,  unhappily,  in  the  condition  in  which 
Ireland  has  been  governed,  both  for  the 
governors  and  the  governed,  risk,  and 
sacrifice,  and  suffering  is  the  badge  of 
all  our  tribe.     I  do  not  doubt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland   finds  his  work  tho- 
roughly disagreeable,   apart  from   the 
personal  risk.     I  hope  the  work  of  dra- 
gooning and  breaking  the  spirit  of  the 
Irish  people  will  always  be  found  dis- 
agreeable, and  will  edways  end,  as  it 
always  has  ended,  in  political  broken- 
heartedness  and  failure.  But  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  others  go  about  in- 
voking sympathy  for  a  knot  of  Castle 
officials,  who  are  keeping  Ireland  in  hot 
water,  and,  perhaps,  burning  their  own 
fingers  sometimes,  I  ask  this  House  not 
to  forget  that  these  Gentlemen,   who 
enjoy  escorts  of  police  and  marines,  have 
not  a  monopoly  of  the  suffering  which  is 
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going  on  in  Ireland.    Men,  perhaps  as 
disintereBted  as  thej,  are  in  Irish  pri- 
sons  to-day  —  degraded  to  the  dress, 
and  the  food,  and  the  company,   they 
cannot  be  degraded  to  the  level  of  com- 
mon  thieves — because  they    happened 
to   be   formidable    to   the    right    hon. 
Gentleman.     We  ought  to  be  grateful 
to  the   right  hon.   Gentleman  for  the 
assurance  given  that  the  hon.  Members 
for  Sligo  and  Boscommon  can,  for  the 
future,  call  a  meeting  of  their  consti- 
tuents,   without  the  leave  of  the  local 
police  officers ;   but   there  are  men   in 
every  town  and  village  in  Ireland  to-day 
who,  every  time  they  open  their  lips, 
know  that  some  bungling  police  reporter 
is  taking  down  their  words,  or  perhaps 
mangling  them,  so  that,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
Harrington),  a  pretext  may  be  found  for 
putting  formidable  men  on  a  plank  bed 
for  months.     There  are  numbers  of  men 
who,  every  time  their  newspaper  is  pub- 
lished, do  not  know  what  minute  para- 
graphs of  local  news,  or  obscure  adver- 
tisements, may  bring  down  fine  and  im- 
prisonment on  their  heads.    There  are 
men  just  as  sensitive  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  are  every  other  day  the 
object  of  murderous  accusations,  incen- 
diary writings,  and  speeches  at  Hawick 
and  elsewhere.     If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  others  point  to  their  suffer- 
ings, we  point  to  whole  districts — Castle- 
island,  in  Kerry,  is  one  of  them— where 
the  starving  people  are  called  upon  to 
pay  Zs,  in  the  pound  for  extra  police,  and 
where  there  would  be  either  a  general 
fiscal  revolt  or  universal  bankruptcy  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dared  to  en- 
force payment  of  the  blood-tax  which 
he  holds  suspended  over  the  heads  of 
the  people.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lamented  his  hard  fate  in  his  Secretary's 
^o^gOf  I  am  forced  to  remind  him  that 
Irishmen  who  have  been  hustled  to  the 
scaffold  by  packed  juries  and  by  fero- 
cious Judges  are  crying  out  from  their 
graves  that  if  the  law  has  been  vindi- 
cated in  Ireland  it  has  been  vindicated 
&t  the  expense  of  justice  and  decency 
and  of  innocent  life.    It  has  been  amply 
shown  that,  instead  of  justly  claiming 
credit  because  crime  in  Ireland  has  sub- 
sided. Lord  Spencer's  Administration  is 
responsible  for  whatever  crime  has  sur- 
^ved  the  departure  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford. 
I  Bubmit  that  not  only  has  Lord  Spen- 


cer's Administration  been  the  cause  of 
crime  in  others,  but  Lord  Spencer  has 
used  against  the  public  liberty  the  power 
with  which  ho  has  been  intrusted  by  the 
House  to  operate  against  crime  and  out- 
rage, and  used  it  in  such  a  manner  as 
before  now  in  this  House,  when  it  was 
tried  in  England,  has  been  the  signal 
for  armed  revolution,  and  for  a  more 
humble  Address  to  the  Throne. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  there  were 
some  portions  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Pamell)  which  all>  on 
whatever  side  of  the  House  they  sat, 
must  have  heard  with  deep  regret.  The 
hon.  Member  had  drawn  a  picture  of 
parts  of  the  country  and  portions  of  the 
population  that  was  deplorable  in  the 
extreme.  How  far  it  might  be  exagge- 
rated he,  for  one,  did  not  know;  but 
even  assuming  the  picture  to  be  true, 
who  was  responsible,  and  to  whom,  in 
the  first  instance,  was  it  owing  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know,  as  well  as 
any  hon.  Member  in  the  House,  that  it 
was  to  the  organization  of  which  he  was 
one  of  the  most  prominent  leaders  that 
the  desperate  state  of  things  to  which  he 
had  pointed  was  entirely  due.  He  was 
not  the  least  surprised  at  the  Amendment 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  still  less  so  at  the  hon.  Member's 
total  failure  to  adduce  a  single  argument 
in  its  support.  From  some  of  the  an- 
tecedents of  the  hon.  Member,  which 
they  had  lately  witnessed,  it  was  pre- 
cisely what  he  should  have  expected. 
He  was  not  there  to  vindicate  the  Govern- 
ment from  the  long  string  of  aspersions 
which  the  Amendment  contained.  The 
Chief  Secretary  was  more  than  equal  to 
the  task,  if  he  thought  fit  to  undertake 
it;  but  he  might  observe,  in  passing, 
that  he  was  totally  unaware  of  any 
practice  or  precedent  in  Parliament 
which  required  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  any  Member  of  the  House 
to  take  up  the  gauntlet  of  any  other 
Member  who  had  left  the  gravest  accusa- 
tions against  himself  unanswered  and 
unref uted — accusations  which  to  all  ap- 
pearance he  could  not,  or  dared  not, 
meet.  His  object  in  rising,  however, 
was  to  call  attention  to,  and  to  empha- 
size, the  present  situation,  which,  as 
far  as  he  knew,  was  withoutprecedent  in 
the  annals  of  the  House.  He  would  not 
dwell  on  the  very  remarkable  incident 
which  occurred  early  in  the  evening, 
when  a  demand  from  the  responsible 
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Leader  of  the  OppoBition  for  a  day  to 
more  a  Vote  of  Censure  was  deliberately 
refused  by  the  noble  Marquess  who  was 
now  the  Leader  of  the  House.  That 
appeared  to  him  to  afford  an  admirable 
illustration  of  the  courage  and  candour 
of  the  present  Administration.  To  the 
best  of  his  recollection  it  was  a  proceed- 
ing without  precedent  in  that  House. 
Of  this  he  was  certain — that  neyer  when 
a  Vote  was  challenged,  not  once  but 
twice,  first  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
next  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  was  a  day  refused. 
A  day  or  two  ago  they  saw  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  in  the 
character  of  defendant  in  the  House 
against  accusations  distinctly  and  de- 
liberately brought  against  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Q-entleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)— accusa- 
tions of  a  character,  it  should  be  remem- 
bered, which,  if  true,  covered  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his 
associates  with  shame,  and  which,  if  not 
true,  must  entail  the  severest  condemna- 
tion and  even  the  censure  of  the  House  of 
Commons  upon  the  man  who  made  them. 
There  was  no  escape  from  that  position. 
Consequently,  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  rose  the  other  night, 
those  who  heard  him  in  that  House,  and 
that  infinitely  larger  audience  beyond 
those  walls,  waited  with  bated  breath  to 
hear  what  explanations  were  possible  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Member.  Those 
explanations  had  not  hitherto  been 
forthcoming,  and  yet  to-day  the  hon. 
Member,  with  brazen  front  and  de- 
meanour unabashed,  almost  oame  for- 
ward, in  the  terms  of  an  Amendment 
which  he  was  totally  unable  to  support, 
in  the  character  of  an  accuser  of  the 
Government  of  crimes  and  misdemean- 
ours of  every  shade  and  hue.  He  took 
leave  to  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  it  did 
not  lie  with  him,  or  with  any  Member 
of  that  House  who  was  himself  the  sub- 
ject of  the  gravest  possible  accusation, 
which  had  been  left  unref  uted  and  un- 
answered, to  bring  forward  accusa- 
tions against  others.  He  would  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  of  the  scorn 
which  awaited  every  Member  of  the 
House  who,  when  challenged  and 
charged  with  accusations  which,  if  true, 
were  disgraceful  and  scandalous  in  the 
opinion  of  them  all,  was  yet  slow  and 
backward  in  defending  his  honour  and 
his  good  name,  or  who  could  not,  or 

Mr.  Cha^iin 


who  dared  not,  meet  them.     It  was  idle 
to  appeal  from  England  to  the  public 
opinion  of    Ireland.     Surely   the  hon« 
Member  could    not   suppose   that   the 
people  of  Ireland,  a  people  quick  to 
resent  injuries  and  to  hurl  back  accusa- 
tions,  would  be   satisfied  with  his  de- 
fence ?    It  was  a  pitiable  sight  for  them 
the  other  night,  it  was  not  a  pleasant 
one  for  any  Member  of   the  House  of 
Commons,  to  see  the  kon.  Member  cower- 
ing beneath  the  charges  and  the  con- 
tumely of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  and  being  all  the 
time  either  afraid  or  unable  to  answer 
him.     He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  never  would 
believe  that  his  speech  on  that  occasion 
was  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
craven  as  it  was ;  and  he  apprehended 
that  as  soon  as  it  was  widely  known, 
that  evil  influence  which  he  had  wielded 
so  long  in  Ireland  would  be  weakened 
among  Irish  men  and  Irish  women,  and 
wherever  the  Irish  tongue  was  spoken 
in  every  country  of  the  world.     The  hon. 
Member's  excuses  would  not  do,  and 
would  not  serve  to  hide  the  fact  that  he 
was  totally  unable  to  meet  the  charges 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford ;   and  it  would  remain  on 
record  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
through  the  silence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  had  established  the 
charges  made  by  him  on  that  occasion, 
and  his  assertions  that  the  hon.  Member 
either  connived  at  outrages  or  was  will- 
ing to  gain  advantage  by  them.    In  the 
face  of  an  unanswered  charge  like  that, 
it  did  not  lie  with  the  hon.  Member  to 
asperse  the  Government  or  any  Member 
of  the  House,  and  he  had  no  claim  or 
right  or  title  to  any  answer  whatever, 
He  wished  that  the  matter  might  end 
here ;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  had  so  estab- 
lished his  charges  as  to  do  much  to  crush 
the  leaders  of  the  Land  League,  he  had 
also  done  something  to  crush  and  expose 
his  late  Colleagues  in  the  Cabinet,  and 
especially  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  who  had  always  been  noto- 
rious for  the  patronage,  support,  and 
sympathy   for    the    Association   which 
now  stood  convicted  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  of  having  syste- 
matically incited  to  outrage  and  murders 
since  1880.     He  was  not  the  least  siu^ 

grised  at  the  terms  in  which  he  hon. 
[ember  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  spoken 
of  his  old  and  faithful  aUy— the  Presi- 
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dent  of  the   Board  of  Trade — as  one 
of  the  few   Englishmen  in  the  House 
who  oorrectly  appreciated  the  merits  of 
the  Irish  Question.    Interpreting  those 
merits  from  the  point  of  view  of   the 
hon.  Member   for   the    City  of  Oork, 
it  was  sincerely  to  be  hoped  that  he 
stood  alone  in  that  appreciation.    The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  when 
charged  with  countenancing  outrages  to 
pass  Liberal  measures,  said  he  would 
treat  such  charges  with  contempt.  With- 
out endorsing  or  repeating  any  charges 
of  that  nature,  he  would  submit  to  the 
House  one  or  two  facts  which  not  even 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  could  treat 
with  contempt,  unless  he  wished  to  be 
classed    in   the  same  category  as  the 
hon.  Member    for  the  City   of   Cork. 
It    was    abundantly    proved    by    the 
right  hon.    Gentleman  the    late  Chief 
Secretary  that  the  Land  League  had,  by 
its  agents  and  employiSf  systematically 
incited  to  outrage  and  murder  as  far  back 
as  the  year  1880.  That  knowledge  must, 
of  course,  have  been  communicated  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Colleagues  in 
the  Cabinet,  it  being  far  too  important 
to  be  withheld  from  them.  Yet,  with  all 
this  knowledge  and  information  on  his 
mind,  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
went    down  to  Liverpool   in  October, 
1881,    and  there  deliberately  made  a 
speech  than   which  nothing  was  more 
calculated  to  encourage  and  strengthen 
the  Land  League  to  continue  in  its  hate- 
ful course.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  avowed  objects  of  the  League 
were  legal ;  and  he  coolly  limited  these 
avowed  obiects  to  the  examination  of  a 
Byatem  and  the  reform  of  an  unjust  law. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  knew  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Land  League,  who 
was  the  true  exponent  of  its  objects, 
would  not  endorse  that  statement;  he 
would  not  acknowledge  that  the  avowed 
objects  were  limited  in  any  way  as  the 
^ght  hon  Gentleman  had  suggested  that 
they  were ;  indeed,  he  had  publicly  de- 
clared the  contrary.    A  year  and  a-half 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
bis  speech  at  Liverpool,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  had  said— 

'*  None  of  us  in  Ireland  or  America,  wherever 
^may  be,  will  be  satisfied  until  we  have  de- 
■voyed  the  last  link  which  connects  Ireland 
^th  England." 

Tbis  was  the  original  object  of  the  Land 
J^^gtie,  and  always  had  been  from  the 
first ;  and  yet,  in  spite  of  this  distinct 


and  deliberate  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  the  Leader  of  the  Land 
League — as  the  exponent  of  its  objects 
and  its  views — the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  did  not  scruple  to  de- 
clare, at  Liverpool,  that — 

'^  The.  original  objects  of  the  Land  League 
were  legal,  and  even  praiseworthy  ;  and  that  to 
have  stifled  agitation  at  that  time  would  have 
been  to  have  prevented  reform." 

It  came  to  this,  that  to  have  stifled 
agitation — and,  remember,  that  in  sti- 
fling agitation  they  would  have  in 
great  degree  stifled  the  outrages  and 
the  murders  which  were  the  outcome  of 
it — would  have  been  to  have  stifled  re- 
form, by  which,  he  supposed,  was  meant 
the  passing  of  some  Liberal  measures. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  therefore, 
persistently  neglected  to  take  the  steps 
that  were  necessary  and  which  would 
have  been  effectual.  In  what  respect, 
he  asked,  did  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  differ  from  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  in 
this,  that  both  were  contented  to  profit 
and  to  gain  advantage  from  the  state  of 
things — the  agitation  and  outrages— 
which  then  existed  in  Ireland?  He 
awaited  an  explanation  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  as  much  anxiety  as 
ho  had  awaited  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  and  he  trusted  it 
would  be  with  a  more  satisfactory  result. 
The  Conservatives  had  been  taunted 
throughout  these  debates  that  what  they 
desired  was  to  discredit  the  policy  of 
conciliation.  They  desired  nothing  of 
the  kind.  They  were  sick,  and  they  be- 
lieved the  country  to  be  sick  of  weak 
and  unworthy  concession  to  agitation 
and  outrage;  but  they  had  no  desire, 
and  never  had  a  desire,  to  discredit  the 
policy  of  wise  conciliation  and  reform. 
They  had  been  taunted  with  this — that 
the  Tory  Party  had  no  policy  whatever 
except  coercion.  There  never  was  a 
statement  more  exactly  the  opposite  of 
truth.  They  had  advocated  for  years 
measures  for  Ireland  which  would  have 
tended  to  the  permanent  benefit  and  the 
permanent  amelioration  of  the  people  of 
that  country.  [CrtM  of  **  Name  !  "J 
They  had  advocated  emigration  from 
the  congested  districts  of  the  country, 
and  migration ;  the  introduction  and 
encouragement,  wherever  it  was  pos- 
sible, of  manufactures ;  the  opening  of 
public  works ;  they  had  advocated  any- 
thing and  everything  by  which  the  at- 
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tention  of  the  people  could  be  diverted 
in  Bome  degpree  from  the  cultiyation  of 
the  soil  as  the  only  means  of  their  exist- 
ence  wherever  it  was  inadequate  for 
their   sustenance    and    support,   whilst 
the  policy  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who  ridiculed  all  Tory  propositions  of 
reform,  had   always  been   the  same — 
namely,  to  link  them  and  bind  them 
to  the  soil  more  inseparably  than  ever. 
The  charges  which  had  been  brought 
against  the  Tory  Party  in  that  respect 
he  considered    totally   unjustified,  and 
totally  unworthy  of   those  who   made 
them.     They  were  asked  another  ques- 
tion, and  it  was  this — "  When  this  con- 
spiracy  of    assassination  is  destroyed, 
what  message  are  you  going  to  send 
to    Ireland  r      What    are    you    going 
to  do  then  for  the  mass  of  Irish  peo- 
ple ?  "     He  ventured  to  reply  to  that 
question   in  this  way.     Ever  since  he 
had   been    in   Parliament,   which  was 
some  time  longer  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Liberal  Party  had  been 
sending  messages  of  peace  to  Ireland, 
and  these  messages  of  peace  had  always 
been  of  the  same  character  and  descrip- 
tion, and  had  invariably  ended  in  the 
same  results.     To  take  away  property 
from  one  class  and  give  it  to  another 
class  as  a  sop  to  agitation  had  been  their 
only  and  their  sole  resource.     Confisca- 
tion on  the  one  hand,  and  concession  to 
outrage  on  the  other  hand,  were  appa- 
rently the  highest  flights  of  statemanship 
at  which  they  had  ever  aimed.  Between 
them  the  Liberal  Party  had  rung  the 
changes,  till  it  came  to  this  that,  except 
Home  Bule,  they  had  little  more  to  give, 
and  as  far  as  property  in  Ireland  was 
concerned,  they  had  literally  left  nothing 
more  to  take,  and  they  had  so  demoralized 
the  country  by  measures  of  this  nature, 
repeated  over  and  over  again,  that  the 
last  state  of  the  country  was  infinitely 
worse  than  it  was  at  first.     Then,  what 
were  they  to  do  now  ?    He  would  tell 
them  in  a  sentence.    They  must  first 
make  the  law  respected,  and  then,  since 
they  spumed  all  the  Tory  propositions 
for  the   amelioration  of   Ireland,    and 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  them,  let 
them  for  a  considerable  period,  at  all 
events,  leave  Ireland  alone.     Try  it,  at 
all  events,  for  a  time,  and  it  would  be  a 
new  policy  with  them.     ''  No,"  said  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
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the  Board  of  Trade,  ''it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  any  Liberal  Government  ta 
entertain  such  a  policy  for  a  moment. 
Why,  it  would  involve  the  creation  of  a 
new  Poland  within  four  hours  of  this 
country!"  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  did  not 
wonder  at  the  looks  of  blank  dismay  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  among  some  of  his 
Colleagues  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  utterance  to  that  remarkable, 
very  foolish,  and,  he  feared,  painful  state- 
ment. Some  of  them,  at  all  events, 
appeared  at  last  to  recognize  how  dee- 
perate  was  the  condition  of  Ireland  at 
the  present  moment ;  and  he  (Mr.  Chap- 
lin) put  it  to  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  if  it  was  possible  to 
conceive  on  the  part  of  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  with  all  the  in- 
formation they  had  before  them  of  Ire- 
land, and  of  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, at  the  present  moment,  if  it 
was  possible  to  conceive  a  statement 
more  calculated  to  render  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  impossible  by  his  Col- 
leagues ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  freely  charged,  in  the  course  of 
these  debates,  with  intriguing  behind 
the  backs  of  his  Colleagues.  He  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  should  not  repeat,  nor  did  he 
desire  to,  for  a  single  moment,  endorse 
any  charge  of  that  character  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  he  did  un- 
hesitatingly say,  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  guilty  of  the  worst 
and  most  unworthy  of  all  the  unworthy 
motives  which  had  been  imputed  to  him, 
he  could  not  have  devised  a  course  more 
likely  to  embarrass  or  to  thwart  the 
action  of  Lord  Spencer  and  his  Col- 
leagues at  that  moment  than  by  the 
language  he  had  used  that  night,  or  one 
more  calculated  to  retard  the  hope  of 
lasting  peace  or  permi^nent  prosperity 
for  unfortunate  and  unhappy  Ireland. 

Mja.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  the 
House  had  just  been  favoured  with  a 
somewhat  lively  contribution  towards 
the  strange  and  singular  sort  of  trian- 
gular duel  which  had  been  progressing 
for  some  time  within  the  walls  of  the 
House.  Hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House 
attacked  the  Opposition,  and  there  was 
a  vigorous  exchange  of  fire  from  the 
other  side ;  then  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
opened  fire  upon  the  Irish  Benches,  and 
united  in  assailing  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
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nell).     Well,  let  them  fire  away.    The 
Irish  Members  could  reply  to  them  and 
to  any  attack  which  might  be  made  upon 
them  from  any  side  of  the  House.  They 
were  animated  by  no  contentions  for  situa- 
tions in  the  Administration  ;  they  had  no 
desire  to  obtain  power  and  pay.     They 
stood  there  to  defend  their  country,  and 
they  had  no  interest  in  all  these  matters, 
except  the  wish  to  sustain  the  cause  of 
right  and  justice,  and  of  an  oppressed 
Nationality.     The  administration  of  the 
Crimes  Act  in  Ireland  was  really  what 
had  been  brought  under  discussion  by 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House, 
and  they  had  heard  such  a  defence  for 
it  as  could  be  made*  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Porter).    They 
had  certainly  been  immensely  edified 
by  the  innocence  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  G-entleman,   and  of  the  Party 
he  represented,  who  were  now  located 
in  Dublin  Castle.     As  to  jury-packing, 
why,  such  a  thine  had  never  been  heard 
of.    No  jury  had  ever  been  packed  in 
Ireland.   It  was  only  some  innocent  and 
mild  process  of  eliminating  one  set  of 
men  from  the  jury  panel,  and  allowing 
another  set  of  men  to    remain.     The 
thing  was  a  popular  delusion  ;  but  how 
did  it  happen  that  this  delusion  was  so 
prevalent  in  Ireland  ?  There  was  no  use 
in  trying  to  hoodwink  the  Irish  people. 
He  did  not  believe  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
could  hoodwink    the  House  of    Com- 
mons ;  bat  he  was  satisfied  the  people  of 
Ireland  could  not  be  deceived.  Did  they 
suppose  that  no  innocent  man  had  ever 
been  convicted  in  Ireland  and  hanged  ? 
Not  only  had  innocent  men  been  con- 
victed and  hanged  in  Ireland,  but  it  was 
a  matter  of  history  that  such  had  been 
the  case  in  England  also.     In  England, 
however,  they  had  trial  by  jury  in  its 
full  development,  and  the  Judges  upon 
the  Bench  were  not  seething  over  with 
political  hatred  against  the  men  who 
were  put  upon  their  trial.    In  Ireland 
there  was  no  such  security,  and  no  such 
safety;  at  any  rate,  they  did  not  exist 
at  the  present  day.     Did  they  not  all 
know  how  men  of  the  highest  position 
and  influence  felt  towards  the  people 
of  Ireland    at  the   present    moment? 
They  were,  in  point  of  fact,  in  a  state 
of  exasperation  against  any  man  who 
was  alleged    to  have  taken  any  part 
whatever   in    the  organization  of   the 


Land'League.     Then,  could  it  be  sup- 
posed that  men  charged  before  these 
special  juries  for  alleged  offences  arising 
out  of  the  organization  of   the  Land 
League    could  possibly   obtain    a  fair 
trial?  There  was  not  the  most  remote 
chance  of  it.     It  was  in  vain  that  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  tried  to 
smooth  over  this  burning  question.     It 
was  in  vain  that  the  right  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  represented  that  this 
process  of  elimination  in  which  the  Bo- 
man  Catholic  jurors  of  the  country  were 
made  to  disappear  from  the  jury  panel 
was  in  harmony  with  justice.     The  feel- 
ing in  Ireland   was  this — that  a  case 
which  came  before  these  special  juries, 
and  these  very  remarkable  Judges,  es- 
pecially the  case  of  men  charged  with 
offences  arising  out  of  the  recent  agi- 
tation,  had    no  chance.      The  verdict 
was  as  good  as  returned  against^  the 
prisoner  the  moment  he  was  put  upon 
his  trial,   and    the  utmost  that  could 
be  expected  was  that,  in  some  cases, 
there  might  be  a  disagreement  among 
the  jury.     He  would  ask  the  House  to 
consider  for  a  moment  the  petty  perse- 
cution which  was  going  on  all  over  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the    land,   and 
then   to  say  whether    the    moment  a 
case  was  ordered  to  be  tried  before  a 
special  jury,  it  was  not  just  the  same 
as  a  conviction.     All  over  the  land  spe- 
cial magistrates  had  been  appointed  to 
work  this  Crimes  Act;  and  they  were 
exercising  their  powers  in  a  manner  that 
rendered  the    idea  of  a  fair  trial  an 
absolute  farce.     He  would  take  the  case 
of  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  who  was 
recently  tried  in  Westmeath  for  having 
made  a  so-called   intimidatory   speech. 
He  (Mr.  Sullivan)  would  assert  there,  in 
the  presence  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  that  the 
prosecution  of  Mr.  Harrington  turned 
entirely  upon  a  single  sentence  in  that 
speech ;  in  point  of  fact,  upon  a  single 
word  in  a  single  sentence,  and  that  word 
was  the  word  *'*  agitation."     Mr.  Har- 
rington  was   addressing  a  meeting  at 
Mullingar,  composed  largely  of  farmers, 
and  he  asked  the  farmers  of  Westmeath 
to  deal  considerately  with  their  labourers. 
He  said  to  the  farmers — 

"  Tho  labouring  claaaes  aasiated  you  in  work- 
ing out  tho  agitation  which  has  obtained  for 
you  considerable  advantages,  and  I  ask  you  in 
this,  their  day  of  trial,  to  remember  Uiat  in 
their  favour ;  to  give  them  a  fair  day's  wagtt 
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for  a  fair  day*B  work,  and  to  open  out  as  much 
employment  for  them  as  you  possibly  can. 
Some  time  ago  a  labourers*  agitation  was  started 
in  Ireland.  I  did  not  join  in  that  agitation, 
because  I  do  not  like  class  movements  at  all ; 
but  I  wish  the  farmers  and  labourers  to  stand 
together,  and  I  say  to  you,  the  farmers  of 
Westmeath,  if  you  do  not  give  them  help  in  their 
distress,  the  force  of  the  agitation  which  has 
been  carried  on  will  be  turned  against  you. 

Now  this  was  the  head  and  front  of  that 
Gentleman's  offending.  The  Goyern- 
ment  chose  to  attach  to  that  word  ''  agi- 
tation "  a  particular  meaning — a  mean- 
ing which  was  never  in  the  mind  of  the 
speaker,  or  attached  to  it  by  anybody, 
except  by  the  policeman  who  took  a  note 
of  it.  It  was  said  that  by  *^  agitation," 
Mr.  Harrington  meant  ''  intimidation," 
crime,  outrage,  arson,  and  heaven  knows 
what  besides.  That  was  a  forced  mean- 
ing attached  to  the  word,  and  a  meaning 
never  intended  to  be  conveyed  to  the 
mind  of  anybody.  But  on  that  single 
word,  and  the  Castle  interpretation  of 
that  single  word,  Mr.  Harring^n  had 
been  sent  to  Mullingar  Gaol,  to  under- 
go two  months'  imprisonment.  He  was 
compelled  to  wear  prison  clothes,  to  feed 
on  convict  fare,  and  to  lie  on  a  plank  bed. 
Was  that  justice?  He  (Mr.  Sullivan) 
called  it  an  outrage  upon  justice.  There 
was  an  official  in  Dublin  Castle  called 
the  Law  Adviser.  To  this  Law  Adviser 
the  magistrates  applied,  if  they  wanted 
to  know  the  law ;  and  when  the  Law 
Adviser  directed  the  prosecution  of  any- 
body before  two  special  magistrates,  was 
it  to  be  presumed  that  they  would  differ 
from  the  law  placed  before  them  by  the 
Law  Adviser  of  the  Castle  ?  There  was 
no  chance  of  it.  The  Special  Eesident 
Magistrates,  therefore,  were  simply  Go- 
vernment clerks.  They  took  their  read- 
ing of  the  law  from  the  prosecutor,  who 
was  the  Law  Adviser  of  the  Castle,  and 
they  found  whatever  decision,  and  acted 
in  whatever  manner,  he  directed.  Now, 
the  farmers  of  Westmeath  were  said  to 
have  been  intimidated,  or  likely  to  be 
intimidated  by  the  spee6h  of  Mr.  Har- 
rington. What  reply  had  the  farmers 
of  Westmeath  themselves  made  to  that 
allegation?  Westmeath  was  an  agri- 
cultural constituency,  and  Mr.  Harring- 
ton, while  an  inmate  of  Mullingar  Gaol, 
had  been  returned  unopposed  to  repre- 
sent that  agricultural  constituency  upon 
the  Benches  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  was  now 
addressing.  The  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
liord  Lieutenant  (Mr.   Trevellyan),  in 
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answering  a  Question  upon  that  very 
subject  a  few  nights  ago,  said  he 
desired  to  protect  the  large  farmers. 
Now,  it  BO  happened  that  four  nomi- 
nation papers  were  handed  in  for  Mr. 
Harrington,  three  of  which  were  signed 
by  some  of  the  largest  farmers  in  the 
county  of  Westmeath.  The  farmers, 
large  and  small,  all  co-operated  in  elect- 
ing him  for  their  Bepresentative,  and 
not  one  of  that  class  came  forward  to 
say  that  he  had  been  intimidated,  or  was 
likely  to  be  intimidated,  by  this  speech 
of  Mr.  Harrington.  And  yet  the  (Go- 
vernment had  the  indecency,  he  would 
not  use  any  other  term,  on  the  wretched 
pretence  of  an  intimidatory  speech,  to 
send  Mr.  Harrington  to  two  months'  im- 
prisonment. The  result  of  the  election 
was  announced  to  Mr.  Harrington  by  a 
signal  on  Saturday  night,  when  it  was 
not  allowed  to  be  announced  to  him  by 
any  of  his  friends,  and  Mr.  Harrington 
replied  by  another  signal  from  the 
window  of  his  gaol.  That  was  the 
way  the  Government  were  developing 
respect  for  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
They  were  at  their  old  work,  making  the 
very  words  *'  law  "  and  ** order"  hateful 
and  detestable  to  the  Irish  people.  Those 
words  were  invariably  associated  in  that 
country  with  unfair  and|  oppressive 
measures,  persecution,  and  injustice. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevel- 
yan)  had  told  them,  with  regard  to  the 
suppressed  meeting  in  Ireland,  a  meet- 
ing about  to  be  addressed  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  that  the  police  officers 
committed  a  mistake,  and  they  were  told 
that  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  the 
police  in  Ireland  should  be  infallible. 
A  similar  apology  had  been  made  for  a 
speech  delivered  by  a  distinguished 
young  Gentleman  who  was  a  Member  of 
that  House.  It  was  said  that  some  of  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone)  did  not 
meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  Gk>-  ' 
vernment.  It  was  further  said  that  the 
Government  did  not  hold  themselves  re- 
sponsible for  every  utterance  of  every 
one  of  its  Members,  and  that,  although, 
in  this  instance,  the  speaker  was  a  son 
of  a  distinguished  politician,  and  the 
Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party,  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
not  to  be  held  responsible  for  any  state- 
ment which  he  might  have  made.  That 
was  all  right ;  but  the  Land  League  was 
held  responsible  for  the  utterances  of 
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every  man,  howeyer  obaoare  or  unknown 
in  any  part  of  the  country.    They  were 
called  to  account  for  the  utterances  of 
every  man  young  or  old,  educated  or 
uneducated,   in    the    country,   and  for 
words  in   regard  to  which  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  Land  League  to  exer- 
cise any  control  whatever.     Where  was 
the  justice  of  that?    He  objected,  fur- 
ther, to  the  way  in  which  indictments 
were  framed  against  members  of  the 
Land  League.   A  one-sided  set  of  quota- 
tions was    picked    carefully    out,   and 
put  together,   and    then    launched    at 
their  heads.      He  could  only  say,   in 
answer    to   such    treatment,    that    the 
Irish  Members  would   stand    to  their 
principles,  and  trust  to  the  knowledge 
and  opinion  of  the  country,   and  the 
action  of  the  constituencies  to  justifying 
them  by-and-bye.     Only  recently,   the 
Hon.  Mr.  Forbes,  a  Special  Resident 
Magistrate,  in  a  certain  town  in    the 
county  of  Bligo,  where  the  hon  Member 
(Mr.  Sexton)  was  to  address  a  meeting, 
said  that  he  considered  it  necessary  to 
have  the  meeting  proclaimed,  as  the  dis- 
trict had  been  in  a  very  disturbed  state, 
and  several  persons  had  been  '^  Boy- 
cotted "  in  it.    Further,  it  was  not  long 
since  that  an  ex-''  suspect  '*  had  been 
sent  to  gaol  for  six  months  for  assault- 
ing somebody  or  other.  The  conseq  uence 
was  that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton) 
was  not  allowed  to  address  the  meet- 
ing.    The  same  course  was  taken    in 
the  case    of   the    hon.     Member    for 
Roscommon  (Dr.  Oommins).    In    that 
case  it  was  also  stated  that  the  district 
had  been  disturbed,  and  that  someone 
had  been  sent  to  gaol,  and,  therefore, 
the  ordinary  right  of  holding  a  public 
meeting,  and  the  right  of  a  Member  of 
Parliament  to  address  his  constituents, 
were  trampled  down  at  the  bidding  of  a 
police  officer,  under  the  threat  of  im- 
prisonment and  a  plank  bed.    In  the 
town  of  Bantry,  three  men  had  been 
Bent  to  gaol  for  two  months  each,  and 
one  for  three  months,  and  the  magis- 
trate, in   sentencing    them,    explained 
that  they  were  imprisoned  because  they 
had  been  promoting  an  agitation,  which 
agitation,  however,  was  perfectly  legal 
Bad  perfectly  legitimate.    Those  were 
the  words  of  the  magistrate  himself — 
"  that  the  agitation  was  perfectly  legal 
and  legitimate."    Nevertheless,  the  men 
were  convicted,    and    upon    appealing 
against  the  sentence,  it  was  confirmed 


by  the  Chairman  of  the  Quarter  Sessions, 
who  stated  at  the  'time,  that  it  would 
really  be  a  mercy  not  to  allow  any  pub- 
lic meetings  to  be  held  in  these  critical 
times,  as  it  was  impossible  for  men  to 
speak  upon  the  Land  Question,  or  any 
other  question  of  that  character,  with 
safety.  Where,  then,  was  the  right  of 
public  speaking  ?  They  had  been  told 
that  crime  only  was  to  be  dealt  with, 
and  that  political  rights  and  political 
liberty  were  to  remain  untouched.  He 
asked  the  House  if  that  promise  had 
been  carried  out  ?  He  knew  that  some 
special  pleading  might  be  heard  in  that 
House,  and  they  might  be  told  that 
speeches  were  part  of  the  machinery  of 
murder.  Speeches  might,  or  might  not, 
partake  of  that  character;  but  the 
speeches  in  question  did  not  partake  of 
that  character,  and  the  whole  case  was 
not  to  be  covered  up  by  a  well-rounded 
period  of  that  kind.  On  the  other  hand, 
where  intimidation  was  so  strongly  for- 
bidden and  so  severely  punished,  in  the 
case  of  men  who  were  alleged  to  be  act- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  Land  League 
interest,  how  was  it  that  other  men, 
clearly  guilty  of  intimidation,  were 
not  punished  at  all?  It  would  be 
admitted,  he  presumed,  that  it  was  a 
legal  right,  even  in  Ireland,  to  hold 
meetings  for  legal  and  Oonstitutional 
purposes.  Why,  then,  were  men  intimi- 
dated from  doing  what  they  had  a  legal 
right  to  do  ?  Men  were  not  allowed  to 
assemble  in  public  meetings  without  a 
policemen  at  their  elbow,  with  a  book 
in  his  hand,  asking  every  man  as  he 
entered  the  door  his  name.  Of  course, 
men  were  intimidated  by  that  act.  Police- 
men did  not  even  content  themselves  with 
standing  at  the  door;  frequently  they 
went  into  the  room,  sat  down,  scrutinized 
every  man  who  went  in,  interfered  with 
the  business  of  the  meeting,  and  asked 
to  see  the  books.  Even  more  than  that. 
He  had  a  report  in  his  hand  of  a  case 
where  a  police  constable  went  upon  a 
railway  platform,  and,  accosting  one  of 
the  persons  he  met  there,  called  him  a 
"liar"  and  a  "blackguard."  The 
matter  was  brought  before  the  magis- 
trates; but  Mr.  Caffey,  the  complain- 
ant, got  no  redress.  The  constable  did 
not  deny  the  use  of  the  words  attributed 
to  him ;  but  he  asked  loftily  that  the 
case  might  be  scouted  out  of  Court. 
Why  ?  Because  the  police  constable  was 
a  high  and  mighty  official,    and  the 
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complainant     was    merely   a    civilian. 
The    magistrate,    Mr.    Breddan,    after 
hearing  the  case,  retired  with  a  Sub- 
Inspector    into    another  room.      After 
being  absent  for   some   time,   he    re- 
turned   into    Court,     and    said     that, 
after  carefully  considering  the  case,  he 
thought  that  the  constable   had   used 
language  that  he  ought  not  to  have 
used,  and  which  was  very  improper  for 
him  to  have  used.     However,   as  he 
was  a  peace  officer,  the  Court  could  not 
bind  him  over  to  keep  the  peace ;  and 
so  there  was  no  satisfaction  and  no  justice 
for  the  man  who  had  been  thus  outraged 
and  insulted  on  a  public  platform.     Mr. 
Breddan  dismissed  the  case,  and   said 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  better  to  let 
the  matter  drop  ;  he  had  no  doubt  that 
language  of  an  improper  character  had 
been  used  by  the  constable,  but  it  was 
better  to  let  the  matter  drop.     Of  course, 
it  was  necessary  to  preserve  law  and 
order ;  but  that  was  the  sort  of  law  and 
order  dealt  out  to  the  Irish  people.  The 
Land  League  had  been  assailed  over 
and  over  again  in  that  House,  and  the 
flotsam  and  jetsam  of  former  debates 
spread  out  before  them  night  after  night. 
Now,  he  did  contend,  and  he  should 
continue   to    contend,    that   the    Land 
League  was  organized  for  a  good  and 
patriotic  purpose  ;  that  the  Land  League 
could  not  be  held  responsible  for  the 
words  and  acts  of  other  men,  many  of 
whom  had  no  connection,  with  it.     He 
was  satisfied  that,  in  future  history,  the 
Land  League  would  be  mentioned,  not 
as  it  had  been  mentioned  that  night, 
with  terms  of  opprobium  and  shame, 
but  with  honour   and   credit ;   and   it 
would  not  be  denied  that  it  had  done  a 
great  work  for  the  Irish  people.     It  had 
obtained  from  the  Government  a  Land 
Act,  which,  while  falling  short  of  a  full 
measure  of  Irish  right  and  Irish  justice, 
conferred,  and  would  afterwards  confer, 
incalculable    benefits    upon    the    Irish 
people.  They  would  be  prepared  to  meet 
all  the  allegations,  and  charges,  and 
insinuations  made    against    the    Land 
League,  and  would  produce  all  its  papers, 
and  books,  and  accounts,  if  it  were  only 
possible  to  submit  the  case  to  an  im- 
partial tribunal.     But  that  House  was 
nothing  of  the  sort.     Talk   of  packed 
juries,  there  never  was  a  better  packed 
jury  against  Ireland  than   the  packed 
jury  which  was  in  that  House.     He,  for 
one,  refused  to  plead  before  it ;  but  if  it 
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were  possible  to  form  an  European  Com- 
mission to  try  the  whole  case  between 
England  and  Ireland,  he  would  not  be 
afraid  to  submit  the  case  of  Ireland* 
either  in  recent  or  former  years,  to  the 
verdict  of  such  a  tribunal.  But  he  said 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  that,  con- 
sidering the  way  in  which  they  were 
staked  to  submit  their  case,  they  re- 
fused and  declined  to  plead.  He  could, 
himself,  collect  from  the  speeches  of 
Land  Leaguers  volumes  of  denuncia- 
tions against  crime  and  outrage ;  but  if 
he  were  to  produce  them  there,  and 
to  read  them  fully  to  the  House,  he 
should  feel  that  he  was  doing  a  mean 
and  unworthy  act.  He  declined  to  do 
anything  of  the  sort;  but  he  would 
leave  the  flood  and  storm  of  bitterness 
against  Ireland  to  flow  on.  He  believed 
that  the  people  of  this  country  were  not 
too  well  affected  towards  his  country. 
The  mischievous  incendiary  speeches  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  had  not  been  appraised  at  their 
true  value.  He  had  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  who  had  garnered  up  in  his 
heart  for  12  months  the  hatred  and 
anger  of  a  beaten  and  disgraced  man. 

Mr.  8PEAKEE  said,  the  expression 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  was  un -Par- 
liamentary, and  he  was  not  entitled  to 
make  use  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  p.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  beg^d 
leave  to  withdraw  the  word  '*  disgraced." 
He  wished  to  explain,  however,  that  he 
had  used  it  only  in  a  political  sense, 
and,  if  it  was  un-Parliamentary,  he 
would  readily  withdraw  it.  All  he  would 
say  was  that  they  had  a  fallen  politician, 
a  beaten  man,  and  a  man  whose  name 
would  be  for  ever  associated  with 
something  very  much  worse  than  failure. 
He  was  a  man  who  had  done,  not  only 
to  Ireland,  but  to  England,  incalculable 
injury.  They  had  heard  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  and  the  Irish  Members  gene- 
rally, and  they  had  seen  the  artiflcea  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
condescended  in  his  speech.  They  had 
noticed  the  pantomimic  action  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  ought  to 
recommend  him  to  the  consideration  of 
Mr.  J.  L.  Toole.  Th  espeech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  regarded  as 
a  triumphant  performance,  and  it  was 
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stated  that  it  bad  received  no  adequate 
answer.  The  right  answer  and  the 
right  defence  was  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
hm  stood  there  conscious  of  their  own 
integrity,  and  they  refused  to  demean 
themselvea  by  pleading  as  criminals  at 
the  Bar  of  the  House,  or  elsewhere. 
They  had  been  acquitted  in  Ireland, 
where  they  were  known.  In  England 
emy  calumny  directed  against  an  Irish 
politician  found  a  ready  acceptance. 
Notwithstanding  all  that,  they  looked 
with  confidence  to  the  safety  of  their 
repatation  in  Ireland ;  and^they  believed 
that  even  in  England  justice  would  yet 
be  done  to  the  way  in  which  they  had 
fought  this  battle,  and  were  fighting  it, 
against  the  terrible  odds  that  were 
arrayed  against  them. 

Mr.  GALLAN  said,  that  with  much 
of  the  Amendment  he  could  not  agree, 
■ad  in  regard  to  other  portions  of  it, 
absence  from  Ireland  prevented  him 
from  arriving  at  the  knowledge  which 
would  enable  him  to  form  an  impartial 
judgment.  He  could  only  say  that  if 
tiie  recent  verdicts  had  been  given  by  a 
&ir  and  just,  and  an  impartial  jury,  no 
sentence  could  be  framed  too  severe  upon 
the  savage  perpetrators  of  these  dis- 
graceful murders.  But  there  was  one 
sentence  which  commended  itself  to  him, 
and  in  regard  to  which  he  had  a  perfect 
knowledge.  It  was  that  a  system  of 
jury-packing  had  been  practised  in  Ire- 
land, and  by  no  one  more  than  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  whom  he  (Mr.  Callan)  now 
saw  in  his  place.  He  would  not  quote 
from  a  newspaper,  but  from  official 
documents.  On  the  first  day  of  the  first 
Special  Commission  instituted  under  the 
Grimes  Act  there  was  a  jury,  called  the 
O'Connell  jury,  empannelled  to  try  the 
ease  of  the  Kerry  outrage.  It  was  not 
a  capital  case;  but,  nevertheless,  20  men 
were  set  aside,  of  whom  1 8  were  Boman 
Catholics.  On  the  next  day,  27ie  FVee- 
ium't  Journal,  commenting  upon  this 
fact,  stated  that  the  Grown  had  exercised 
its  right  of  challenge  upon  a  wholesale 
scale,  and  had  dismissed  20  men,  of 
whom  at  least  19  were  among  the  most 
respectable  citizens  of  Dublin.  On  the 
next  day  the  still  more  celebrated  case 
of  Francis  Hynes  came  on  for  trial,  and 
in  that  case  the  jury  consisted  of  11 
psnons,  one  of  whom  was  a  Jew,  and 
no  (kihoUc.  The  case  made  out  by  the 
light  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
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was  that  the  prisoner  did  not  exercise 
all  his  right  of  challenge.  It  was  evi- 
dent, however,  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  exercised  his  right. 
Of  22  Catholics  summoned  upon  the 
jury  panel,  the  entire  22  were  set  aside. 
On  the  next  day  The  Freeman^*  Journal 
drew  attention  to  the  matter,  and  said 
the  inference  was  that  certain  persons 
were  set  aside  from  the  jury  simply  be- 
cause they  were  Eoman  Catholics.  If 
that  were  true,  it  was  a  revival  of  an  old 
and  often  condemned  practice,  and  he 
was  of  opinion  that  the  course  which 
had  been  taken  by  the  Crown  was  alto* 
gether  unnecessary.  It  had  been  re- 
ceived with  much  indignation  in  Catholic 
circles.  On  the  following  day  there  were 
four  juries  empannelled,  and  the  verdict 
in  one  case  was  guilty,  the  prisoner  being 
sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  life. 
He  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  upon  that  jury  the  same  wholesale 
system  of  excluding  Catholics  was  carried 
on.  In  the  case  of  Hynes  and  the  case 
of  0'Conn6ll  the  Crown  refused  to  allow 
a  Boman  Catholic  to  serve,  and  so  on 
with  the  remaining  oases.  Then  came 
the  trial  of  Patrick  Walsh ;.  and  in  that 
case  the  Crown  Solicitor  adopted  an  un- 
usual course  of  only  calling  out  a  num- 
ber, instead  of  a  name,  which  prevented 
the  reporters  from  ascertaining  who  the 
particular  person  was  who  was  chal- 
lenged. He  now  came  to  a  case  of 
which  he  had  some  personal  knowledge. 
At  the  second  trial  of  Patrick  Walsh, 
the  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  opened  the  case ; 
and  he,  therefore,  presumed  that  the 
learned  Gentleman  was  present  when 
the  jury  was  sworn.  Now,  whenever 
the  Attorney  General  or  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  were  in  Court  they  were 
the  persons  who  were  responsible,  and 
not  the  Crown  Solicitor,  for  the  proceed- 
ings. The  Crown  Solicitor  acted  under 
the  instructions  of  these  Legal  Officers ; 
and,  in  the  particular  case  to  which  he 
alluded,  no  less  than  20  jurors  were  set 
aside.  More  than  that,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General,  in  the 
course  of  the  proceedings,  stated  that 
one  of  the  instructions  given  to  the 
Crown  Solicitor  was  to  set  aside  and 
strike  off  all  the  licensed  victuallers,  in- 
cluding in  that  term  licensed  grocers. 
When  the  case  was  being  taken  on  the 
21st  August,  the  usual  Crown  Prosecu- 
tor, who  manipulated  tho  whole  of  tlio 
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panels  in  Dublin,  Mr.  Samuel  B.  Ander- 
son, well-known  since  the  Fenian  trials 
of  1867,  and  who  was  an  officer  in  the 
Castle,  and  knew  every  juror  in  Dublin, 
happened  to  be  away  from  Court,  and 
Mr.  Bolton  was  doing  duty  in  his  ab- 
sence.    A   gentleman  of  the  name  of 
Thomas  Phillips,  of    4,  Adam   Street, 
Dublin,  was  ordered  to  stand  by ;  before 
that  he  was  sitting  next  Mr.  Michael 
O'Loughlin,  of  21,  South  Bridge  Street, 
batcher,  who,  although  not  amongst  the 
class  of  men  usually  ordered  to  stand 
by,  was,  nevertheless,  ordered  to  do  so. 
Mr.  Phillips  said — ''  You  are  a  fortunate 
fellow ;  I  shall  not  be  ordered  to  stand 
aside;  I  shall  be  sworn;"  but,  to  his 
surprise,  he  was  ordered  to  stand  by 
.  also.    It  was  evident  that  Mr.  Bolton 
had  made  a  great  mistake,  Mr.  Phillips 
being  a  reputed  Orangeman,    but    in 
partnership    with    a    leading    Catholic 
named  O'Callan.  The  next  case  brought 
forward  was  that  of  Michael  West ;  and 
Mr.   Bolton  having,  in  the  meantime, 
ascertained  that  Mr.  Thomas  Phillips 
was  a  good  sound  Orangeman,  allowed 
him  to  be  sworn,  although,  as  had  been 
pointed  out,  he  objected  to  Mr.  O'.Lough- 
lin,  butcher.     These  facts  could  not  bo 
denied,  and  he  could  prove  them  by  the 
evidence  of  persons  who  were  present 
in  Court  at  the  time  in  question.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  the  Crown  Solicitor  had  to  order  all 
suspected  persons  to  stand  aside;   but 
the  action  he  (Mr.  Callan)  was  complain- 
ing of  related  not  to  ''  suspects,"  but  to 
Catholic   gentlemen.     In  another  case 
he  found  that  the  ninth  juror  called  was 
a  grocer  and  a  Protestant,  who,  with  a 
Mr.   William  Belt,   a  wine  merchant, 
was  allowed  to    be  sworn,   while  Mr. 
Cornelius  Denny  and  another   Catholic 
were  ordered  to  stand  aside.     The  feel- 
ing in  Ireland  among  many  of  the  most 
eminent  ecclesiastics  was  that  both  the 
present  and  late  Attorneys  General  were 
parties  to  a  direct  insult  to  the  most  re- 
spectable Catholics  in  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin.    He  had  been  asked  not  to  be  too 
hostile  to  the  Government  because  of  the 
improper  conduct  of  officials  such  as  Mr. 
Bolton  and  Mr.  Anderson  ;  but  he  was 
compelled  to  hold  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
responsible  in  this  matter.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  they 
were  men  of  high  character,  and  were 
only  exercising  their  right  as  Advisers  I 

Mr,  Callan 


for  the  Crown  to  secure  a  fair  trial ;  to 
have  men  sworn  on  the  jury  who  would 
be  uninfluenced  by  fear,  favour,  or  affec- 
tion.     But  the  gentleman  who  struck 
off  the  Catholic  jurors  was  a  man  who, 
had  it  not  been  for  false  and  fraudulent 
representations  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  would  have  been  struck  off 
the  Boll  of  Attorneys.     Such  was  Mr. 
Bolton,  Solicitor  to  the  High  Court  of 
Chancery,    Solicitor  for  the  County  of  • 
Tipperary,  and  Solicitor  to  the  Valuation 
Office,  and  who,  for  the  last  two 'years, 
had  held  the  title  of  Prosecutor  to  the 
Crown  in  two  or  three  Irish  counties. 
This    gentleman,  in  cross-examination , 
was  compelled    to   admit  that,    in   the 
pleadings  against  him  in  the  High  Court 
of   Chancery  in  this   country,   he  was 
charged  not  only  with  unprofessional, 
but  fraudulent  conduct;  that  he  directed 
a  letter  to  Sir  Hardinge  Giffard,  saying 
that  the  decree  in  the  case  was  ruin  to 
him  if  he  imposed  it;  that  his  ruin  was 
inevitable;  and  that  if  he  had  a  line 
from  him  to  state  that  it  was   a   com- 
promise and  not  a  judgment,  he  would 
go   at  once  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State,  who,  he  had  no  doubt,  would  re- 
ceive it  as  a  sufficient  explanation  and 
allow  him  to  hold  on.     The  Judge  who 
heard   the  case  said   that,  quite   apart 
from  the  question  of  fraud,  the  settle- 
ment was  one  calculated  to  cause  grave 
suspicion   against  the  character  of  the 
man,  and  he  added,  that  he  found  it  his 
duty  to  report  the  case  to   the   Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland.  Now,  that  was  the 
character  of  Mr.  Bolton,  who  had  theri^ht 
to  order  Catholics  to  stand  by.  This  ques- 
tion of  the  packing  of  juries  had  not  been 
brought  forward  by  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  House ;   but  he  should,  at  the 
proper  moment,  challenge  an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland.    In  no  period  during 
the  Protestant  ascendancy  in  Ireland  had 
anything  more  scandalous  taken  place 
than  the  ordering    to   stand  aside   of 
Catholics  during  the  recent  trials.     He 
could  understand  such  action  on    the 
part  of  the  Orange  Party  in  Ireland ; 
but  it  was  difficult  to  understand  it  in 
the  case  of  enlightened  Liberals.     One 
of  the  most  eminent  ecclesiastics  in  Ire- 
land, who  had  probably  covered  himself 
with  obloquy  by  tlie  support   he  had 
given  to  the  present  Government,  had 
said  to  him    (Mr.   Callan)  that   "  the 
ordering  of  those  men  to  stand  aside 
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was  an   outrage  on  every  Catholic  in 
Dublin."     He  believed  that  the  officials 
in  Dublin  were  aa  prone  now  to  secure 
verdicts  by  the  manipulation  of  juries 
aa  was  ever  the  case  during  the  worst 
riffime    of   Orange   government.     They 
had  listened  to  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, who  had  risen  to  bear  testi- 
mony  to   the    fairness  of   the  Dublin 
trials — the  right  hon.  and  learned  Judge 
Advocate  General  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
— who,    probably,  when  in  the  Court, 
had  attracted  the  attention  of  the  fair 
sex,  which  would  otherwise  have  been 
directed  to  the  dock,  and  was  himself 
the  *'  admired  of  all  admirers."  But  was 
he  present  at  the  time  when  the  Catho- 
lics he  (Mr.  Callan)  had  named,  and 
whom  he  knew  to  be  qualified,  as  well 
as  amongst  the  most  independent  and 
respectable  gentlemen  in  Dublin,  were 
ordered  to  stand  by?    The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,   however,  was 
present  only  on  the  second  day  of  the 
trial,  when  the  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown  Solicitors  complained  of  had  al- 
ready taken  place.     Turning  to  the  re- 
verse of  the  picture,  he  (Mr.  Callan) 
found  that  the  men  allowed  to  stand 
were   drawn  from   amongst  coal  mer- 
chants, builders,   and  taQors,  and,  in- 
deed,   every  class ;    but  against  their 
names  there  was  always  to  be  seen  the 
magic  word  **  Protestant."     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  stated  that  persons  were 
not  excluded  from  serving  on  the  juries 
because  they  were  Catholics ;  but,  al- 
though he  (Mr.  Callan)  could  swallow  a 
great  deal,  he  was  unable  to  accept  this 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.    He  would  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  the  facts  he  had  pointed 
out.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
he  believed,  taken  the  very  best  steps 
when  in  Ireland  to  detect  crime  and  do 
justice.      He  (Mr.  Callan)  had  never 
joined  in  any  attack  upon  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,    although,   if  he 
thought  he  deserved  to  be  held  up  to 
obloquy  for  hia  conduct,  and  a  fair  caae 
sufficient  to  convince   him  were  made 
out  against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  would  certainly  not  hold  back  from 
doing  so.     The  present  charge  of  jury- 
packmg  was  one  which  oomd  only  be 
denied  by  the  exercise  of  great  efiron- 
teiy ;  ana  he  asked  the  riRht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to   turn  his  mina   to  some  of 


the  circumstances  which  occurred  in  the 
month  of  May  last,  before  he  went  to 
Ireland,  and  to  pay  attention  to  the 
conduct  of  understrappers  at  the  Castle 
— to  Mr.  Bolton,  whom  he  was  obliged 
to  defend,  and  with  whom  he  was  aorry 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  connected 
by  his  official  duties,  and  to  Mr.  Ander- 
son. He  trusted  he  would  prevent  these 
gentlemen  from  improperly  exercising 
their  powers  in  a  manner  which  seriously 
interfered  with  the  cause  of  justice.  He 
had  heard  one  of  the  most  trusted  offi- 
cials state  that  the  greatest  difficulty  he 
had  in  carrying  on  a  Crown  prosecution 
in  Ireland  was  to  restrain  the  Crown 
Solicitors  from  ordering  Catholics  to 
stand  by.  He  believed  that  if  the  Irish 
Bench  were  composed  of  such  men  as 
Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  a  Catholic  and  a 
fearless  and  honest  Judge,  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  Ireland  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  administration  of  the 
law  ;  but,  having  said  that,  he  must  ex- 
press his  surprise  at  the  manner  in  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  taken  upon 
himself  to  defend  Mr.  Justice  Law  son. 
Why,  Lord  Bacon  was  a  man  of  great 
legal  ability,  but  he  was  a  corrupt  and 
bad  Judge ;  and  he  (Mr.  Callan)  believed 
that  prejudice  and  partizanship  had  made 
Mr.  Justice  Law  son  far  more  corrupt. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  speak  in  language  of 
that  kind  of  one  of  the  Judges  of  the 
land 

Mr.  callan  :  I  did  not  say  corrupt 
in  a  pecuniary  sense. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  call  on  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  the  exprea- 
aion. 

Mr.  callan  :  I  withdraw  it.  and 
beg  to  aubstitute  the  worda  '^blinded 
by  partizanship  and  political  feeling." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ay eB  16;  Noea 
133:  Majority  118. 


Callan,  P. 
Oommins,  A. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Lalor,  R. 
Leamy,  E. 
McCarthy,  J. 
Marum,  £.  M. 
Metge,  R.  H. 
O'Brien,  W. 

2  H  2 


AYES. 

O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'DonneU,  F.  H. 
0'Gk>rmanMahon,  Col. 

The 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
SuUivan,  T.  D. 

TSLLBB8. 

O'Connor,  A. 
Power,  B. 
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Alexander,  Colonel  C. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Armitstead,  G-. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Ashmead'Barilett,  E. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Bartt^ot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Beresford,  G.  De  la  P. 
Biddoll,  W. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Brand,  H.  B. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
BurtjT. 
Cameron;  C. 
Camphell,  J.  A. 
Camphell  -Bannerman, 

H. 
Carington,  hon.  R. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Childers,  rt.  hn.  H.C.E. 
Clarke,  E. 
Coddington,  W. 
Colthur8t,Col.  D.  La  T. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Crum,  A. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Davey,  H. 

Dawnay,  Col.  hon.  L.  P. 
Dawnay,  hon.  G.  C. 
De  Femeres,  Baron 
Dickson,  T.  A. 
Dilke,  rt.  hn.  Sir  C.  W, 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Bodds,  J. 

Bodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duflf,  R.  W. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Findlater,  W. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  R.  N. 
Fry,  L. 

Gibson,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Glyn,  hon.  S.  0. 
Gk>ldney,  Sir  G. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Grant,  A. 
Grantham,  W. 
Greer,  T. 
Hartington,  Harq.  of 
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Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Herschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Holland^  Sir  H.  T. 
Holms,  J. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Jones-Parry,  L. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,  H. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M*Arthur,  Sir  W. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
Onslow,  D. 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
Otway,  Sir  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Porter,  A.  M. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Reed,  Sir  E.  J. 
Richardson,  J.  N. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Rylands,  P. 
Salt,  T. 
Schreiber,  C. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Shaw,  T. 
Shield,  H. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  0. 
Stewart,  J. 
Summers,  W. 
Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,  T. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Trevelyan,rt.hn.  G.  0. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Walter,  J. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Whitbread,  S. 
WhiUey,  E. 
Whitworth,  B. 
WiUiams,  S.  0.  E. 
Williamson,  S. 
Woodall,W. 
Woolf,  S. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 

TELLBBS. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--{Mr.  Justin  McCarthy.) 

Thb  MARtiuEss  OF.  HARTINGTON : 
I  should  like  to  make  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  opposite,  in  the  interest  of  the 
convenience  of  the  House  and  the  pro- 
gress of  Public  Business.  This  is  the 
eighth  day  of  the  debate  on  the  Address, 
and  during  a  very  considerable  part  of 
the  time  Irish  affairs  have  been  under 
discussion.  I  do  not  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
to  abandon  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
has  given  Notice;  but  I  do  think  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  if  we 
might  be  permitted  to  dispose  of  the 
first  stage  of  the  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty to-night.  If  the  Address  is  agreed 
to,  the  hon.  Member  would  have  his 
opportunity  on  the  Keport ;  and  we 
should  be  able  to  make  certain,  or 
nearly  certain,  of  being  able  to  dispone 
of  the  Business  of  the  Address  to- 
morrow, which  would  enable  us  to  pro- 
ceed with  Supply  on  Thursday.  The 
House  will  be  put  to  great  inconveni- 
ence, and  Public  Business  will  be  seri- 
ously delayed,  if  we  are  prevented  from 
going  on  with  Supply  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  did  not  see 
why,  if  the  debate  were  adjourned  that 
night,  the  Keport  on  the  Address  could 
not  be  taken  on  Wednesday.    In  all 
probability,  there  would  not  be  a  long 
discussion  on  the  next  Amendment,  and 
the  inconvenience  the  noble  Marquess 
(the    Marquess  of   Hartington)   antici- 
pated would  not  arise,  for  it  would  be 
possible  to  set  up  Supply  on  Thursday 
and  proceed  with  it  in  the  order  the 
noble  Marquess  desired.    It   was  true 
the  debate  on  the  Address  had  gone  on 
for  a  long  time ;  but  the  House  would 
recollect  that  they  had  only  had  one 
night  on    the    Amendment    they   had 
been  discussing,  and  the  Irish  Members 
thought  the  question  of  the  relief  ot 
distress  one  of  such  urgent  importance, 
and  one  on  wliich  they  had  been  treated 
so  badly  by  the  Government,  that  they 
would  not  be  justified  in  postponing  its 
discussion.     It  would  produce  a  very 
bad  impression  in  Ireland  if  anything 
they  did  should  lead  to  its  being  post- 
poned to  any  later  period  than  they 
could  help.    He  had  no  doubt  his  hon. 
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IFriepd  the  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  M*Carthy)  would  be  very  un- 
i¥illing,to  do  anything  to  prevent  Supply 
fix>m  coming  on  at  its  proper  time ;  but 
lie  (Mr.  Pamell)  failed  to  see  exactly  how 
the  adoption  of  the  ordinary  course — 
namely,  the  moving  of  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  on  the  present  stage 
of  the  Address — could  retard  Supply. 
The  Government  might  take  the  Eeport 
of  the  Address  as  soon  as  his  hon. 
f'riend's  Amendment  was  disposed  of — 
as  they  did  in  the  Session  of  1881.  The 
Standing  Orders  were  suspended  and  the 
Beport  was  agreed  to.  He  was  not  sure 
that  it  required  the  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  such  a  stage.  At  any  rate,  he 
could  not  see  what  objection  there  could 
be  to  allowing  them  to  go  on  in  the 
usual  order,  and  take  the  judgment  of 
the  House  on  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  If  the  Irish  Members 
were  to  consent  to  the  postponement  of 
that  Amendment  to  the  Keport,  it  would 
look  as  though  they  were  giving  this 
very  important  matter  the  second  place 
— as  though  they  were  treating  the 
whole  question  as  a  matter  of  form,  and 
were  only  bringing  it  before  the  House 
to  keep  themselves  in  favour  with  their 
constituents.  The  Irish  Members  would 
be  most  unwilling  to  give  the  House  for 
one  moment  to  suppose  that  they  looked 
upon  this  as  a  matter  of  small  import- 
ance. They  regarded  it  as  a  question 
of  the  greatest  emergency  and  urgency, 
and  wished  to  bring  it  before  the  House 
in  the  gravest  manner  possible. 

The  chancellor  ofthbEXCHE- 
QUKR  (Mr.  Childebs):  There  is  one 
question  on  which  we  all  agree,  and 
that  is  the  necessity  of  bringing  on 
Supply  as  early  as  possible.  I  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Parnell)  the  reasons  why  it  would 
be  more  convenient  to  pass  the  Address 
to-night,  and  go  on  with  the  Beport  to- 
morrow, than  adopt  the  course  he  points 
out.  If  I  understood  the  hon.  Member 
aright,  he  suggested  one  of  two  things, 
either  that  we  should  take  the  Address 
and  the  Eeport  to-morrow,  or  the  Ad- 
dress to-morrow,  and  the  Beport  on 
Wednesday;  and  so,  in  either  case, 
arrive  at  Supply  on  Thursday.  There 
are  two  difficulties  in  the  way  of  taking 
the  Address  and  the  Beport  to-morrow. 
One  is  that  such  a  course  is  very  un- 
ueual.    It  he^  been  done  I  know ;  but 


it  is  a  great  exception,  which  I  am  sure 
none  of  us  would  like  to  see  made  a 
general  rule.  Then  there  is  another 
thing  we  have  to  consider.  After  we 
have  disposed  of  the  Address,  we  shall 
have  to  take  all  the  other  Motions  in 
their  order.  As  to  taking  the  Beport 
on  Wednesday,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  neither  the  Government  nor  anyone 
else  can  control  Wednesday,  so  that  if 
the  discussion  on  the  Beport  went  on  to 
a  quarter  to  6  the  day  would  be  lost. 
I  hope  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  will  agree  to 
take  his  Amendment  on  the  Beport, 
which  will  insure  our  getting  through 
the  Business  in  proper  time,  and  being 
able  to  take  Supply  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that,  looking  at 
the  observations  which  had  just  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  those  which 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  before,  he 
thought  there  ought  to  be  no  mistake 
about  the  Beport.  There  was  no  reason 
to  believe  that  it  was  intended  to  bring 
about  a  prolonged  debate  on  the  Beport; 
but  he  was  confident  there  were  some 
matters  hon.  Members  who  sat  near 
him  desired  to  mention  and  express  their 
views  about  upon  Beport.  It  was  not 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers, having  occupied'  several  days  in 
the  discussion  of  Irish  matters,  other 
hon.  Members  would  not  wish  to  say 
something  on  Beport  on  questions 
in  which  they  were  interested.  He 
desired  that  every  progress  should  be 
made  with  Public  Business,  but  did  not 
think  it  was  right  to  assume  that  the 
Beport  might  not  take  up  a  substantial 
part  of  the  day,  whenever  it  was 
brought  on. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHY  said,  it 
would  be  hardly  reasonable,  after  what 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  said,  to  expect  him  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  to  postpone  his  Amendment 
to  the  Beport.  He  was  unable  to  recede 
from  his  position. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HABTINGT'ON  : 
I  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  that  by  giving 
Notice  at  once  he  will  obtain  the  first 

Elace,  and  his  Amendment  will  be  taken 
efore  any  others.  He,  in  that  way,  can 
obtain  priority  for  the  Amendment  he 
has  to  the  Adoress  on  Beport. 
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Mr.  GIBSON :  Does  the  noble  Mar- 
quess intend  to  move  that  the  Beport 
take  precedence  of  the  Address  on  Wed- 
nesday ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
Yes.  Until  the  Address  to  Her  Majestj 
is  concludedy  I  propose  to  move  that  it 
take  precedence  of  Notices  of  Motion 
and  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  B.  POWEB  said,  there  was  one 
difficulty  which  the  noble  Marquess  did 
not  see  at  the  moment.  Any  Amend- 
ment might  be  put  down  to  an  earlier 
part  of  the  Address,  which  might  take 
precedence  of  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
and  th^ow  him  out  of  his  opportunity. 

TheOHANOELLOB  of  thbEXOHB- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childers)  :  That  can 
only  be  done  by  somebody  who  is  now 
present,  and  we  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  anyone  will  take  such  a 
course. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  was  sorry  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was 
not  in  his  place.     After  the  answer  the 
noble  Marquess  had  given  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  afternoon,  he  (Mr. 
Onslow)  was  not  at  all  sure  that  some- 
thing might  not  be  proposed  on  Beport ; 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  hardly  fair 
for  the  noble  Marquess  now,  he  would 
not  say  to  spring  this  mine  upon  the 
House,  but  to  make  the  remarks  they 
had  just  listened  to.     He  (Mr.  Onslow) 
was  justified  in  saying  that.     It  was  a 
serious  answer  the  noble  Marquess  gave 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  afternoon, 
and  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
duty — and  he  believed  he  was  speaking 
the  mind  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side 
of  the  House,  when  he  said  that  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman    ought  to  take 
some  notice  of  that  answer  on  Beport. 
The   right   hon.  Gentleman   not  being 
present,  the  noble  Marquess   was  not 
quite  justified  in  asking  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Longford  to  defer  the  discussion 
on  his  Amendment  until  the  Beport.    If 
his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend-  differed  from  him 
(Mr.  Onslow),  of  course  his  remarks  on 
the  present  occasion  went  for  nothing. 
In  the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  the  noble  Marquess  should 
afford  him  time  for  considering  what 
course  he  ought  to  take  after  what  oc- 
curred in  the  afternoon. 

The    Marquess  of  HABTINGTON 
said,  the  course  he  suggested  would  not 


in  the  least  prevent  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  moving  any 
Amendment  he  chose,  because  he  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so  upon 
Beport.  Upon  that  stage  of  the  Beport 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  make 
general  observations,  or  move  an  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  What  course  am  I 
to  understand  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  wishes  to  pursue  ? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'OABTHY  said,  he 
proposed  to  maintain  his  position  and 
keep  to  his  Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:^ Ayes  20;  Noes 
89:  Majority  69. — (Div.  List,  No.  11.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  said,  that 
when  first  the  appeal  was  made  by  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Ear- 
tington)  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  he  was 
disposed  to  advise  his  hon.  Friend  to 
agree  to  the  course  suggested ;  but  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
since,  and  the  considerations  which  had 
been  adduced  by  his  hon.  Friends, 
prompted  him  to  think  that  they  really 
could  not  yield  in  this  matter.  What- 
ever might  be  said  to  the  contrary,  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  had  very  good 
ground  for  thinking  that  hon.  Members 
on  the  Benches  above  the  Gangway  did 
intend  to  move  an  Amendment  on  the 
Beport  of  the  Address,  which  would  in- 
terfere with  the  Amendment  which  stood 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford.  An  immense  importance  was 
attached  to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  It  was  an  Amendment  which 
demanded  full  and  ample  discussion; 
and  the  Party  with  whom  he  acted  were 
not  disposed  to  sacrifice  their  right  to 
discuss  the  question.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
dispensed  with  his  Amendment,  a  Notice 
by  him  would  not  secure  that  priority  of 
discussion  on  Beport  which  the  noble 
Marquess  seemed  to  suggest ;  for,  as  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  understood,  any 
hon.  Member  could,  by  putting  down 
an  earlier  Notice,  shut  out  the  Amend- 
ment of  .his  hon.  Friend.  As  had  been 
pointed  out,  the  Amendment  dealt  with 
the  distress  in  Ireland,  which  was  a 
matter  of  the  most  serious  and  grave 
importance  to  them  and  the  Irish  people, 
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"tiie  latter  of  whom  would  have  just 
oause  of  complaint,  if  their  Bepresenta- 
'^▼es  forfeited,  in  any  degree,  their  right 
to  bring  the  grievances  of  the  country 
l>efore  Parliament,  and  if  thej  failed  to 
pat  the  demand  for  relief  forward  in  an 
earnest  manner.  The  Government  ought 
to  remember  that  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed that  night  was  not  pressed  at 
anything  like  undue  length  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House,  .and  that  the 
Amendment  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  was  one  of 
the  greatest  importance.  Under  the 
ciroumstances,  he  felt  compelled  to  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  LEAMY,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, pointed  out  that  the  time  which 
had  been  occupied  by  the  debate  on  the 
Address  had  certainly  not  been  occupied 
by  hon.  Members  eitting  on  th6  Irish 
Benches.     On  the  contrary,  the  greater 

Eart  of  the  time  had  been  occupied  by 
on.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway; 
and  if  the  Irish  Members  were  to  accede 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Marquees, 
the  Beport  stage,  or,  at  least,  the  lion's 
share  of  it,  would  be  also  occupied  by 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  above  the  Gang- 
way. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.'' — 
{Mr.  T,  P,  0' Conn<^.) 

Thjs  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON 
•aid,  he  did  not  propose  to  enter  into  a 
contest  upon  this  subject;  but  he  re- 
gp-etted  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Oarthy)  had  not  seen  his 
way  to  accede  to  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  only  consideration  he 
wished  now  to  advance  was  one  which 
would  probably  prompt  the.  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  acquiesce  in  the  course  the  Go- 
vernment suggested.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  know  that,  as  the  Motion  which 
he  made  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  had  been  negatived,  he  had  lost 
his  right  to  speak  in  the  debate,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  for  him  to  bring 
forward  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  did  not  intend  to  enter 
into  any  contest  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite ;  and  if  the  Motion  now  before 
the  House  were  withdrawn,  he  would 
consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'OABTHY  said,  the 
Qoble  Marquess  was  very  ri^ht,  when 


he  said  he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  had 
been  cut  off  from  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. He,  however,  thought  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  in  a  manner  any- 
thing but  creditable.  He  would  not 
merely  say  that  the  Government  had, 
in  order  to  defeat  him,  resorted  to  a 
strategem  ;  he  would  go  so  far  as  to 
say  that  they  had  had  recourse  to 
a  sudden  trick.  The  reasons  which 
were  given  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  were  perfectly  good.  Had  he 
consented  to  bring  the  matter  forward 
on  Beport,  it  did  not  at  all  follow  that 
he  would  have  secured  priority  of  dis- 
cussion. Any  hon.  Member  on  the 
Benches  above  the  Gangway  who  chose 
on  Beport  to  bring  forward  any  Amend- 
ment relative  to  foreign  affairs  would, 
as  a  matter  of  course,  come  before  him. 
As  he  had  been,  by  the  result  of  the 
last  Division,  prevented  from  moving  his 
Amendment,  he  admitted  there  was  no 
other  course  for  him  to  take  than  to 
bring  the  Amendment  forward  on  Beport 
in  the  best  way  he  could. 

Mr.  OALLAN  said,  he  would  have  no 
objection  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy); 
and  in  that  case  his  hon.  Friend  would 
have  the  opportunity,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  of  speaking  upon  it.  Such 
a  manoeuvre  must  commend  itself  to  the 
feeling  of  the  House  just  as  much  as  that 
adopted  a  few  minutes  ago  by  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  The  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford had  been,  by  a  trick,  deprived  of 
his  opportunity  of  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. It  would  be  just  tit-for-tat  to 
prevent  the  Government  carrying  their 
point ;  and,  therefore,  he  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  to  persist  in  his  Motion.  The 
Government  wished  to  deprive  them  of 
a  fair  and  legitimate  advantage  of  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land. If  the  question  were  relegated  to 
Beport,  it  would  be  put  out  of  place  by 
a  discussion  on  foreign  policy.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  would  be  perfectly 
within  his  right,  and  would  commend 
himself  to  the  good  opinion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  if  he  persisted  in  the  course 
his  Friends  advised— that  was,  not  to  ac- 
cede to  the  course  suggested  by  the  noble 
Marquess. 

Mr.  KENNY  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  would  persevere 
in  his  original  intention. 

[Eighth  Night.'] 
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Mb.  WABTOK  said,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marqness  of  Hartiogton)  had 
expressed  his  willingness  to  give  way. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  should  not  forget  that 
there  was  another  hon.  Member,  who 
was  now  absent,  but  who  had  placed  an 
Amendment  dealing  with  the  aistress  in 
Ireland  on  the  Paper.  He  believed  he 
was  correct  in  saying  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  the  County  of  Cork  (Colonel  Colt- 
hurst)  to  bring  forward  his  Amendment 
in  regard  to  Irish  distress,  in  the  event 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  not  bringing  forward 
his  Amendment.  In  the  interest,  there- 
fore, of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
quite  apart  from  questions  of  jury  pack- 
ing or  aspersions  on  Judges 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House  is  that  of  adjourn- 
ment. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  had  no  wish 
to  incur  the  Speaker's  displeasure.  He 
only  interposed  for  the  purpose  of  stat- 
ing, as  one  reason  for  adjourning  the 
debate,  that  there  was  another  Amend- 
ment besides  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that,  as 
he  understood  the  Amendment  oould 
be  moved  by  any  of  his  hon.  Friends, 
he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 
Debate/tfr^A^  adjourn$d^iXL  To-morrow, 

CONSOLIDATED     FUND,      fto.     (PBBMANSNT 

CHJLBGSS  BEDBMFTION)  ACT   (1873) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Resolution  [February  23]  reported^  and  agrud 
to : — Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
FLATyAiR,  Mr.  Chakcbllor  of  the  Excbbqubr, 
and  Mr.  Courtnbt. 

Billj>r##mM,andread  the  first  time.  [Billl07.] 

MOTIONS, 

— ^0«o  — 

BILLS   OF  SALE   (IBELAND)   ACT  (1879) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Monk,  Bill  to  amend 
<<  The  Bills  of  Sale  (Ireland)  Act,  1879,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Patrick 
Martin,  Mr.  Corbt,  and  Mr.  Euobnb  Collins. 

Bil]  pretenUd^uid  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  106.] 


POLICE  BILL. 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  make 
provision  respecting  the  pensions,  allowances, 
and  gratuities  of  Police  Constables  in  Great 
Britain,  and  their  widows  and  children,  and  to 
make  other  provisions  respecting  the  Police  of 
Oreat  Britain,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mar. 
Hibbbrt,  Secretary  Sir  William  Haboourt, 
and  The  Lord  Advocate. 

BillprMM/«iif,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  106.] 

SEED  ADVANCES   (SCOTLAND)  (nO.  2)  BIXJ- 

On  Motion  of  DrT  Cameron,  Bill  to  enable 
Parochial  Boards  to  borrow  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  procuring  Seed  Potatoes,  Seed  Oats, 
and  other  Seed  for  Tenants  in  Scotland  ;  and 
for  other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cochraic- 
Patrick,  Mr.  M'Laoan,  and  Mr.  Mackuttosh. 

BUlpreiented^BaidTetid  the  first  time.  [Bill  108.  J 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 


aOUSE     OF     LOBDS, 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— lYr#«  Reitding^ 
RepresentatiTe  Peers  (Scotland)  Election  Pkt>- 
cedure  (6). 

EEPRE8ENTATIVE  PEEKS  (SCOTLAND) 
ELECTION  PROCEDURE  BILL. 

BILL  PBE8BNTED.      FIBST  BEADINQ, 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY,  in  rising, 
according  to  Notice,  to  present  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  procedure  at  the  elections  of 
Eepresentative  Peers  for  Scotland,  said^ 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the 
Woolsack  had  presented  a  xneasure  on 
the  same  subject  on  Monday  evening, 
and  as  he  (the  Earl  of  OaUoway)  had 
been  subjected  to  a  certain  amount  of 
hardship  in  consequence  of  that  prooe* 
dure  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl,  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  vrould  allow  him, 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  to  advert  to  what  had  taken  place 
in  connection  with  the  matter  in  hand. 
It  might  be  within  their  Lordships'  re* 
collection  that  about  a  year  ago  he  (the 
Earl  of  Galloway)  moved  for  and  ob- 
tained the  re-appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  whole  question  of 
procedure  at  the  election  of  Bepresen- 
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tative  Peers  in  Scotland.  The  Com- 
mittee Bat  several  times,  took  evidence, 
and  made  a  Heport.  He  introduced  a 
Bill,  founded  upon  that  Beport.  That 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time  early  itt  July, 
and  as  he  happened  to  have  pressing 
duties  in  Scotland  the  Committee  was 
not  put  down  until  August.  In  the 
meantime  a  great  many  Amendments 
were  put  on  the  Paper,  including  the 
number  that  were  put  down  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  (the  Earl  of  Galloway)  did 
not  think  it  expedient  to  press  the  Bill 
further ;  and,  therefore,  he  withdrew  it, 
and  gave  Notice  of  his  intention  to  re- 
introduce it  this  Session.  On  February 
19  this  year,  he  gave  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  re-introduce  the  Bill  on  that 
day — namely,  the  27th  instant.  On  the 
22nd  instant,  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  on  the  Woolsack,  as  he  (the  Earl 
of  Ckdloway)  was  informed,  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  present  a  Bill  on  the  fol- 
lowing Monday — namely,  the  26th  in- 
stant ;  but  on  the  23rd,  and  every  day 
since,  it  appeared  by  the  Notice  Paper 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  would 
pesent  the  Bill  on  that  (Tuesday)  even- 
mg,  the  27th  instant.  In  those  ciroum- 
itanoes,  he  (the  Earl  of  Galloway) 
thought  he  was  safe  in  being  absent 
from  town  yesterday  ;  he  had,  however, 
been  greatly  surprised  to  hear,  on  his  re- 
turn late  on  Monday  night,  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  had  brought  the  Bill 
in,  while  he  was  absent  from  the  House, 
although  he  (the  Earl  of  Galloway) 
thought  he  might  have  postponed  it  to 
the  day  for  which  it  stood  on  the  Notice 
Paper.  He  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  this  explanation  in  order  to  justify 
the  introduction  of  his  own  Bill — after 
the  introduction  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl'smeasure^— which — that  was hisown 
—he  considered  should  be  called  No.  1, 
and  not  No.  2  Bill.  There  seemed  to  him 
to  be  another  reason  for  persevering  with 
liis  own  Bill.  As  far  as  he  could  gather 
from  his  speech,  the  Bill  of  the  noble  and 
laorned  Eiarl  seemed  to  consist  of  two 
dsQses  only.  Now,  he  thought  that  if 
thsir Lordships  were  going  to  legislate  on 
this  matter  at  all,  it  would  be  better  to 
go  more  fully  into  the  question,  and,  if 
posnbia,  prevent  any  further  difficulties 
iiinxig.  He  hoped  the  noble  and  learned 
£u]  would  excnse  him  if  he  said,  in 
{arth$r  reference  to  his  speech  of  last 
fiigH  that  lie  seemed  i4  some  respects 


to  have  been  trusting  to  a  broken  reed 
for  his  information.     First  of  all,  with 
regard  to  the  request  made  by  their 
Lordships'  House  to  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion in  1739,  he  could  not  acknowledge 
that  what  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
said  was  correct.    The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  said  that  when  a  request  that  the 
BoU  of  Scotch  Peers  must  be  settled  was 
made  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  the  Court  of  Session,  the  Court  re- 
ported, ''That  they  could  not  perform 
the  task."    But  what  the  Court  really 
did,  in  its  reply  in  1 740,  was  to  assert 
''its  right  to  entertain  and  decide  all 
questions  relating  to  Scotch  Peerages.'' 
It  was  true,  however,   that  when   the 
House  of  Lords  requested  the  Court  to 
announce  the  limitation  of  every  Peerage 
connected  with  Scotland,  the  reply  was 
made  that,  as  the  work  must   assume 
such  gigantic  proportions  in  consequence 
of  the  difficulties  arising,  from  the  pecu- 
liar laws  and  customs  of  Scotland,  in 
respect  of  Peerages,  the  task  was  of  too 
vast  a  nature  to  undertake.    It  was  a 
fact  well  known  in  Scotland  that  all 
rights   and  privileges   existing  at  the 
time  of  the  Act  of  Union  were  preserved 
by  the  Articles  of  Union,  and  that  no- 
thing had  been  done  to  annul  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Court  of  Session,  but,  in- 
deed, the  very  reverse.  He  might  further 
say  that,  by  the  law  of  the  land,  the  law 
of  Scotland  ought  to  be  applied  to  all  cases 
arising  in  Scotland,  as  laid  down  in  the 
Articles  of  the  Union,  and  acknowledged 
by  the  most  learned  lawyers.   In  answer 
to  the    contention    of   the  noble    and 
learned  Earl,  that  by  bringing  in  the 
jurisdiction  of   the    Court    of   Session 
they  would  be  referring  to  another  tri- 
bunal, other  than  the  House  of  Lords, 
the  right  to  determine  who  should  have 
seats    in    their    Lordships'   House,  he 
(the  Earl  of  Galloway)  stated  that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  House  of  Lords 
never  had  had  any  authority  whatsoever 
to  interfere  with  the  voting  of  the  Peers 
of  Scotland  at  Holyrood.     Their  Lord- 
ships were  bound  to  accept  the  list  of 
Peers  sent  up  by  the  Lord  Clerk  Begister 
as  the  16  Bepresentative  Peers  of  Scot- 
land.     Therefore,   there    could  be  no 
question    now,    in    his    (the    Earl    of 
Galloway's)  Bill,  of  taking  away  any 
existing  right  or  power  from  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  only  question  was  whether 
it  was  advisable  that  the  House  of  Lords 
should  have  new  powers.     The  noble 
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and  learned  Earl  laid  stress  on  the  fact 
that  there  had  only  been  one  instance 
in  which  the  Court  of  Session  had  been 
referred  to  as  the  proper  Court  of  juris- 
diction   since   the  Union,   and  it  was 
quite  evident  that  he  was  referring  to 
the  case  of  Lord  Lovat  in    1783.     In 
that  case  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
stated  that  a  compromise  was  arrived  at, 
resulting  in  a  large  sum  of  money  being 
paid  to  prevent  the  order  of  the  Court  of 
Session   from  being  brought  before  the 
House  of  Lords  by  way  of  appeal.     He 
should  really  like  to  know  where  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  made  that  dis- 
covery.    He    (the    Earl  of   Galloway) 
oould  not  find  any  such  record.     That 
had  been  said  before,  but  it  had  never 
been  stated  on  authority,  and   he  did 
not  believe  there  was  one  iota  of  proof 
in  support  of  the  statement;  and  the 
best  proof  that  his  contention  was  right 
was,   that  Lord  Lovat    was    tried  for 
high  treason  before  that  House   as  a 
right,  inasmuch  as  it  was  the  right  of 
every  Peer  to  be  tried  by  his  co-Feers, 
and  he  had  the  satisfaction  of  being  con- 
demned to  execution  by  their  Lordships' 
House.     The  only  ground  on  which  ne 
could  claim  to  be  so  tried  as  a  Peer  was 
that  the  Court  of  Session  had  found 
that  he  was  entitled  to  the  Peerage  he 
claimed.  Therefore  he  thought  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  had  fallen  into  an  unfor- 
tunate error  in  citing  a  case  that  had  no 
weight  whatever,  and  he  had  also  been 
simply  misled  by  idle  gossip  when  he 
said  that  the  case  in  question  was  settled 
for  a  large  sum  of  money.     The  noble 
and   learned    Earl   compared  the   Be- 
port  of   the  Committee    of   1874  with 
that  of  the  Committee  of  1882,  to  the 
disparagement  of  the    latter,  the  sole 
object  he  had  in  view,  apparently,  being 
to  extol  in  the  highest  de'g^ee  the  merits 
of  the  Beport  made  by  the  former,  while 
throwing  cold  water  upon  that  made  by 
the  latter.     But  the  Committee  of  1882 
contained  the   names  of   the  Earl    of 
MilltowD,  the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  (the  Earl  of  Bedesdale), 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Lord  Inchi- 
quin,  the  Marquess  of  I^thian,  the  Earl 
of  Belmore,  Lord  Brabourne,  Viscount 
Monok,  the  Earl  of  Stair,  f^e  Earl  of 
Kintore,  Viscount  Sherbrooke,  and  Lord 
Watson ;  and  such  names,  with  that  of 
Lord  Moncreifif  as  Chairman,  surely  en- 
titled the  recommendations  they  made 
to  some  weight  and  consideration.     The 

The  Earl  of  Galloway 


noble  and  learned  Earl   preferred  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  of  1874 ;  but 
there  were  Beporta  of  Committees  in 
1822,  1847,  1851,  and  1869,  as  well  as 
1874,  and  all  those  Beports  were  before 
the  Committee  of  1882,  which  selected 
from  them    such  recommendations    as 
they  thought  most  suitable,  and  notably 
that  of  1874   as  regards  instituting  an 
Election  Boll,  and  only  tried  to  supple- 
ment them  by  provisions  to  be  enacted 
in  a  legislative  measure.     He  (the  Earl 
of  Galloway)  wished  now  speciallj  to 
emphasize  what  was  not  in  his  Bill.     Li 
the  first  place,   there   was  not  to   be 
found  in  it  any  proposition  to  subvert 
any  Article  in  the  Treaty  of  Union; 
secondly,  .there  would  be  no  attempt  to 
infringe  upon  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown ;  and,  thirdly,  there  would  be  no 
attempt  to  interfere  with  the  prescriptiTe 
authority  of   their   Lordships'   House. 
As  regards  its  provisions,  in  the  first 
place  it  proposed  to  delegate  to  the  Lord 
Clerk  Begister  to  form  the  Election  BoU 
of  Peers  himself,  to  make  it  up  not  only 
of  those  on  the  Union  Boll,  but  also  of 
others  which  happened  not  to  be  on  it 
at  the  time  of  the  Union,  in  consequence 
of    being    dormant    or   under  attaint, 
but  which  had  been  since  restored,  all 
in   their  right  and  proper  precedence. 
The  Boll  List  should  contain  not  only 
the  titles,  but  the  Christian  names  and 
surnames  of  the  holders  of  Peerages. 
In  the  second  place,   the  Lord    Clerk 
Begister  was  enjoined  to  send  up  to 
their  Lordships'  House  a  Beport  on  the 
matter  of  titles  not  upon  the  Election 
Boll,   in    consequence    of   controversy. 
Then  there  would  be  a  provision  for 
enabling  any  individual  Peer  aggrieved 
to  present  a  Petition  to  Her  Majesty,  as 
to  his  right  to  be  on  the  Election  Boll, 
or  as  to  proper  precedency.   That  might 
also  be  in  the  Bill  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  said,  of 
course  it  was. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  said, 
it  was  not  so  reported  in  the  London 
papers. 

Th£  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  said, 
that,  at  all  events,  it  was  in  his 
speech. 

The  Eam,  op  GALLOWAY,  con- 
tinning,  said,  there  was  a  further  provi- 
sion that  the  said  Petition,  on  being  re- 
ferred by  Her  Majesty  to  the  Honse  of 
Lords,  was  to  be  remitted — and  it  was 
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liere  he  tbought  the  noble  and  learned 
Sari  would  aiffer  from  him — in  case  of 
investigation  being  evidently  required, 
to  the  Court  of  Suasion  for  their  Report 
— ^tbe  final  adjustment  resting  with  the 
House  of  Lords.    In  the  third  place,  the 
Sleotion  Boll,  which  was  to  be  made  out 
annuallj,  was  to  be  conclusive  evidence 
of  the  right  to  vote.    The  claims  of 
future  claimants  to  the  right  to  be  put 
on  the  Election  Boll  were  to  be  referred 
to  the  Lord  Clerk  Begister  for  Beport 
to  the  House  of  Lords ;  and,  if  doubtful, 
were  to  be  referred  to  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion for  their  Beport  to  the  House  of 
Lords.     That  would  save  time  if  Parlia- 
ment were  not  sitting.     There  was  a 
special  provision  that  the  Order  of  the 
House  of  Lords  should  be  equivalent  to 
entry   on   the  Blection  Boll,  when  no 
opportunity  of  getting  that  Order  on  the 
Boll  had  been  obtained.     With  respect 
to  claims  to  be  put  on  the  Boll,  the  Bill 
provided  that  they  should  not  be  made 
9ivd  voce  at  the  time  of  the  Election,  but 
should  be  sent  in  in  writing  to  the  Lord 
Clerk  Begister,  for  transmission  to  the 
House  of  Lords.     He  might  say,  gene- 
rally, that  the  Bill  was  practically  the 
Bill  he  introduced  last  year,  with  the 
exception  that  it  was  made  undeniably 
clear,  that  it  was  not  intended  that  the 
Court  of  Session  should  decide   cases 
themselves.     There  was  simply  a  refer- 
ence to  the  Court  of  Session,  and  a  pro- 
vision that  their  Beport  on   each  case 
should  always  be  received  by  their  Lord- 
ships   before    finally   determining    the 
-rights  of  the  case.     He  might  add,  in 
conclusion,  that  the  Bill  had  been  drawn 
in  a  careful  manner  and  moderate  spirit, 
such  as  were  likely  to  insure,  he  hoped, 
the  subject  no  longer  remaining  what 
was  termed  a  vexata  quafitio.    He  moved 
the  first  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  to  regulate  procedure  at  the 
elections  of  Bepresentative  Peers  in 
Scotland ;  and  for  other  purposes — Pre- 

senUd  (The  Earl  of  Galloway.) 

• 

Thb  Eabl  of  BELMOBE  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  both  the  Bills  now 
before  the  House  treated  the  matter 
simply  as  being  one  connected  with' 
certain  differing  rules  of  procedure. 
What- they  all  desired  to  arrive  at  was 
that  the  names  of  the  right  persons 
should  be  inscribed  on  the  Boll.  He 
was  aware  that  some  of  the  noble  Lords 
connected    with    Scotland    had    what 


seemed  to  him  somewhat  exaggerated 
opinions  with  reference  to  procedure. 
As  a  Member  of  the  Committee  of  1882 
he  had  voted  for  the  proposal  of  Lord 
Moncreiff  in  the  Committee,  and  he 
thought  that,  consequently,  his  noble 
Friend  might  expect  him  now  to  sup- 
port his  Bill;  but  he  must  say  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack 
seemed  to  be  preferred  by  almost  all  the 
Peers  from  Scotland  ;  and,  inasmuch  as 
a  Bill  by  the  Government  was  much 
more  likely  to  receive  the  assent  of  Par- 
liament tnan  one  brought  in  by  a  pri- 
vate Member  of  that  House,  he  sub- 
mitted whether  it  was  worth  the  noble 
Earl's  while  to  go  on  with  the  Bill? 
For  himself,  he  (the  Earl  of  Belmore) 
though  he  voted  in  the  Committee  of 
last  year  with  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Galloway),  he  should  now,  under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  consider 
it  his  duty  to  support  the  Government 
Bill,  as  providing  an  eitpeditious  machi- 
nery by  which  the  right  person  would 
be  admitted  to  vote. 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  said,  he 
very  much  regretted  that  the  Jioble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Galloway)  should  have  been 
misled  by  the  unauthorized  form  in 
which  the  printed  Notices  appeared, 
and  that,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
noble  Earl  was  unable  to  be  present 
yesterday.  The  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
sent  a  message  to  the  noble  Earl,  which, 
it  was  hoped,  might  reach  him ;  and  when 
he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  came  down  to 
the  House,  he  found  there  was  a  suffi- 
cient attendance  of  noble  Lords  inte- 
rested in  the  subject,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  on  the  whole,  it  was  tne  better 
course  to  proceed  according  to  the  No- 
tice. Now,  he  had  nothing  at  all  to 
complain  of  in  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Earl.  He  proposed  an  alternative 
plan,  which,  if  he  thought  useful,  he 
was  entitled  to  press  on  the  House ;  but 
he  was  surprised  he  should  have  thought 
that  all  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  said 
was  reported  in  the  newspapers.  Of 
course,  he  did  his  best  to  explain  the 
details  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  not  sur- 
prising that  the  skilful  and  able  gen- 
tlemen who,  reported  the  proceedings 
should  have  thought  that  those  details 
might  be  left  to  be  gathered  from  the 
Bill';  and  that  it  was  better  they  should 
report  what  might  generally  interest 
newspaper  readers  than  the   technical 
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parts  of  the  Bill,  which  was  not  confined 
to  two  clauses,  as  the  noble  Earl  sup- 
posed. On  the  contrary,  it  consisted  of 
10  clauses,  and  it  aimed  at  accomplish- 
iDg  all  the  objects  mentioned  by  the 
noble  Earl.  He  would  not  say  it  di^  it 
better,  because  he  had  not  yet  seen  his 
noble  Friend's  Bill ;  but  in  some  respects 
the  draftsmanship  of  his  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's) Bill  might,  perhaps,  bear  favour- 
able comparison  with  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
introduced  by  his  noble  Friend.  The 
only  material  difiPerence  between  the  Bill 
now  presented  and  that  which  was  in- 
troduced last  night  appeared  to  be  as 
to  the  mode  in  which  claims  for  succes- 
sion were  to  be  presented,  and  disputed 
questions  of  title  were  to  be  adjudicated 
upon.  He  was  surprised  that  the  noble 
Earl  should  have  persuaded  himself  that 
the  proposal  that  every  Petition  pre- 
sented to  the  Queen  was  to  be  remitted 
by  that  House  to  the  Court  of  Session 
for  Beport,  was  the  same  as  his  Tthe 
Lord  Chancellor's)  own  proposal  of  last 
year.  That  proposition  was  that,  on 
a  Petition  being  presented,  it  should  be 
lawful  for  the  Committee  of  Privileges, 
if  they  shQuld  think  fit,  to  state  a  ease 
as  to  the  question  of  the  law  of  Scot- 
land for  the  opinion  of  the  Court  of 
Session ;  and  also,  if  they  should  think 
fit,  to  refer  it  to  the  Court  of  Session  to 
receive  and  report  evidence.  To  that 
proposition  he  adhered  in  the  Bill  which 
he  yesterday  presented.  The  noble  Earl's 
proposal  was  that  they  should  be  bound 
to  send  everything  to  Scotland. 

Thb  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  :  No,  my 
Lords ;  I  said,  where  there  is  a  necessity 
for  investigation. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
if  the  words  ''  if  they  think  it  neces- 
sary "  were  there,  then  he  did  not  see 
that  there  was  any  very  great  difiference 
between  his  Bill  and  that  of  the  noble 
Earl. 

The  Earl  op  GALLOWAY  said,  the 
words  "  if  they  think  necessary  "  were 
in  his  Bill. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
had  appeared  to  him,  in  dealing  with 
that  part  of  the  question  which  re- 
lated to  succession  after  death,  more 
consistent  to  adopt  the  method  which 
was  in  use  as  to  the  succession  to  Peer- 
ages of  Ireland.  He  would  not  follow 
the  noble  Earl  through  all  the  excep* 
tions  taken  by  him  to  his  speech  of 
yesterday  ;  but  the  noble  Earl  had  him- 
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self  made  one  or  two  rather  extraordi- 
nary statements  which  seemed  to  call 
for  notice.      For  example,    the   noble 
Earl  had  said  that  the  House  had,  at 
present,  no  power  as  to  the  votes  taken 
at  Holyrood.     Surely,  he  had  forgotten 
that  the  Act  of  1847  express] j  autho- 
rized that  House,  in  the  case  of  those 
old  dormant  Peerages,  which  had  not 
been  voted  upon  for  many  years,  to  re- 
store them  to  the  Roll  for  the  purpose 
of  voting.     It  also  gave  that  House  cer- 
tain powers  in  the  case  of  a  contested 
Election  of  Representative  Peers,  and 
entitled  it  to  order  that  in  case  of  pro- 
tests, which  were  not  properly  followed 
up  by  claims  in  that  House,  the  titles 
of  Peerages  should  not  be  called  at  elec- 
tions.   ;And  in  1851  there  was  another 
provision — that  where  any  Peerage  had 
not  been  voted  upon  for  50  years,  the 
Lord  Clerk  Register  was  to  report  the 
fact  to  that  House,  and  the  House  might 
order  that  those  Peerages  should  not  be 
called.     The  truth  was,  as  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  had  said,   that    since   the 
Union  the  House  had  a  direct  interest 
in  the  matter  of  a  kind  that  could  not 
have  existed  when  there  were  no  Repre- 
sentative   Peers.     The   Representative 
Peers  sat  and  voted  in  that  House,  and, 
if  not  duly  elected,  as  might  happen, 
if   all    persons    who    chose    to   tender 
votes  at  Holyrood  could,   without  in- 
quiry, elect  Representative  Peers,  the 
House    might    have    Members    thrust 
upon  it  who  were  not  entitled  to  sit 
and  vote  in  it.     They  would  have  got 
in    irregularly  and  unconstitutionally, 
and  contrary  to  the  intention  of  the 
Act  of  Union.     His  noble  Friend  had 
thought  it  worth  while  to  refer  to  what 
he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  said  about 
Lord  Lovat's  case ;  but  the  mistake  was 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Earl.     It  was 
true    the   Court  of  Session,   after  the 
Union,  performed  this  one  act  of  juris- 
diction— if  such  it  could  be  called— as  to 
a  Peer.      Three  years  before  the  Union 
the  Court  ^of  Session  had  declared  an 
heir  female  entitled  to  that  Peerage  in 
the  absence  of  the  heir  male ;  and  in 
1730  Lord  Lovat  came  forward  to  ask 
the  Court  of  Session  to  **  reduce  "ite 
former  Order,  and  the  Court  of  Seesion 
did  so.    The  want  of  confidence  which 
the  Court  of  Session  had  in  its  own 
jurisdiction  over  such  a  case  was  appa- 
rent from  the  Report  of  1740,  in  which 
the  Court  of  Session,  after  stating  the 
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circumstances  of  that  case,  said — "  But 
-whether  that  judgment  is  of  sufficient 
authority  thej  humbly  submit  to  your 
Lordships  ;  "  plainly  showing  that  they 
were  doubtful  as  to  their  authority  in 
that  case  even  in  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances.    The  statement  that  there  had 
been  a  compromise  and  a  sum  of  money 
paid  was  made  on  the  authority  of  wit- 
nesses examined  before  the  Committee 
of  1882.     His  noble  Friend  appeared  to 
suppose  that  the  decree  of  the  Court  of 
Session  in  1730  had  been  recognized  by 
that  Houae  when  Lord  Lovat  was  tried 
for  his  part  in  the  Bebellion  of  1745. 
To  him  it  was  surprising  that  his  noble 
Friend   seemed  not  to  be  aware  that 
Lord  Lovat  was  not  tried  by  that  House 
upon  an  ordinary  criminal  indictment, 
but  was    tried  upon  a  Parliamentary 
impeachment  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, just  as  Warren  Hastings  was, 
who  was  no  Peer ;    and  no  question 
of  any  title   to,  or  privilege  of,  Peer- 
age ^dy  or  could,  under  those  circum- 
stances, arise.    There  was  no  trace  of 
it  in  the  Report,  which  the  noble  Earl 
would  find  in  the  State  Trials;  it  was 
wholly  immaterial  for  the  purposes  of 
the   impeachment    whether  he  was  a 
Peer  or  not.     It  was  the  clearest  thing 
in  the  world  that  since  the  Union  the 
real  and  substantial  operative  jurisdic- 
tion had  been  exercisea  by  the  House  of 
Lords  alone.    He  wished  to  add  that  he 
had  not,  as  his  noble  Friend  seemed  to 
imagine,   said  anything  in  disparage- 
ment of  the  Committee  of    1882,  for 
whom  he  had  all  possible  respect;  it 
was  no  disparagement  to  them  to  prefer 
the  unanimous  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  1874. 

Bill  read  1*;  and  to  he  printed.  (No.  6.) 

Hontfe  adjourned  at  half  patt  FiT« 

o'dock,  to  Thiinday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'cloek. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
T^day,  27th  February,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Nbw  Hbvrir  Swork — John 
Horlflv,  esquire,  for  the  City  ol  Newoaetle 

uponlVne. 
SiLBCT  ComcrrrBxs — Standing  Orders,  nomi- 
mted;  Comnkittee  of  Selection,  nominated. 


pRiTATE  Bills  {by  Order) — Second  Reading — • 
Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 
debate  at^'oumed  ;  Barry  Dock  and  Railway, 
dthate  adjourned ;  Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and 
Chagford  Railway,  debate  adjourned;  Hnll 
and  Lineoln  Railway,  debate  adjourned; 
Oxford,  Aylesbury,  and  Metropolitan  Junction 
Railway,  debate  adjourned;  Seafield  Dock 
and  *  Railway,  debate  adjourned ;  Windsor, 
Ascot,  and  Aldershot  Railway,  debate  ad^ 
joumed. 

Public  Bills — Second  Beading — Oyster  and 
Mussel  Fisheries  Orders  Confirmation  *  [87] ; 
Patents  for  Inyentions  (No.  2)  [83] ;  Patents 
for  Inventions  (No.  3)  *  [99J. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


ALLOA,    DUNFERMLINE,    AND    KIRK- 
CALDY  RAILWAY  BILL  (Ay  Order), 

SECOND    BBADnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

lifotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Dodde.) 

Mr.  OHAPLIN  said,  he  rose  to 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  to  move  as  an  Amendment,  that 
it  be  read  a  second  time  on  that  day 
six  months.  By  the  Bill  it  was  pro- 
posed to  increase  th^  rates  and  charges 
to  be  made  in  future  in  regard  to  certain 
commodities  which  were  neeessary  in 
the'  successful  conduct  of  agriculture. 
The  rates  and  charges  in  question  were 
to  be  imposed  upon  artificial  manures. 
All  Bailway  Bills  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tion ;  but,  as  a  rule,  it  was  provided  that 
all  manures  should  be  carried  at  a 
certain  rate.  In  this  Bill  the  word 
"  common  "*  was  inserted  before  the 
word  '' manures,"  and  the  effect  was 
that  exceptional  charges  were  imposed 
in  the  case  of  artificial  manures  com- 
pared with  what  had  hitherto  been  the 
practice.  Unless  he  could  secure  an 
alteration  in  this  respect  he  should  cer- 
tainly feel  bound  to  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  Qe  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
would  not  persevere  and  insist  on 
making  this  idteration  in  these  charges. 
They  must  be  perfectly  well  aware  uat 
the  agriculturists  felt  strongly  upon  the 
subject,  and  that  the  rates  and  charges 
imposed  upon  ag^cultural  commodities 
was  already  a  matter  of  serious  com- 
plaint, and  inflicted  great  hardship  upon 
those  who  were  engaged  in  agricultural 
operations.    He  begged  to  move  that 
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the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  oa  that 
day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to .  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  six  months." — (Ifr.  Chaplin.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  was  one  of  the  backers  of  the  Bill, 
and  he  supported  it  not  in  the  interests 
of  the  promoters,  but  on  behalf  of  the 
public.  He  was  quite  as  desirous  as 
any  other  hon.  Member  could  be  that 
the  public  should  make  the  best  terms 
they  could  with  the  Eailway  Companies ; 
.  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  wished  to 
point  out  that  this  was  not  the  extension 
of  the  powers  of  an  existing  railway. 
It  was  a  Bill  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion of  a  new  railway ;  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  agricultural  interest  of 
the  county  of  Fife  would  benefit  very 
largely  by  the  passing  of  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  which  brought  a  new  railway 
into  the  district  in  competition  with 
another  railway  which  now  enjoyed  a 
monopoly  of  the  carrying  trade.  With- 
out saying  whether  the  charges  pro- 
posed to  be  imposed'on  chemical  manures 
were  right  or  wrong,  he  thought  that 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  Chaplin)  was  one 
that  could  be  readily  dealt  with  by  a 
Committee  upstairs.  The  House  was 
aware  that  a  Committee  sat  last  year  to 
consider  the  question  of  Eailway  Hates. 
One  of  the  recommendations  of  that 
Committee  was  that  the  authorities  in 
future  should  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  any  Bill  which  proposed  an 
increase  of  rates.  That  recommendation, 
however,  had  not  yet  been  adopted,  and 
until  action  was  taken  by  the  House 
upon  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, he  thought  they  must  continue  to 
trust  to  the  Committees  upstairs  to  which 
these  Bills  were  referred.  He  under- 
stood that  the  words  objected  to  in  re- 
gard to  the  rates  and  charges  were  not,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  a  part  of  the  Bill ;  but 
it  was  proposed  to  insert  them  in  Com- 
mittee. Therefore,  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  the  real  and  proper 
tribunal  for  dealing  with  the  matter. 
He  understood  that  some  time  ago  the 
Great  North  of  Scotland  Bailway  Com- 
pany applied  for  powers  similar  to  those 
asked  K>r  in  this  instance ;  and,  although 

Mr.  Chaplin 


it  was  an  existing  railway,  the  question 
was  referred  to  a  Committee  upstairs 
and  decided  there.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members,  however  reasonably  and  justly 
they  might  object  to  the  proposed  rates, 
would  reserve  their  objections  until  the 
Bill  was  sent  to  a  Committee,  and  that 
they  would  do  all  they  could  to  facilitats 
the  passing  of  a  Bill  which,  by  autho- 
rizing the  construction  of  an  entirely  new 
railway,  would  afford  new  means  of 
transit  to  the  public,  and  enable  a  compe- 
tition to  be  uudertaken  with  another 
Company  which  now  enjoyed  a  monopoly 
of  the  carrying  trade.  Under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  he  hoped  Uie 
House  would  pass  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill, 

Mr.  GBEGOKY  said,   that  he  had 
had  the  honour  of   serving  upon  the 
Select  Committee  upon  Bailway  Bates 
last  year,  and  this  was  one  of  the  ques- 
tions which  came  before  that  Committee. 
It  was  a  very  important  question,  and 
one   which   seriously  affected  the  agri- 
cultural interests  of  the  country.    As  it 
involved  a  principle  which  might  become 
of  very  general  application,  he  thought 
the  safest  course  would  be  to  stop  the 
Bill  in  limine.      It  was  contended  on 
behalf  of  the  Bailway  Companies  that 
there  was  a  distinction  between  artificial 
and  common  manures,  and  that  the  rates 
of  carriage  in  the  former  case  ought  to 
be  increased.     He  certainly  failed  to  see 
upon  what  ground  such  a  distinction  was 
drawn.     It  was  said  that  one  class  of 
manures  was  of  a  more  valuable  descrip- 
tion than  the  other,  and  that  it  ought, 
therefore,  to  pay  heavier  rates ;  but  he  did 
not  understand  that  the  cost  of  carriage 
was  in  any  way  increased  to  the  Bailway 
Company.   At  all  events,  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  made  no  recommendation  in 
that  respect.     On  the  contrary,  their  re- 
commendation only  went  to  this  extent 
— that  where  a  Bailway  Company  came 
to  Parliament  for  new  powers,  parties 
objecting  to  the  tolls  proposed  to  be 
charged  should  have  a  right  to  be  heard 
before  the  Committee,  and  that  no  such 
Bill  should  be  entertained  without  a 
statement  from  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
some  public  authority,  in  the  interests  ol 
the  public,  that  the  rates  proposed  to  be 
levied  were  reasonable.     He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  House  was  some- 
what unfairly  dealt  with  on  the  present 
occasion    in    not  having  received  snj 
assistance  from  the  Board  of  Trade  or 


957     Alioa,  DunfermlxM^  and     {F^bkua&y  27,  1883)    Kirkcaldy  Railway  BtlL 


958 


any  of  tlie  public  authorities.    It  was 
quite  true  that  they  received  a  general 
Keport  from  the  Board  of  Trade  in  re- 
ference to  Railway  and  Canal  Bills  ;  but 
it  was  little  more  than  a  catalogue  of  the 
Bills  which  had  been  introduced.   It  was 
urged  that  this  was  a  new  Eailway,  and 
therefore  that  the  promoters  had  a  right 
to  make  these  propositions  in  reference 
to  tolls ;  hut  it  had  been  settled  over  and 
over  affain,  and  was  a  perfectly  well 
established  practice,  that  all  such  pro- 
posals hy  Hallway  Companies  should  be 
reviewed.     He  believed  that  hitherto  it 
had  heen  usual  in  Eailway  Bills  to  in- 
sert all  manures  in  one  class ;  but  what 
was  Bought  by  this  Bill  was   to  take 
artificial   manures  out  of  this  classifica- 
tion and  place  them  in  another  class  by 
themselYes.  It  established,  in  fact,  a  new 
principle,  and  he  hoped  the  objection 
which  had  been  taken  to  it  would  receive 
the  careful  consideration  of  the  House. 
It  was  said  that  the  objection  ought  to 
be  taken  when  the  Bill  went  before  a 
Committee  upstairs!  It  was  all  very,  well 
to  say  that  it  was  a  matter  for  the  Com- 
mitteoy  but  see  how  it  would  afifect  the 
parties  interested.  They  would  be  dalled 
upon  to  fee  counsel  at  a  very  heavy  ex- 
pense in  order  to  bring  their  case  before 
the  Committee.  It  was  a  case  of  general 
principle  and  general  application,  and  if 
the  principle  were  now  adopted,  it  would 
eventually  find  its  way  into  other  Bail- 
way  Bills,  and  it  would  be  most  difficult 
for  the  House  to  deal  with  it. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  what 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  had  stated ;  but, 
80  far  as  he  understood  the  question,  the 
case  of  this  Bill  was  one  upon  which  the 
House  oould  not  possibly  decide,  because 
the  House  was  not  the  proper  tribunal  to 
settle  a  Schedule  of  Tolls  in  a  Bailway 
Bill.  He  did  not  say  that  the  tolls  pro- 
posed to  be  charged  were  fair  or  unfair ; 
but  with  regard  to  manures  it  was  very 
well  known  that  there  was  unquestion- 
ably a  wonderful  difference  between  mere 
sweepings  of  the  streets  of  a  town,  which 
the  local  authorities  were  only  too  glad 
to  get  out  of  the  way  under  any  terms, 
and  chemical  and  artificial  manures, 
which  were  worth  £6,  £7,  £8,  or  even 
£15  a- ton.  Chemical  manures  required 
a  considerable  amount  of  care;  they 
had  to  be  conveyed  in  covered  vans,  and 
to  becarefullyprotectedfrom  the  weather. 


There  was  so  much  difference  between 
the  one  class  of  manure  and  the  other 
that  in  regard  to  the  carriage  it  was  only 
fair  to  the  Eailway  Companies  that  they 
should  charge  a  higher  rate  to  the  pub- 
lic. If  the  House  once  took  upon  itself 
to  settle  the  Schedule  of  Tolls  in  every 
Eailway  Bill  it  would  find  itself  involved 
in  very  great  difficulties.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  it  was  a  hard  case  upon 
people  who  desired  to  see  that  the  tolls 
in  the  Schedule  of  a  Eailway  Bill  were 
right  and  fair  to  compel  them  to  appear 
before  a  Select  Committee ;  .but  it  was 
only  what  the  public  had  had  to  do  from 
the  very  commencement  of  railway  legis- 
lation. So  far  as  he  understood  the 
matter,  there  was  nothing  very  special  or 
very  peculiar  about  these  tolls.  The 
Bill  proposed  to  charge  a  higher  rate  for 
the  carriage  of  artificial  manures  than 
for  common  manures ;  but  that  was  not  a 
matter  with  which  the  House  should  be 
called  upon  to  deal.  It  was  a  question 
essentially  for  the  consideration  and  de- 
cision of  a  Committee  upstairs.  The  great 
question  would  arise  of  what  the  services 
rendered  by  the  Eailway  Company  were. 
In  the  case  of  one  class  of  manures  it 
might  only  be  necessary  to  remove  them 
by  direction  of  the  local  authorities  for 
a  few  miles  out  of  town  at  a  low  rate 
of  carriage.  The  Eailway  Company 
would  render  hardly  any  service  what- 
ever beyond  the  carriage.  In  the  other 
case,  that  of  artificial  manures,  they 
would  be  required  to  warehouse  them,  to 
convey  them  under  cover,  and  to  ware- 
house them  again  at  the  other  end.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  to  a  Committee  upstairs  in  the 
usual  course. 

Me  SCLATEE-BOOTH  remarked, 
that  the  Schedule  of  Tolls  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  impose  involved  im- 
portant considerations  of  public  policy ; 
and,  unfortunately,  experience  showed 
that  Select  Committees  could  not  be 
trusted  to  safeguard  the  interests  of 
the  public  in  this  respect.  This  was  a 
public  question,  and  not  a  local  question 
at  all ;  and,  unless  it  was  brought  before 
the  Committee  in  some  authoritative 
shape,  there  was  no  security  that  that 
Committee  would  enter  upon  the  subject 
at  all.  What  was  it  that  they  had  found 
out  in  the  Select  Committee  on  Eailway 
Eates  and  Fares  ?  They  found  out  that 
clauses  in  Eailway  Bills  against  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  had  crept  in  fron; 
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time  to  time,  because  the  subject  had  not 
been  brought  specially  forward  by  some- 
one interested.  As  he  had  said,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  a  local  question  at  all. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  said  it  was  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  county  to  have  a  second 
railway,  and  for  the  people  of  the  dis- 
trict affected  to  say  whether  the  tolls 
were  properly  charged  or  not.  But  that 
was  not  the  question  at  all.  The  ques- 
tion was  whether  the  matter  was  to  be 
allowed  to  be  passed  over  without  a 
word  being  saia  about  it.  If  it  was, 
it  might  be  that  a  precedent  would 
be  established  which  would  be  followed 
by  other  Railway  Companies  who  would 
quote  the  precedent  set  up  in  the  present 
case,  and  the  result  would  be  that  arti- 
ficial manures  would  be  placed  in  a  clas- 
sification higher  than  other  manures, 
and  higher  than  the  tolls  already  sanc- 
tioned by  other  Acts  of  Parliament. 
Eventually  the  sufferers  from  the  pre- 
cedent so  established  would  be  the 
public.  Public  attention  having  been 
called  to  the  question,  he  thought  it  was 
necessary  that  the  House  should  have, 
either  from  Wlb  promoters  of  the  Bill  or 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  an  as- 
surance that  the  matter  would  not  be 
permitted  to  pass  through  the  Select 
Committee  without  being  thoroughly 
sifted,  and  without  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  being  specially  drawn  to  it 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Whether  or  not  this  was  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  practice  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  he  did  not  know.  The  general 
assent  required  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  Bailway  Bills  was,  he  was  afraid, 
merely  something  of  a  perfunctory  pro- 
cess. What  was  wanted  was  something 
more.  Last  year  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  found  himself  unable  to 
deal  with  the  whole  subject  of  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Select  Committee  on  Bailway 
Kates  and  Fares ;  and  it  was  highly  de- 
sirable, pending  legislation  upon  that 
question,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  give  an  assurance  that  he  would 
take  on  himself  the  duty  of  having 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittees appointed  to  investigate  Bail- 
way  Bills  every  provision  by  which  an 
increase  of  rates  was  proposed. 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN:  There  are 
two  questions  which  have  been  raised  in 
the  discussion  upon  this  Bill.     One  is 

Ilr,  Sclater- Booth 


the  local  question  which  conoems  the 
particular  Bill  under  discussion.     That 
is  really  a  simple  matter,  although  it 
may  involve  an  important  principle,  and 
in  reference  to  it  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  make  a  proposal  which  will  be  satis- 
factory to  the  House.  But  there  is  also  the 
general  question  which  has  been  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
the    Member    for    North     Hampshire 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  and  the  hon.  Meni> 
ber  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  as  to 
the  action  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  or  of 
some  other  Government  Department,  ia 
reference  to  the  provisions  of  any  Bail- 
way  Bill  which  proposes  a  change  in  the 
classification  or  amount  of  rates.     Let 
me  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  it  was  the 
custom  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  until  the 
last  few  years,  to  make  a  Beport  on  every 
Bailway  Bill  brought  before  the  House. 
These  Beports  were  sent  to  the  Com- 
mittees upstairs ;  but  they  were  treated 
by  such  Committees  merely  as  a  matter 
of  form,  and  thus  the  practice*  came  to 
be  of  not  the  slightest  value.     A  great 
deal  of  unnecessary  trouble  and  l^our 
was  caused  to  the  Department,  and  last 
year  they  were  finally  abandoned.    If  it 
is  considered  desirable  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  make  a  Beport  upon  these 
and  similar  Bills,  I  think  it  is  necessary 
that  the  House  should  go  further  and 
give  some  sort  of  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  the  Beport  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion.    Even  if  the  House  is  prepared  to 
go  as  far  as  that,  the  subject  will  be  a 
difficult    and   complicated  one  to  deal 
with.     In  the  first  place,   it    must'  be 
understood  that  any  Beport  of  the  kind 
applies  to  all  rates,  and  not  simply  to 
the  case  of  rates  upon  agricultural  pro- 
duce or  manures.  It  will  apply  wherever 
a  Bailway  Company  proposes  to  increase 
its  rates.  Whenever  an  old  Bailway  Com- 
pany makes  such  a  proposal,  it  is  per- 
fectly easy  for  the  Board  of  Trade  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  it ;  but 
a  difficulty  arises  in  the  case  of  a  new 
railway  which  proposes  new  rates.      In 
such  a  case  there  are  two  questions 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  would  have  to 
determine,  first,  whether  the  rates  are 
an  increase  of  the  ordinary  and  exist- 
ing charge,  and  I  will  take  by  way  of 
illustration  this  question  of  manures.  It 
is  a  fact  that  the  rates  now  in  force  on 
different  railways  vary,  and  it  would  be 
a  very  difRcult  thing  to  say  whether  the 
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particular  rates  and  classification  adopted 
in  a  new  Bill  oonld  properly  be  called  an 
increase  or  not,  because  there  were  pre- 
cedents for  exactly  similar  rates  and 
classification  in  existing  Bills.     On  the 
other  hand,   there    are  precedents  for 
lower  rates  and  a  different  classification. 
And  that  is  not  all.  The  Board  of  Trade 
has  to  take  into  account  the  particular 
circumstances  of  the  new  railway.     For 
instance,  a  new  line  of  railway  may  be 
made  at  a  cost  double  that  of  an  exist- 
ing line,  and  it  would  be  perfectly  fair 
for  the  promoters  to  demand  a  higher 
rate  than  in  the  case  of  a  railway  which 
can  be  more  cheaply  and  economically 
constructed.     I  find,  therefore,  that  the 
question   involves    a  large  amount  of 
detail  and  consideration,  and  I  am  not 
certain  that  any  tribunal  can  be  found 
to  deal  with  it  so  good  or  so  competent 
as  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  with  power  to  call  evidence 
and  sift  the  matter  thoroughly.     The 
only  improvement  which  I  think  can  be 
made  upon  the  existing  practice  is  in 
the  nature  of  a  suggestion  which  has 
been  thrown  out  fdready,   that    there 
should  be  on  all  occasions  some  sort  of 
Beport  from  the  Board  of  Trade.    That 
we  should  be  willing  to  undertake  if  the 
House  would  accompany  the    request 
with  some  kind  of  Instruction  to  the 
Board    to   report  with  regard    to  the 
Bills  now  before  the  House.  There  are  a 
number  of  precedents  for  such  a  course. 
As  regards   the  question  immediately 
before  the  House,  there  are  11  Bills  in 
which  this  altered  classification  and  these 
increased  rates  have  been  adopted.    I 
do  not  say  whether  that  precedent  ought 
to  be  followed  in  the  present  case ;  but 
it  is  clearly  a  matter  that  ought  to  be 
discussed  upstairs.  In  order  to  meet  the 
objection  that  the  Select  Committee  may 
overlook  the  alteration  in  the  classifica- 
tion, or  the  increase  of  the  ordinary 
rates  proposed  by  the  classification,   I 
shall  be  quite  willing  to  undertake,  in 
this  particular  case  at  all  events,  that  a 
special  Seport  shall  be  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  calling  attention  to  the 
fact  that  an  alteration  of  the  rates  has 
been  made. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  confessed  that 
he  was  disappointed  at  the  speech  which 
bad  just  been  delivered  by  the  right 
^on.  (Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  attention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  been  specially  called 
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to  this  question  by  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Bail  way  Bates ;  and 
he  had  hoped  that  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rose  he  was  about  to  lay 
before  the  House  some  distinct  policy 
upon  the  matter,  and  to  tell  them  how 
the  question  was  to  be  dealt  with.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  after  all, 
only  suggested  to  them  that  the  way  in 
which  the  difficulty  might  be  met  was  by 
laying  before  the  Select  Committee  on 
these  Bills  Beports  from  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to  which  Beports  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them,  with  g^eat  truth, 
Select  Committees  in  former  years  had 
paid  no  attention  whatever.  That  might 
be  a  satisfactory  course  in  the  view  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it  was 
not  at  all  satisfactory  to  the  House,  and 
especially  to  those  who  represented  the 
agricultural  interest.  Their  reason  was 
this — they  felt  that  Select  Committees 
could  not  be  altogether  trusted  in  the 
matter.  The  question  of  rates  upon 
manures  might  be  one  of  no  particular 
interest  to  any  of  the  parties  who  went 
before  the  Committee,  and  the  questions 
which  the  agricultural  interest  desired 
to  raise  might  not  bo  brought  promi- 
nently under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee, who  would  consequently  pay  no 
attention  to  the  complaint.  But  the 
question  was  one  in  which  the  general 
public  was  interested,  and  in  which  the 
agricultural  public  was  specially  in- 
terested; and,  so  far  as  he  coula  test 
the  feelings  of  Members  who  repre- 
sented county  constituencies,  it  was  their 
determination  not  only  to  oppose  this 
Bill,  but  every  Bill  of  a  similar  charac- 
ter which  attempted  to  increase  the  rates 
upon  manures.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  certain  precedents 
had  already  been  established.  He  was 
very  sorry  that  was  so,  and  that  such  a 
precedent  should  have  been  allowed  to 
have  been  created .  The  real  truth  was  that 
it  was  extremely  difficult  for  a  private 
Member  to  observe  the  clauses  of  all 
the  Private  Bills  that  came  before  the 
House,  and  some  of  them  invariably  es- 
caped notice.  He  was  not  disposed  to 
deny  that  there  might  be  in  this  Bill 
some  provisions  which  would  benefit  the 
general  public,  and  would  not  hurt  the 
ag^cultural  interest  in  any  way.  It  was 
not  their  desire  to  prevent  those  portions 
from  becoming  law ;  therefore,  he  would 
suggest  to  the  House  that  as  this  ques- 
tion had  now  been  raised  in  a  manner 
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whicli  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
public  to  the  important  issues  involved, 
they  should  now  adjourn  the  debate 
until  a  future  day,  and  take  it  np  at  a 
time  when  it  could  be  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed and  understood.  He  begged  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr.  E.  Stanhope) 

BiR  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  secure  that  all  the  Eailway 
Bills  should  be  referred  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  only  those  which  involved  this 
particular  question  of  an  increase  of  rates  ? 
— because  he  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton) 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  House  that 
although  there  were  only  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Bills  which  raised  this  particular 
question,  there  were  before  the  House 
this  Session  Bills  which  involved  the 
principle,  he  believed  of  some  480  miles 
of  new  railways.  He  believed  that  many 
of  them  were  on  all-fours  with  the  Bill 
they  were  now  discussing,  and  would 
come  under  this  special  proposal.  There- 
fore, he  wanted  to  know,  if  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  adopted, 
whether  it  would  only  apply  to  this  Bill, 
or  whether  he  intended  it  to  apply  to 
all  Bills  coming  under  a  similar  descrip- 
tion ?  He  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton)  hoped 
the  House  would  agree  with  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
coln (Mr.  Chaplin),  unless  they  got  some 
assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  he  would  take  charge  of  these  Bills 
in  order  that  the  question  of  rates  should 
receive  proper  consideration. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  :  In  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shropshire 
(Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton),  I  may  say  that 
I  intended  to  make  it  quite  clear  that 
what  I  propose  is  this — that  the  Report 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  I  have 
suggested,  should  apply  to  all  Bills  fall- 
ing within  this  category,  which  have 
been  introduced  in  the  present  Session, 
and  which  propose  an  alteration  in  the 
ordinary  classification  of  the  rates  affect- 
ing agricultural  manures.  I  pointed  out 
that  the  principle  of  such  a  Report 
would  apply  to  all  rates  whatsoever; 
but  I  am  not  prepared  at  this  moment 
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to  propose  to  the  House  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  be  called  upon  to  re- 
port upon  all  Railway  Bills.  My  only 
object  was  to  get  over  the  present  diffi- 
culty, and  to  insure  that  this  particular 
matter  was  specially  inquired  into.  The 
Board  of  Trade  will  be  quite  prepared 
to  make  a  Report  upon  any  changes 
which  have  been  made  in  the  classifi- 
cation of  agricultural  manures. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  that 
his  name  appeared  upon  the  Paper  as 
opposing  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
and  he  wished  to  apologize  to  the  House 
for  not  having  been  in  his  place  when 
the  Bill  was  called  on.  Unfortunately, 
when  he  was  coming  down  to  the  House 
there  was  an  accident  to  his  carriage, 
which  prevented  him  from  reaching  the 
House  in  time.  With  regard  to  the 
general  question,  he  did  not  gather  from 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  The  noble  Viscount 
must  confine  himself  to  the  Question  of 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
only  desired  to  make  one  observation. 
He  did  not  gather  from  what  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  stated  that 
his  answer  to  the  question  addressed  to 
him  would  be  satisfactory  to  those  who 
opposed  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
He  therefore  trusted  that  the  House 
would  consent  to  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  and  agree  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  This  was  an  im- 
portant question,  and  it  was  desirable 
that  it  should  receive  some  consideration 
in  the  country,  and  by^  those  who  were 
interested. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  rose  to  Or- 
der. He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  was  confining  himself  to 
the  Motion  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  confine  himself  to  the  Question  of 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  J.  W,  BARCLAY  said,  that  he 
was  suggesting  that  the  proposal  which 
had  been  made  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  was  a  very  proper  one,  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  the  promoters  oi 
the  Bill  an  opportunity  of  stating  whe- 
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ther  they  were  prepared  to  adhere  to 
the  propoBition  oontained  in  the  Bill  no* 
before  the  Houae.  He  thought  that  thi 
debato  ought  to  be  adjourned,  not  odI; 
in  regard  to  this  Bill,  but  also  in  regard 
to  the  other  Bills  irhich  raised  the  Bame 
question.  It  would  be  moat  incouTenient 
to  adjourn  upon  one  and  not  upon  the 
other ;  aud  it  was  quite  possible,  if  they 
were  to  refer  any  of  these  Bills  to  a 
Select  Committee,  without  the  Beport 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  promised  to  make,  that  the 
whole  of  the  leading  features  of  the 
objectionable  clauses  might  not  be  dealt 
with. 

Mb.  80LATER  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
hoped  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would 
agree  to  a  short  adjournment,  in  order 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  might  consider 
whether,  pro  hdo  vict,  they  would  send  a 
ropresentatire  from  that  Department  to 
consult  with  the  Committee. 

Mk.  CHAMBEKLAIN:  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  point  out  what  I 
anderstand  to  be  the  state  of  the  cose. 
What  we  are  asked  to  do  is  really  to 
take  care  that  we  do  not  pass  these  Bills 
without  attention  being  called  to  any 
changes  proposed  to  be  effected  in  the 
classification  of  the  rates.  What  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Hampshire  (Mr.  Sclater- Booth) 
Buggests  is,  that  I  should  do  much  more 
in  the  matter,  and  express  the  opinion 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the 
change  is  desirable  or  not,  and  have  our 
opinion  represented  before  the  Select 
Committee  either  by  counsel  or  other- 
wise. 

Ma.  SCLATER -BOOTH:  Eridenoe 
might  be  given  by  someone  deputed  to 
represent  the  Department. 

Ma.  CHAMB^LAIN :  I  presumed 
that  to  be  what  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  meant — namely,  that  a  represen- 
tative of  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
attend  the  Committee  and  give  evidence. 
Of  course,  that  is  the  only  position  in 
which  he  coold  appear  before  the  Com- 
mittee at  all.  Now,  I  do  not  think  I 
should  be  quite  prepared  to  take  that 
course.      My  desire  is  that    the  Com- 
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He  wished  to  suggest  a  reason  why  it 
was  desirable  they  should  adjourn  the 
debate,  and  that  was  in  order  to  give 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  an  opportunity 
of  considering  further  whether,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  fourth  recommendation  of 
the  Sailway  Bates  Committee,  some 
provision  might  not  be  made  afford- 
ing Chambers  of  Commerce  and  others 
interested  on  behalf  of  the  general 
public  a  locut  ttondi  to  appear  before  the 
Select  Committee. 

SieGEOEGE  CAMPBELL  remarked 
that,  in  the  interest  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  and  of  the  public,  he  saw  no 
objection  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, if  it  were  understood  that  it  would 
be  only  a  short  adjournment  for  not 
more  than  one  week. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

StB  JOSEPH  PEASE  asked  to  what 
day  it  was  proposed  to  adjourn  the  de- 
bate? 

Sib  GEOHGE  CAMPBELL :  To  this 
day  week. 


BABBY  DOCK  AND  RAILWAYS  BILL 

(*y  OrAr). 

SROOMU  RXASINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."-^CJfr.  Deiidt.) 

ViBoouKTFOLKE8T0NEsaid,hehad 
placed  upon  the  Paper  a  Notice  for  the 
rejection  oi  the  Bill.  The  opposition  to 
the  Bill  was  precisely  the  same  as  that 
against  the  previous  Bill,  and  it  was 
convenient  that  this  Bill  should  be  post- 
poned in  the  same  w^  as  the  other  one. 
No  arguments  ooold  be  adduced  in 
favour  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  other  than  those  which  had  been 
adduced  in  the  case  of  the  Alloa, 
Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway 
Bill.     He  did  not   know  who  was  i 


nittee  should  have  the  matter  brought  charge  ot  the  Bill ;  but  he  should  like  t^ 
under  their  notice ;  but  I  do  not  desire  have  an  assurance  that  the  Bill,  and 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  express   some  of  the  others  which  followed,  would 

AXR  said,  there 
I  came  under  the 
eter,  Teign  Tal- 
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ley,  and  Ohagford  Eailway  Bill,  the 
Hull  and  Lincoln  Eailway  Bill,  the  Ox- 
ford, Aylesbury,  and  Metropolitan  Junc- 
tion Eailway  Bill,  the  Seafield  Dock  and 
EaUway  Bill,  and  the  Windsor,  Ascot, 
and  Aldershot  Eailway  Bill.  All  of 
them  contained  the  same  differential 
clauses  in  regard  to  manures,  and  there- 
fore they  ought  all  of  them  to  be  post- 
poned. 

VisoouNT  FOLKESTONE  said,  that 
if  he  was  in  Order,  he  would  move  that 
the  consideration  of  the  Barry  Dock  and 
Eailways  Bill  be  postponed  until  the 
same  day  as  the  Alloa,  Dunfermline, 
and  Kirkcaldy  Eailway  Bill.  He  wished 
to  add  that  he  should  oppose  these  Bills 
to  the  utmost  extent  in  his  power,  unless 
the  objectionable  provision  were  taken 
from  them  before  they  appeared  in  the 
House  on  the  next  occasion.  He  had 
received  a  letter  from  somebody  that 
morning,  whose  signature,  however,  he 
could  not  read,  informing  him  that  he 
was  going  to  consult  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  upon  this 
Bill  before  the  House  met.  He  gathered 
from  that  that  there  was  some  hope  of 
effecting  a  satisfactory  compromise  upon 
the  question.  But  even  if  that  satis- 
factory compromise  had  not  been  arrived 
at,  he  hoped  that  in  the  course  of  next 
week  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would 
see  their  way  to  the  eliminai^ion  of  these 
objectionable  clauses  which  he  had  taken 
the  liberty  to  oppose. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedy 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' 
— ( Vueount  Ftlkutone,) 

Motion  agre$d  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tuoiday  6th 
March. 

EXETER,  TEIGN  VALLEY,  AND  OHAG- 
FORD RAILWAY  BILL  {by  Order). 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  Doddi.) 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  that,  for 
the  same  reasons  as  those  which  had  been 
stated  in  regard  to  the  two  previous 
Bills,  he  would  move  that  the  debate 
upon  the  present  Bill  be  also  adjourned. 

Jtr.  Lyon  Playfair 


Motion  made,  and  Qu^tion  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—(J/r.  J.  W.  Barehy.) 

Mb.  HIOKS  asked  if  this  was  th« 
Exeter  Bill  ? 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY :  Yes. 

Me.  hicks  said,  there  was  a  Notice 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill  standing  in 
his  name  on  the  Paper,  and  he  should 
like  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  few  moments  while  he  ex- 
plained the  reasons  which  had  induced 
him  to  support  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Me.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Question 
before  the  House  is  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  That  Motion  having 
been  made,  the  hon.  Member  must 
confine  his  observations  to  that  Ques- 
tion. 

Me.  HIOKS  said,  that  he  would  con- 
fine himself  to  it.  He  thought  it  must 
commend  itself  to  the  House  that  the 
whole  of  these  Bills  ought  to  be  treated 
in  the  same  way.  He  ventured,  how- 
ever, to  indorse  the  hope  which  had 
been  expressed  b)'  the  noble  Viscount 
the  Member  for  South  Wilts  (Viscount 
Folkestone)  that  when  they  met  again  to 
consider  these  Bills,  after  the  adjourn- 
ment, the  promoters  would  be  ready  to 
come  forward  with  an  assurance  that 
the^e  most  objectionable  <ilauses  had 
been  struck  out. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th 
March. 


HTJUi  AND  LINCOLN  RAILWAY 
BILL    (by  Order). 

SXCOKD  BEjLDIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Me.  NORWOOD,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that,  so  far  as  he  could  learn,  the  only 
objection  which  had  been  raised  agaioBt 
this  very  important  Bill — which  compre- 
hended the  construction  of  a  bridge 
across  the  Humber,  and  a  means  of 
communication  between  Hull  and  North 
Lincoln — had  reference  to  two  itemf 
in  the  Schedule,  by  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  impose  certain  differential  ratei 
upon  the  carriage  of  common  and  arti- 
ficial manures,  which  were  said  to  be  of 
an  exceptional  nature.    Now,  he  ven- 
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tuTed  to  say  that  a  very  proper  distinc- 
tion was  drawn  in  charging  a  higher 
rate  for  the  conveyance  of  artificial 
manure,  such  as  the  best  Peruvian 
Guano,  which  was  worth  £16  a  ton, 
and  which  required  to  be  conveyed  in 
covered  carriages  and  warehoused,  in- 
stead of  being  exposed  to  the  atmosphere, 
than  for  common  manures,  which  were  of 
very  little  value  indeed,  and  the  con- 
veyance of  which  required  no  extra  care 
whatever.  Artificial  manures  were  highly 
charged  with  ammonia,  and  unless  great 
care  was  exercised  in  their  conveyance 
their  value  became  considerably  dete- 
riorated. It  was  not  customary  to  oppose 
a  Private  Bill  introduced  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  at  this  stage,  and  such  a 
course  was  particularly  inconvenient 
now,  seeing  that  the  Session  was  al- 
ready much  advanced,  and  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  get  these  Private  Bills  before 
Select  Committees  at  once.  The  course 
now  taken  by  an  isolated  interest  oi 
adjourning  the  second  reading  of  Bills 
of  this  nature  was  a  monstrous  thing, 
and  not  only  inconvenient  to  the  pro- 
moters, but  to  the  House  itself.  He 
should  certainly  divide  the  House  against 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  because 
he  had  no  wish  to  be  dictated  to  by 
eminent  agriculturists  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Ifr,  Norwood.) 

YisooiTNT  FOLKESTONE  said,  the 
hon.  Qentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
objected  to  be  dictated  to  by  an  isolated 
interest,  whom  he  accused  of  opposing 
the  Bill.  Now,  the  agriculturists  of  the 
country 

Mb.  NOEWOOD  said,  he  had  alluded 
to  the  manure  merchants. 

VisooTOT  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
had  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
refer  to  the  agricultural  interest.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  it  was  a 
monstrous  thing  that  certain  persons 
should  oppose  the  Bill,  because  they 
objected  to  difiPerential  rates  being 
charged  upon  artificial  manures.  It 
might  be  a  monstrous  thing,  but  he 
wiSied  to  explain  to  the  House  that  it 
was  a  matter  which  had  already  been 
determined  by  the  House  itself.  In  the 
year  1881  the  Great  North  of  Scotland 


Eailway  Company  brought  forward  a 
Bill  by  which  they  endeavoured  to  put 
a  higher  rate  upon  artificial  manures 
than  common  manures.  The  question 
was  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  the  House  decided  that  the 
Company  should  not  be  allowed  to  charge 
these  rates.  If,  then,  it  was  a  monstrous 
thing,  the  House  had  already  decided  to 
do  it;  and  if  it  was  right  in  1881,  he 
maintained  that  it  was  also  right  in  1 883, 
and  more  especially  in  1883  than  in 
1881,  because  the  amcultural  interest 
had  suffered  since  that  time  two  years 
more  of  agricultural  depression,  and  was' 
therefore  less  able  to  afford  to  pay  these 
extra  rates.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  persisted  in  going 
on  with  the  Bill,  he  should  oppose  the 
second  reading. 

Mb.  J.  HOWABD  said,  the  question 
was  rather  more  important  than  it  ap- 
peared to  be  on  the  face  of  it,  because  if 
these  powers  were  granted  to  new  Bail- 
way  Companies  to  raise  the  rates  upon 
manures,  the  existing  Railway  Compa- 
nies would  have  gooa  reason  for  seeking 
to  raise  their  rates  also.  Upon  that 
ground  he  should  most  strenuously 
oppose  the  Bill.  Further,  he  thought 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  ought  not  to 
have  allowed  Bills  to  slip  through  Par- 
liament last  Session  containing  these 
objectionable  clauses.  The  Board  of 
Trade  existed  for  the  public  interests, 
and  not  in  the  interest  of  Eailway  Com- 
panies. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  B  ARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  the  House  would  agree  that 
it  would  be  a  monstrous  thing  if  this 
Bill  were  allowed  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  when  other  Bills  containing  similar 
provisions  had  been  postponed.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  nis  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood) 
would  not  press  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  but  would  consent  that  it  should 
be  deferred,  with  the  others,  for  future 
consideration.  Without  making  further 
remarks,  he  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (5»r  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 

Motion  agr$$d  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  IWti^  6{h 
March. 
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OXFORD,    AYLESBURY,    AND   METRO- 
POLITAN JUNCTION  RAILWAY 
BILL  (Ay  Order), 

SECOND  BSADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (1/r.  Dodds.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  J.  R.  Torke.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

m 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tueiday  6th 
March. 

SEAFIELD  DOCK  AND  RAILWAY  BILL 

(by  Order), 

SEOOin)  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Doddi,) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (  Vtaeount  Folkeaione.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th 
March. 

WINDSOR,    ASCOT,    AND    ALDER8H0T 
RAILWAY  BILL  (*y  Order). 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  Dodda,) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (  Vieeount  Folkettone,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Tuesday  6th 
March. 

MOTIONS, 


PARLIAMENT-STANDING  ORDERS. 
Sib  JOHN  B.  MOWBBAY  moved 
that  the  following  Members  constitute  the 
Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders : 
—  Sir  John  Mowbrat,  Sir  Edwabd 
GoLEBRooKE,  Mr.  OuBiTT,  Mr.  Floyeb, 
Mr.  Monk,  Mr.  Mulholland,  Mr.  Denis 
O'CoNOB,  Mr.  PiiAYFAiB,  Lord  A&tbtjb 


BussELL,    Mr.    Whitbeead,    and    Mr. 

YOBKE. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

PARLIAMENT— COMMITTEE   OF 
SELECTION. 
Standing  Order  No.  98  read,  as  fol- 
io weth  : — 

**  There  shall  be  a  Committee,  to  be  dedg- 
nated  *  The  Committee  of  Selection,'  to  consist 
of  the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders,  who  shall  be  ex  officio  Chair- 
man thereof,  and  Five  other  Members,  who 
shall  be  nominated  at  the  commencement  of 
every  Session,  of  which  Committee  Three  shall 
be  a  quorum." 

Sib  JOHN  B.  MOWBBAY  said,  that, 
in  rising  to  move  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  he  wished  to 
explain  why  he  brought  forward  the 
Motion  in  its  present  form.     On  the  first 
day  of  the  Session,  in  conformity  with 
established    usage,    he   had    placed  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  for  the  nomination 
of   the  Committee  of   Selection.    The 
proposal  then  made  was  that  the  Com- 
mittee, as  in  former  years,  should  consist 
of  five  Members ;  but,  knowing  at  the 
time  that  the  attention  of  the  House 
was  about  to  be  called  to  the  question, 
instead  of  givinff  the  usual  Notice  he 
gaye  fiye  days'  Notice.     It  was  then  re- 
presented to  him  by  several  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
it  was  desirable  a  little  further  delay 
should  take  place,  and  he  had  acquiesced 
in  that  desire.     He  now  came  forward 
to  move  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  in  deference  to  the  opinions 
entertained   in    many  quarters  of  the 
House  he  proposed  to  increase  the  num- 
ber from  five  to  seven.    There  could  be 
no  doubt  that  new  and  important  duties 
would  be  imposed  4ipon  the  Committee 
by  the  Besolution  passed  by  the  House 
upon  the  1st  of  December ;  and  it  wss 
considered  desirable,  having  regard  to 
these  new  duties,  that  there  should  be 
an  addition  to  the  strength  of  the  Com- 
mittee.   At  the  same  time  he  was  sare 
that  the  Committee,  whether  it  was  large 
or  small,  would  be  prepared  loyally  to 
discharge  whatever  duties  the  House 
might  impose  upon  them.    There  could 
be  no  question  that  the  duties  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  would  not  be 
lightened  by  the  decision  arrived  at  by 
the  House  in  December  last;  but,  as 
additional  duties  had  been  thrown  on 
them,   the  Committee  would  be  quits 
prepared  to  disohar^  them.    The  only 
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question  now  for  the  consideration  of 
the   House  was»  what  was  to  be    the 
number  of  Members  to  constitute  the 
Committee    of   Selection.      There    ap- 
peared  to  him  to  be,  on  the  part  of 
aeyeral  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
HouBe»  a  desire  to  enlarge  the  number. 
Speaking  for  himself,  and  from  the  ex- 
perience he  had  had  in  connection  with 
the  Committee  of  Selection  for  the  last 
10  jearsy  a  small  Committee  would  work 
together  better  than  a  large  one.    But 
he  had  no  objection  to  a  moderate  addi- 
tion.    His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Swansea   (Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  proposed 
the  addition  of  three  Members,  but  he 
thought  that  an  addition  of  two  would  be 
quite  sufficient.    He,  therefore,  proposed 
to  increase  the  Committee  of  Selection 
from  five  Members  to  seven.    The  hon. 
Member    for    Burnley   (Mr.    Bylands) 
proposed  10,  but  he  thought  that  number 
would  be  too  large  for  the  discharge  of 
the  duties  which  the  Committee  would 
have  to  perform.    It  was  undesirable 
to  enlarge  the  number  to  any  consider- 
able extent.    In  the  debate  in  Decem- 
ber last  it  was  urged  that  the  Com- 
mittee consisted  of  Gentlemen  who  were 
too    exclusively  devoted   to  the  Front 
Benches.     Personally,  he  was  not  con- 
scious of  any  such  devotion,  and  he  had 
certainly  never  seen   anything  in  the 
nature  of  partizanship  exhibited  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee.     On  the 
contrary,  the  Committee  had  invariably 
devoted  themselves  to  the  simple  dis- 
charge of  their  duties.     He  might  say 
that  he  had  come  to  an  understanding 
in  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn),  and  he  had  placed  the  present 
Motion  on  the  Paper.     If  his  proposal 
were  agreed  to,  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion would  virtually  consist   of   eight 
Members,  because  the  Chairman  of  the 
Standing  Order  Committee  was  always  a 
Member  also  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion.    What  he  proposed  now  was  to 
a4d  the  names  of  the  junior  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Hlingworth)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mondWolff),  who  wereGentlemen  of  inde- 
pendent character,  and  could  not  be  said 
to  be  animated  by  partizan  views.     He 
hoped  that  the  experiment  of  appointing 
Standing  Committees,  which  was  sanc- 
tioned by  the  House  last  year,  would 
work  satisfactorily;  and  one  important 
duty  which  would  fi^ll  to  the  lot  of  the 


Committee  of  Selection  was  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Chairmen  who  would  have 
to  preside  over  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees. He  begged  now  to  move  to 
amend  the  Standing  Order  by  leaving 
out  "five"  and  inserting  *'  seven."  fi 
that  were  adopted,  he  should  then  move 
the  names  of  the  seven  Gentlemen  whom 
he  proposed  to  nominate  upon  the  Com- 
mittee.   

Mb.  dillwyn  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  seconding  the  proposition  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  This  was,  to 
some  extent,  a  continuation  Committee. 
He  admitted  that  the  Committee  had 
very  important  duties  to  perform,  and 
that  they  would  be  much  heavier  under 
the  New  Bules.  It  was,  therefore,  more 
desirable  now  than  ever  that  the  House 
should  adhere  to  its  old  practice  of  ap- 
pointing, as  far  as  possible,  those  who  * 
had  acquired  a  special  knowledge  of  the 
work  to  be  performed.  Under  the  New 
Bules  the  duties  would  be  very  much 
enlarged,  and  the  powers. of  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  very  much  altered  and 
extended.  Under  the  old  state  of  things 
it  was  only  necessary  to  appoint  the 
Committee  of  Selection  with  special  re- 
ference to  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House;  but  they  would  now  be  called 
upon  to  select  a  very  large  Committee, 
which  would  have  very  important  func- 
tions to  perform.  He  believed  there  was 
a  general  feeling  that  the  Committee 
should,  therefore,  be  increased  in  num- 
ber, and  the  proposal  now  made  was 
intended  to  satisfy  the  feeling  of  the 
House.  So  far  as  he  was  aware,  there 
had  never  been  any  dissatisfaction  on 
the  part  of  the  House  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  old  Committee  had  done  its 
work.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
the  results  which  had  been  brought 
about  showed  that  they  had  done  their 
work  very  well.  He  had  certainly  never 
heard  any  complaint  of  the  Committees 
which  had  been  appointed  for  investi- 
gating Private  Bills.  The  duties  im- 
posed upon  the  Committee  of  Selection 
were  now  very  largely  increased,  but  he 
had  no  doubt  the  Committee  would  still 
continue  to  give  the  utmost  satisfac- 
tion. The  Order  as  to  Grand  Committees 
was  temporary  only.  Perhaps,  if  it  had 
been  other  than  an  experiment,  and  if 
the  Gband  Committees  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed permanently  by  a  Standing  Order 
of  the  House,  it  might  have  been  desir- 
able to  take  a  different  course.  He  did  not 
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think  the  Houbo  would  have  been  satis- 
fied to  grant  these  very  lar^e  new  powers, 
if  they  were  intended  to  oe  permanent, 
without  some  further  addition  to  the 
number  of  the  existing  Committee.  As, 
however,  the  experiment  was  only  tem- 
porary and  for  one  year,  he  thought  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Uniyersity  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B.  Mow- 
bray) had  done  well  to  confine  the  addi- 
tion to  two.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
proposed  to  increase  the  number  largely 
it  would  have  taken  up  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House  to  settle  and  arrange  not 
only  the  numbers,  but  the  duties.  That 
inconvenience  would,  he  thought,  be 
avoided  by  the  plan  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  names 
which  had  been  added  would  be  accepted 
by  the  majority  of  the  House ;  and,  there- 
'fore,  the  delay  would  be  avoided  which 
would  have  been  involved  if  a  larger 
addition  had  been  pxoposed.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  tor  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  proposed  to  increase  the  num- 
ber to  1 1 .  As  a  rule,  a  large  Committee 
was  not  a  desirable  Committee  for  the 
performance  of  such  very  delicate  work 
as  this  Committee  would  have  to  per- 
form. He  certainly  preferred  the  num- 
ber which  had  been  suggested  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend.  It  was  quite  a  sufii- 
cient  number  for  trying  the  experiment ; 
and  if  at  the  end  of  the  year  it  was  found 
that  the  experiment  was  successful,  and 
it  was  resolved  to  continue  the  Standing 
Committees,  the  House  would  have  some 
experience  before  it  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Committee  of  Selection  had 
done  their  work.  He  thought  the  num- 
ber proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  a  oetter  number  than  that  which 
they  now  had ;  and  he  had,  therefore, 
great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  pro- 
position. 

Amendment  proposed  thereunto,  to 
leave  out  the  word  **  Five,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  word  "Seven," — {8ir  John 
Mowbray,) — instead  thereof. 

Ques^on  proposed,  *'That  the  word 
'  Five '  stand  part  of  the  said  Standing 
Order." 

Mr.  BAIKES  said,  he  must  confess 
that  he  had  heard  with  some  disappoint- 
ment the  statement  which  had  been  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B. 
Mowbray),  because  he  had  rather  hoped 
that  the  House  would  have  received  from 
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him  a  little  information  as  to  his  views 
in  regard  to  the  functions  to  be  dis- 
charged by  the  Committee  of  Selection 
under  the  new  Order  passed  last  year. 
It  was  recognized  that  some  change  in 
their  functions  was  contemplated,  be- 
cause it  was  proposed  to  enlarge  their 
number,  and  that  in  view  of  extended 
duties.    What  he  thought  the  House 
would  like  to  know  was,  whether  the 
Committee  of  Selection  intended  to  con- 
fine themselves  strictly  and  entirely  to 
the  mere  duty  of  selecting  the  names  of 
tlie  Members  to  serve  upon  the  Standing 
Committees,  and  the  cognate  duty  of 
selecting  a  Chairman's  panel  to  act  as 
Chairmen  of  such  Committees,  or  whe- 
ther they  intended  to  take  any  steps, 
such  as  he  gathered  from  the  answer  of 
the  noble.  Marquees  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  the  other  day,  the  ilovem- 
ment  were  rather  disposed  to  throw  upon 
the  Committee  of  Selection.    Were  tiiey 
to  have  from  the  Committee  of  Selection 
or  from  the  Chairman's  panel  any  sug- 
gestion  as  to  the  regulations  which  were 
to  prevail  in  these  Standing  Committees? 
He  should  be  told,  he  supposed,  as  he 
had  been  told  already,  that  the  House 
had  decided  that  the  procedure  of  these 
Standing   Committees   was   to   be  the 
same  as  that  of  the  Select  Committees 
of  the  House.     Perhaps  he  might  be 
forgiven    if    he    reminded  the  House 
that  there  were,  at  least,  three  diffe- 
rent sorts  of  Select  Committees  known 
to  the  House,  and  that  the  procedure  in 
each  of  those  different  Committees  varied 
more  or  less  from  that  adopted  in  other 
Committees.    They  had  Select  Commit- 
tees on  Private  Bills;  and  those  Com- 
mittees had  a  practice  of  their  own, 
which  was  largely  concerned  in  the  exa- 
mination of  witnesses  by  counsel.  Then 
they  had  Select  Committees  to  whom 
Publio  Bills  were  sometimes  referred; 
and  they  had  Select  Committees  to  whom 
particular  questions  were  sometimes  re- 
ferred.   In  all  of  these  Committees,  as 
far  as  his  experience  went — and  he  had 
served  on  more  than  one  of  such  Com- 
mittees— the  practice  was  simply  adopted 
to  suit  the  convenience  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  day.     He  remembered  serving 
once  on  a  Select  Committee  where  an 
important  question  aroee  as  to  a  olaoae 
in  the  Bill  referred  to  the  Committee. 
It  was  a  question  upon  which  he  a&d 
another  Member  entertained  opiniooi 
adverse  to  those  of  the  Chairman.  Thej 
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reached  the  elaose  upon  which  there  was 
a  difference  of  opinion  at  one  Sitting, 
and  then  adjourned  the  Committee ;  hut 
when  the  Committee  re-assembled  he 
was  told  that  there  had  been  an  informal 
gathering  of  the  other  Members  of  the 
Committee  behind  the  Chair,  and  that 
they  had  gone  through  24  clauses  of  the 
Bill.     Now,   he  did  not  suppose  that 
that  would  be  practicable  in  a  Standing 
Committee;  but  it  indicated  the  loose 
Tiew  which  a  Chairman  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, who  happened  to  be  a  leading 
Member  of  the  GFoyemment  of  the  day, 
had  been  known  to  take  as  to  the  mode  of 
procedure.  He  was  anxious  to  know,  and 
he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  be 
able  to  explain,  whether  the  Committee 
of    Selection  could  by  themselres,   or 
jointly  with  the  Chairman's  panel,  create 
or  formulate  any  Bules  with  regard  to 
Standing  Committees  and  submit  l!hem 
to  the  House.    No  doubt,  there  were 
Bome  points  of  no  g^at  importance  which 
might  occur  in  regard  to  Standing  Com- 
mittees which  might  be  settled  by  the 
Standing  Committees  themselyes  after 
they  had  gained  experience.     He  be- 
licTed,  howeyer,  that  there  was  more 
than  one  important  point  that  had  not 
yet  been  determined ;  he  might,  per- 
haps, suggest  one— whether  any  Mem- 
ber  of  the  House  would  be   eligible 
to  senre  on  both  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees, or  whether  the  fact  that  a  Mem- 
ber was  appointed  to  serre  on  one  was 
to  exclude  him  from  serving  on   the 
other.     He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
fair  to  call  upon  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection to  determine  an  important  point 
like  that  by  themselyes  in  their  room  up- 
stairs; and  it  was  desirable  that  they, 
or  Her  Majesty's  G-oTcmment,   should 
submit  some  scheme  for  the  regulation 
o!  the  procedure  of  these  Committees 
to  the  jud^ent  of  the  House.    It  was 
quite  possible  that  there  were    many 
Members  in  the  House  who  might  be 
well  qualified  to  serre  on  Committees 
relating  to  matters  of   commerce,  and 
Also  relating  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Isw;  and  such  Members  might  be  ap- 

g minted  on  both  Committees,  unless  the 
ouse  was  told  that  one  Committee  was 
to  be  exdusiTcly  confined  to  merchants 
And  the  other  to  lawyers.  There  were 
inany  merchants  who  were  well  ao- 
qaainted  with  questions  of  law ;  and,  no 
doubt,  there  were  some  few  lawyers  who 
^ew  something  about  questions  of  com- 


merce. He  therefore  presumed  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  an  insuperable  bar  that 
a  man's  knowledge  of  one  subject  should 
exclude  him  from  acting  upon  a  Com- 
mittee with  the  Business  of  which  he 
had  more  or  less  knowledge.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  to  hear,  if  not  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
yersity  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  R.Mowbray), 
who  had  already  addressed  the  House, 
at  least  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Bed- 
ford ^Mr.  Whitbread),  who  was  well 
acquainted  with  the  conduct  of  Business 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  whether 
it  was  intended  by  him,  or  any  other 
Member  of  the  Committee,  as  was  now 
proposed,  to  take  any  steps  to  obtain 
the  sanction  of  the  House  to  any  Bules 
for  regulating  the  procedure  of  Standing 
Committees  7 

Ma.  EYLANDS  said,  he  believed  that 
it  would  now  be  a  convenient  time  for 
him  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  R,  Mow- 
bray) which  he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper 
— namely,  to  amend  the  Standing  Order 
No.  98,  by  leaving  out  "five,"  and  in- 
serting '*  ten."  The  efifect  of  his  Amend- 
ment would  be  that,  instead  of  having  a 
Committee  of  eight,  the  Committee  of 
Selection  would  consist  of  11.  He  dis- 
missed at  once  any  argument  of  his  hon. 
Friend  below  him  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  as  to 
the  policy  or  impolicy  of  appointing  a 
large  Committee.  They  could  not,  if 
they  so  wished  it,  have  a  large  Commit- 
tee; but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  were  about  to 
undertake  work  very  difiPerent  from  that 
which  they  had  performed  hitherto, 
and,  therefore,  that  the  House  might 
properly  consider  whether  there  ought 
not  to  be  some  material  alteration  in 
the  constitution  of  that  Committee.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  the 
Committee  of  Selection  appointed  in 
former  years  was  appointed  simply  in 
connection  with  Private  Bills.  It  would 
be  observed  that  the  Standing  Order 
they  were  about  to  modify  was  a  Stand- 
ing Order  relating  only  to  the  Private 
Bill  Business  of  the  House;  and  the 
Committee  of  Selection  was,  no  doubt, 
very  properly  and  efficiently  constituted 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  Private 
Bill  legislation.  But  it  was  now  pro- 
posed that  this  Committee  of  Selection, 
instead  of  being  a  Private  Bill  Commit- 
tee, should  be  a  Committee  of  Selection 
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that  would  afiPect  very  considerable  in- 
terests in  that  House ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, desirable  that  the  opinion  of  the 
House  should  be  represented  upon  it  as 
far  as  possible.  However  indefatigable 
they  were  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties,  it  could  hardly  be  expected  that 
five  or  six  Gentlemen  would  represent 
the  general  view  of  the  House — at  any 
rate,  as  well  as  a  Committee  consisting 
of  a  larger  number. « It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend 
below  him  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  in  which  he 
proposed  that  they  should  have  a  small 
Committee  because  it  was  only  an  ex- 
periment, was  an  argument  that  scarcely 
deserved  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
What  they  had  to  do  in  making  this 
great  experiment  of  the  appointment  of 
Grand  Committees  was,  that  they  should 
start  with  every  possibility  of  their  suc- 
cessful working ;  and  one  of  the  first 
steps  they  should  take  was  to  take  care 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  fairly 
represented  every  section  of  feeling  in 
the  House.  In  order  to  do  that  it  was 
necessary,  in  his  opinion,  that  there 
should  be  a  larger  Committee  than  that 
proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend.  The 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders,  which 
had  just  been  agreed  to  at  the  instance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  John^R.  Mowbray),  consisted  of  1 1 
Members;  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee also  consisted  of  11  Members, 
and  he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  this 
Committee  should  not  follow  that  prece- 
dent and  consist  of  11  Members  also. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  the 
Amendment  he  had  placed  upon  the 
Paper  to  amend  Standing  Order  No.  98 
by  leaving  out  ''five"  and  inserting 
*•  ten." 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Question 
before  the  House  is  that  the  word 
''five"  stand  part  of  the  Question. 
When  the  House  negatives  that  propo- 
sition, then  the  Question  will  be  put 
that  "  seven  "  be  inserted,  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  then  be  in  Order  in  moving 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  glad  to  think  that  an  Amendment 
which  he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper, 
immediately  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford (Sir  John  R.  Mowbray)  gave  Notice 
of  his  intention  to  move  for  this  Com- 
mittee,  had  received  such  general  en- 

Mr.  RylandM 


dorsemexit  from  all  sides  of  the  House* 
He  was  sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  making  successive  postpone- 
ments of  the  Motion,  and  now  present- 
ing it  with  an  alteration  of  its  terms, 
had  never  done  him  (Mr.  O'Connor)  the 
honour  of  communicating  to  him  in  any 
way  that  it  was  his  intention  to  alter 
the  original  proposal.    When  this  Mo- 
tion was  first  put  upon  the  Paper,  it 
occurred  to  him  (Mr.  O^Connor)  that  it 
was  absolutely  indispensable  that  some 
alteration  should  be  made  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
That  Committee  was  charged,  and  al- 
ways had  been  charged,  with  very  im- 
portant duties.    Every  Private  Bill  was 
referred  to  them,  and  they  had  to  nomi- 
nate the  Members  of  the  Committees, 
both  upon  opposed  and  unopposed  Bills. 
They  had  also  to  nominate  the  General 
Committee  upon  Railway    and    Canal 
Bills.     To  them  was  referred  every  Pro- 
visional Order  Bill  which  was  not  sent 
to  the  General  Committee  on  Railway 
and  Canal  Bills.    Those  Bills,  affecting 
very  varied  and  very  important  inte- 
rests,   were  properly  committed   to   a 
number  of  Gentlemen  of  very  great  ex- 
perience and  of  high  character,  whose 
names  would  at  once  secure  the  accept- 
ance and  respectful  recognition  of  every 
quarter  of  the  House.     They  were  the 
names  of  Gentlemen  who  had  been  up 
to  this  time  Members  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection,    and  he  should  be  very 
sorry  to  say  one  single  word  in  dis- 
paragement of  any  one  of  them ;  but  the 
duties  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
from  this  time  forward,  in  consequence 
of  the  Standing  Order  of  December, 
1882,  would  be  very  much  more  impor- 
tant, and  very  much  more  delicate  Uian 
they  had  ever  been  before.    As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr. 
Rylands) .  remarked,    their   duties  had 
been  taken  from  mere  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation, and  made  to  apply  to  matters  of 
a  public  character.     What  were  those 
duties?    From  a  House  consisting  of 
650  Members  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Committee    of    Selection,   hitherto 
numbering  only  five  with  the  Chairman, 
of  whom  three  form  a  quorum — it  would 
be  their  duty  to  select  some  160  Mem- 
bers, or  something  like  one  in  every  four 
of  the  Members  of  the  House;   and, 
having  made  that  selection,  they  would 
have  to  proceed  with  the  distribution 
of  this  selected  body  into  two  smaller 
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"bodies;  and,  in  making  that  distribation, 
they  would  have  to  consider  not  only  the 
constitution  of  the  House,  but  the  per- 
sonal and  professional  qualifications  of 
every  single  one  of  the  Members  consti- 
tuting the  Oommittee.    But  that  was 
not  all.     They  would  have  to  consider 
the  nature  of  the  Bills  to  be  submitted 
to  the  two  new  Standing  Committees; 
and,  seeing  that  those  Bills  were  of  more 
than  usual  importance,  it  would  be  at 
once  perceived  that  they  would  be  en- 
trusted with  a  very  delicate  and  difficult 
duty.     Even  that  was  not  the   entire 
extent  of  their  duty ;  but  they  might  be 
caUed  upon  to  select  15  special  Members 
to  be  placed  upon  each  Standing  Com- 
mittee,   in   order    to    supplement   the 
normal  strength   of  the   Committee  in 
exceptional  cases.     And  that  was  not 
all ;  the  Standing  Committees  were  not 
to  be  allowed  the  right  of  selecting  their 
own  Chairman ;  but  the  Committee  of 
Selection  was  to  appoint  a  small  panel 
of  four,  five,  or  six  Members  from  among 
whom  the  Chairmen  of  the  Standing 
Committees   must   perforce    be   taken. 
Well,  the  selection  of  the  Chairmen  and 
Members  of  the  Standing  Committees, 
in  the  manner  he  had  described,  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  a  duty  so  important 
and  so  delicate,  not  to  say  invidious  and 
undesirable,   that  he  could   very  well 
understand  many    Members    naturally 
shrinking  from  undertaking  so  serious  a 
responsibility.    Indeed,  he  thought  that 
the  Members  who  consented  to  serve  on 
the  Committees  now  appointed  were  well 
entitled  to  the  thanks  and  grateful  re- 
cognition of  their  fellow  Members ;  but 
in  future  it  would  not  be  sufficient  that 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion  should  be  men  of  weight,   high 
character,    and   experience.      If    their 
Standing  Committees  were  to  work  suc- 
cessfully, if  their  Committee  of  JSelection 
was  hereafter  to  escape   criticism   and 
observations,  it  was  indispensable  that 
the  Committee  should  be  enlarged  so  as 
to  secure  a  varied  and  representative 
character,  which,  with  all  respect  to  the 
present  Members  of  the  Committee,  it 
did  not  possess.     Since  he  had  placed 
his  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for   the 
University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  R.  Mow- 
bray), who  had  moved  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee,  had  adopted  his  sug- 
gestion and  had  altered  the    original 
l(otioo  80  88  to  include  a  Resolution  for 


the  enlargement  of  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  had  also  adopted, 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  Party  below  him  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  WolfiT).  He  was  sorry  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  overlooked 
one  considerably  larger  Party  which  sat 
higher  up  on  those  Benches,  and  which 
was  desirous  of  placing  on  the  list  of 
Members  the  name  of  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy.  When  he  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor) placed  his  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  it  was  neither  his  desire  nor  his 
duty  to  propose  more  than  one  name, 
and  the  Members  who  sat  on  those 
Benches  were  not  desirous  of  asking  the 
House  to  g^ve  them  more  than  one  place 
on  this  Committee ;  but  they  did  respect- 
fully and  hopefully  ask  that  they  should 
be  at  least  allowed  one  Representative 
upon  a  Committee  of  such  signal  and 
unusual  importance.  In  order  that  they 
might  be  able  to  move  the  insertion  of 
that  name  he  had  proposed  his  Amend- 
ment, which  would  have  enlarged  the 
Committee  by  a  single  Member.  Of 
course,  it  might  not  be  desirable  that  the 
enlargement  should  be  so  limited.  All 
he  could  say  was  that  the  Ldsh  Members 
would  be  satisfied  with  one  Represen- 
tative upon  the  Committee,  but  they 
would  not  object  to  an  increase  to  the 
extent  of  10,  11,  13,  or  even  a  larger 
number.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Bir  JohnR.  Mowbray)  now  proposed  two 
new  names,  those  of  Mr.  nUngworth 
and  Sir.  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  one  re- 
presenting one  side  of  the  House  and 
the  other  the  other ;  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  told  that  they  were  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry).  Now,  personally, 
ne  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he 
had  the  most  implicit  reliance  upon  the 
candour  and  intelligence,  the  informa- 
tion and  the  impartiality  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  ;  but  he  had  no  hesitation  also  . 
in  saying  that  the  Irish  Members  did 
not  consider  that  by  reason  of  that  hon. 
Member's  presence  on  the  Committee 
of  Selection  they  who  sat  upon  those 
Benches  and  had  generally  acted  to- 
gether would  be  adequately  represented. 
They  felt  that  they  would  be  adequately 
represented  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.   Justin  M*Carthy),  and 
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he  trusted  that  the  House  would  be  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  addition  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  name,  which,  at  the  proper 
time,  he  should  venture  to  move. 

Mb.  W.  holms  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Standing  Orders  had  pro- 
posed that  in  future  the  Committee  of 
Selection  should  consist  of  eight  Mem- 
bers. The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal was  that  the  number  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  increased  from  five  to 
seven;  but  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Standing  Orders  (Sir  John  E. 
Mowbray)  himself  would,  as  before,  by 
virtue  of  his  Office,  be  a  Member  of  the 
Committee,  thus  making  eight.  The 
Committee  would  therefore  be  composed 
of  four  Conservatives  and  four  Liberals. 
It  had  hitherto  been  the  practice  to  ap- 
point Select  Committees  with  a  majority 
on  the  side  of  the  G-ovemment  of  the 
day.  Now,  this  Committee  of  Selection 
was  a  very  important  one,  and  would 
have  much  more  important  functions  to 
discharge  than  it  had  ever  discharged 
before,  and  he  thought  that  it  ought  to 
have  at  least  a  minority  of  one  on  the 
Government  side.  He  should,  therefore, 
at  the  proper  time,  propose  that  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  be  added. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  detain  the  House  at  any 
length,  but  some  of  the  questions  raised 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  were  of  con- 
siderable importance ;  and,  as  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  knew  the  alteration  oT 
this  Standing  Order,  and  who  was  him- 
self the  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Order 
Committee  (Sir  John  E.Mowbray)  was  un- 
able to  reply,  he  would  ask  the  House  to 
give  him  its  attention  for  one  or  two 
minutes  while  he  endeavoured  to  do  so. 
In  the  first  place,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tba  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge  (Mr.  Eaikes)  asked  if  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, should  they  be  appointed  that 
evening,  to  suggest,  or  to  frame  any 
Eules  for  the  procedure  before  the  Grand 
Committees.  Now,  be  confessed  that  it 
appeared  to  him,  as  the  labours  already 
imposed  upon  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion were  of  a  sufficiently  onerous  and 
grave  character,  it  was  undesirable  to 
underrate  the  difficulty  and  delicacy  of 
the  additional  task  the  House  was  im- 
posing upon  the  Committee.  It  was  a 
task  of  great  difficulty  and  of  the  utmost 
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delicacy,  and  would  require  the  bearing 
in  mind  of  numerous  and  complex  con- 
siderations, which  of  themselves  would 
be  almost  enough  to  dazzle  any  Oom- 
mittee.     Then  he  would  ask  his  rieht 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cambridge 
University  not  to  begin  by  attempting 
to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee.      He  should  imagine   that 
the  ordinary  and  uniform  course  would 
be  this  that  when  the  Chairmen  were 
appointed,   being — as   no    doubt    they 
would  be — men  of  great  experience  and 
weight  in  that  House,  they  would  natu- 
rally meet  together  and  consult  aniong 
themselves  whether  they  would  suggest 
any  course  of  procedure  or  any  Hules 
for  the  government  of  these  Ghrand  Com- 
mittees.    The  House  was  not  about  to 
commit  to  a  body  of  total  strangers  the 
duties  which    the    Grand    Committees 
would  have  to  perform.     The  Members 
of  the  Grand  Committees  would  all  be 
Members  of  the  House,  all  of  them  ac- 
customed to  the  course  of  procedure  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  and  of 
the  procedure  before  Select  Committees ; 
and  surely  it  was  not  necessary  to  sup- 
pose at  the  outset  that  bodies  of  men 
so  constituted  would  not  be  able,  if  the 
necessity  should  arise,  to  come  to  the 
House  and  suggest  some  Eules  for  their 
own  guidance.     His  right  hon.  Friend 
said  there  were  several  very    difficult 
questions  which  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion could  not  decide  for  themselves,  and 
he  had  instanced  two ;  one  was  whether 
it  was  competent  for  the  Committee  of 
Selection  to  appoint  the  same  Member 
upon  both  Committees.    In  reply  to  that 
he  had  to  say  simply  that  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  Eesolutions  passed  by  the 
House,  so  far  as  he  could  see,  to  prevent 
the  same  Member  being  nominated  upon 
both  Committees.    But  he  should  uke 
to  go  further,  and  he  thought  that  un- 
less strong  cause  arose  for  it,  such  a  prac- 
tice would  be  highly  inconvenient,  and 
for  this  reason — the  two    Committees 
would  probably  be  both  sitting  at  the 
same  time ;  and  it  would  be  obviously 
inconvenient,  and  a  waste  of  power,  to 
appoint  one  hon.  Member  to  attend  the 
two  Committees.    He  could  conceive  it 
possible,  under  special  circumstances,  to 
appoint  a  Member  upon  both  bodies; 
but  it  would  be  a  very  rare  and  excep- 
tional occurrence.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
asked  if  one  Committee  was  to  be  oom- 
posed  entirely  of  merchants,   and  the 
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other    entirely  of  lawyers.     Now,  tlie 
composition  of  these  Grand  Oommittees 
was  largely  gone  into  when  the  Besolu- 
tions  of  the  GoTemment  were  introduced ; 
and    it  was   pointed  out  then  that  it 
never  was  the  intention,  either  of  the 
^Resolution  or  of  the  House,  that  these 
Committees  should  consist  entirely  of 
experts.     The  very  terms  of  the  Besolu- 
tion  showed  that  that  was  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  House,  because  hon.  Members 
would   observe  that  after  the    General 
Committee  had  been  appointed,  bearing 
in   mind  the  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  Bills  to  be  brought  before 
it,  there  was  even  after  that  a  jpower 
given  to  the  Committee  of  Selection  to 
add  15  Members  to  any  one  Committee. 
What  he  understood  to  be  the  wish  and 
intention  of  the  House  was  that  the 
great  body  of  the  Committee  should  be 
representative  of  aU  the  Parties  and  sec- 
tions of  the  House ;  but  that  in  regard  to 
particular  Bills  which  might  properly  be 
Drought  under  the  notice  of  a  Committee 
the  Committee  of  Selection  should  have 
the  power  of  adding  15  Members  who 
were  specially  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject to  be  discussed.     Now,  one  word 
about  the  odd  and  even  number  which 
had  been  referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms). 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  number, 
it  was  an  invidious  task  for  any  Member, 
when    a .  name  was  proposed   of   any 
Member  of  the  Committee,  to  raise  an 
objection  to  the  name  of  any  particular 
Gentleman  being  on  the  Committee,  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  clearly  under- 
stand that  in  any  remarks  he  was  about  to 
make  he  had  no  such  intention.  He  could 
have  no  personal  feeling  in  the  matter, 
and  what  he  would  say  to  hon.  Members 
who  advocated  an  extension  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  this — it  was  very  desirable 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  should 
not  be  a  Committee  of  divided  opinion. 
Up  to  the  present  time,  in  all  the  years 
that  he  had  been  a  Member  of  that 
Committee,  he  never  remembered  that 
there  had  been  a  division  among  them ; 
and  he  thought  it  was  of  great  import- 
ance, if  it  were  possible,  that  they  should 
continue  to  keep  out  of  the  Committee 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  division.   It 
would  be    remembered  that  in   olden 
times  a  very  important  Committee  was 
appointed  in  that  House— -namely,  the 
General     Committee    upon     Elections, 
▼hich  selected  the  Members  to    serve, 


and  try  Election  Petitions.  Well,  that 
Committee  consisted  only  of  six;  and 
what  to  his  mind  was  a  wise  rule  in  the 
working  of  that  Committee  was  this — 
that  no  decision  should  be  come  to  unless 
four  were  agreed.  That  absolutely  pre- 
vented the  possibility  of  any  partizan 
decision  being  arrived  at  either  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  On  the  Committee 
of  Selection  the  same  number  of  six  had 
been  previously  the  rule.  His  own  opi- 
nion was  that  if  they  could  get  a  com- 
mon agreement  among  a  small  number  of 
men,  it  was  useless,  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  to  nominate  a  large  number.  Every 
one  added  to  a  Committee  would  make 
it,  of  course,  more  and  more  difficult  to 
arrive  at  an  agreement.  With  regard 
to  the  number  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms)  proposed  to 
add  to  the  Committee,  he  would  suggest  to 
his  hon.  Friend  that  it  would  materially 
facilitate  the  presence  of  a  division,  and 
that  it  would  be  far  better  to  leave  the 
matter  as  it  stood.  They  would  go  into 
Committee  and  consider  eaoh  other's 
opinions  and  arguments,  and  not  with 
any  preconceived  views,  and  there  was 
always  this  safeguard  that  the  Chairman 
himself  would  never  vote  except  when 
the  numbers  were  equal.  He  hoped  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice.  He 
certainly  failed  to  see  how  10  men  would 
be  better  able  to  judge  of  the  selection 
of  Members  of  that  House  than  eight. 
His  righthon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B.  Mow- 
bray) had  fairly  met  the  wish  of  the 
House  by  increasing  the  Committee  from 
five  to  eight ;  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  be  content  with  that,  unless  it 
could  be  shown  that  the  feelines  and 
wishes  of  every  section  of  the  House 
had  not  been  fairly  considered  in  the 
appointments  which  were  made  to  the 
Grand  Committees.  If  such  a  case  were 
to  happen  it  would  most  certainly  be 
taken  notice  of  by  the  House.  He  had 
taken  great  interest  in  the  question  of 
these  Grand  Committees,  and  he  was 
anxious  to  see  them  work  successfully. 
He  was  not  without  the  hope  that  if  the 
House  remitted  the  duty  ox  nominating 
the  Members  of  the  Ghrand  Committees 
to  the  Committee  of  Selection  they  would 
be  able  to  persuade  even  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  that,  in  common  with 
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all  Parties  in  the  House,  those  who  acted 
near  him  would  receive  full  consideration, 
and  that  the  appointments  would  be 
made  without  fear  or  favour. 

Mb.  SCLATEE  -  booth  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  be  persuaded, 
by  the  speech  they  had  just  listened  to 
with  so  much  interest,  to  acquiesce  with 
thd  Chairman  of  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  in  adding  only  two  Members 
to  the  old  number  of  the  Committee  of 
Selection  with  which  they  were  familiar. 
He  agreed  with  all  that  had  been  said 
as  to  the  great  importance  of  leaving 
the  Committee  of  Selection  small  and 
select;  but  beyond  this  he  had  taken 
this  objection  at  the  time  when  the  mat- 
ter was  discussed,  and  he  had  put  it  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  who  was  then  in 
charge  of  this  question  of  the  Grand 
Committees,  whether  they  were  to  under- 
stand that  it  was  to  be  the  old  familiar 
Committee  of  Selection  with  which  they 
were  acquainted,  or  whether  a  new  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  was  to  be  appointed 
or  arranged — he  would  not  say  packed 
— for  the  purpose  of  nominating  the 
Grand  Committees.  The  Prime  Minister 
replied  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  so  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned, to  submit  the  matter  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection.  It  would  certainly 
tiomplicate  the  understanding  then  ar- 
rived at  if  a  large  enlargement  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  was  now  to  be 
made,  in  order  that  all  quarters  of  the 
House  should  find  representation  upon 
it.  He  believed  that  all  quarters  of  the 
House  would  have  due  consideration 
g^ven  to  them,  and  he  earnestly  hoped 
the  House  would  be  content  with  the 
alteration  proposed  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Standing  Orders,  who 
was  certainly  better  informed  upon  the 
whole  matter  than  the  House  could  be. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  not 
insist  upon  going  further,  but  would  be 
content  with  the  two  names  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  add. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  quite  agreed  with  the  observations 
which  had  fallen  from  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Hamp- 
shire (Mr.  Sdater-Booth).  His  right 
hon«  fViend  on  his  right,  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John 
R.  Mowbray),  had  filled  the  Office  of 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
for  nearly  10  years,  and  not  one 
single  complaint  had  ever  been  made  in 
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regard  to  the  formation  of  that  Com- 
mittee.  There  had  never  been  a  dispute 
brought  before  the  House  with  regard 
to  an  appointment  which  had  been  made 
by  the  Committee,  and  that  was  the 
best  and  surest  guarantee  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  endeavoured  honestly  and 
faithfully  to  discharge  the  duties  en- 
trusted to  them.     He  would  go  one  step 
further,  and  would  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  all  parts  of  the  House  whether  a 
small  Committee  on  delicate  subjects  of 
this  kind  would  not  do  their  duty  far 
better,  far  more  efficiently,  and  far  more 
satisfactorily  to  the  House  than  a  large 
Committee.    The  very  remark  made  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whithread),  that  they  had   done 
their  work  without  any  division,  dearly 
showed  that  they  had  taken  into  aooount 
all  the  different  phases  of  which    the 
House  was  composed,  and  that    thej 
would  continue  to    do    so.     [An  hon. 
Member  :    No,  no !]    An  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  '*  No !  "    Now,  he  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  ventured  to  say  they  would. 
The  House  had  never  been  able  to  im- 
pugn any  of  their  decisions  before,  and 
he  was  satisfied  that  no  hon.  Member 
would  come  there  and  impugn  them  in 
future.  But,  be  that  as  it  might,  they  had 
a  guarantee,  at  any  rate,  now  that  the 
duty  would  be  well  and  properly  per- 
formed.    His  right    hon.    Friend    the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  John  B.  Mowbray)  had  agreed  to 
the  addition  of  two  names.    That  would 
raise  the  number  to  eight,  and  if  the 
names  proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were   accepted  by  the  House  he  was 
quite  sure  that  they  would  satisfy  every 
requirement  of  the  House.      He    was 
satisfied  that  a  small  number  would  be 
best ;  and  they  would  have  a  guarantee 
for  the  future,  as  in  the  past,  that  the 
new  duties  imposed  upon  the  Committee 
would  be  efficiently  performed. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  House  and  the  country 
would  scout  even  the  possibility  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  John  B.  Mowbray)  being  inspired 
by  any  offensive  or  hostile  intent  towards 
the  Irish  Party  or  towards  the  T017 
interests.  He  was  quite  certain  that 
they  would  not  take  the  possibility  into 
consideration.  But  there  was  a  possi- 
bility that  the  House  ought  to  take  into 
oonsideration — ^namely,  thepoflaibility  of 
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persoos  outside  tbe  House,  and  interests 
outside    the  House,  and  constituencies 
and  millions  of  men  outside  the  House, 
taking  strongly  into  their  consideration 
the  possibility    of    this    Committee  of 
Selection  haying  heen  proposed  with- 
out any  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  people.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  spoken  said  they 
possessed   a  guarantee  for  the  future 
in  the  fact  that  in  the  past  there  had 
been  no  complaint  made  against  the 
action  of  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
Now,  the  fact  in  this  case  supplied  no 
analogy  whatever  to  guide  the  House 
in  regard  to  the  future.    There  was  all 
the  difference  in  the  world  between  the 
Private  Bill  Business  which  had  hitherto 
alone  been  the  subject  of  the  supervision 
of  the  hon.   Members    composing  the 
Committee  of  Selection,  and  the  Public 
Bill  Business  which  was,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, to  be  committed  to  their  care  in 
the  future.     For  instance,  the  Bills  that 
were  to  be  brought  before    Standing 
Committees  would  include  questions  re- 
lating both  to  commerce  and  the  amend- 
ment of  the  law.     He  wanted  to  know 
what  interest,  public  or  private,  was  not 
touched  by  so  vast  a  measure  as  the 
codification  of  the  Criminal  Law?  Above 
all,  it  was  of  importance  to  the  Irish  na- 
tion, threatened  as  they  were  threatened, 
with  all  kinds  of  pains  and  penalties  in 
future,  even  after  the  expiration  of  the 
present  Coercion  Act,  that  they  should 
know  that    some  sf^eguards    were  in 
existence  for  the  selection  of  the  Mem- 
bers who  would  deal  with  the  all-im- 
portant Committee  stage  of   the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill  for  the  codification 
of  the  Criminal  Law.     Last  night  they 
heard  appeals  made  by  the  Covernment  to 
the IrishMembers  to  assist  in  forwarding 
the  despatch  of  Public  Business.   Surely 
that  appeal  from  the  GovernmentBenohes 
must  sound  very  strangely  when  it  was 
compared  with  tihis  entire  ignoral  of  the 
claims  of  the  Irish  Members  to  supervise 
the  despatch  of  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant branches  of  the  Public  Business. 
If  they  were  to  be  excluded  and  outcast 
from  such  important  branches  of  the 
Public  Business  there  could  be  but  one 
conclusion.     He  altogether  left  out  of 
consideration  the  intention  of  the  right 
hoo.  Member  who  had  introduced  this 
Motion,  because  it  was  for  the  House  to 
consider,  after  they  had  heard  all  that 
could  be  said  on  the  subject,  in  what 


light  their  action  would  be  regarded 
outside  the  House,  and  it  was  that  aspect 
of  the  question  that  he  ventured  to  im- 
press on  hon.  and  right  hon.  Members. 
If  he  were  to  lay  stress  upon  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Bills  to  be  put  before  the 
Grand  Committees,  he  might  remind  the 
House  that  in  most  important  branches 
of  penal  legislation,  and  legislation  con- 
nected with  the  penal  law  in  such  mat- 
ters as  the  Prisons  Act  and  the  form 
which  the  military  law  should  assume, 
most  important  Amendments  had  come 
from  the  Benches  of  the  Irish  Party. 
Nevertheless,  they  were  omitted  on  the 
present  occasion,  and  all  assistance  from 
them  discarded.  Literally  speaking, 
there  was  no  Bepresentative  for  Ireland 
upon  the  proposed  Committee.  He  was 
perfectly  aware  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  was  included  in  the  list  of  Mem- 
bers proposed  to  be  nominated  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  (Sir  John  R.  Mowbray).  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Galway 
had  not  even  addressed  a  meeting  of  his 
constituents  for  some  years,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
addressed  a  meeting  of  his  constituents 
for  very  sound  pohtical  reasons.  And 
yet  the  hon.  Member  was  the  only  Gen- 
tleman even  nominally  connectea  with 
Ireland  who  figured  in  this  most  ex- 
traordinary proposal.  As  he  had  said 
before,  the  procedure  of  the  Committee 
of  Selection  in  relation  to  Private  Bill 
Business  offered  no  guarantee  whatever 
in  connection  with  the  Business  now 
before  the  House.  Members  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  would  have  to 
choose  out  of  the  650  Members  of  the 
House  some  160  Members  to  sit  upon 
the  Grand  Committees.  It  was  to  be 
presumed  that  some  Irish  Members 
would  be  chosen  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  among  the  160.  He  wanted 
to  know  how  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  when  the  Irish 
Members  were  excluded  from  it,  were 
to  know  or  to  decide  ?  By  what  test  of 
capacity  or  convenience  were  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Party  to  be  selected  to 
serve  on  the  Grand  Committees,  if  the 
Committee  of  Selection  were  to  act  with- 
out regard  to  the  convenience  of  the  Irish 
Members  ?  And  if  they  acted  without  re- 
gard to  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  Party  as 
to  what  Members  were  to  represent  the 
Irish  Party  on  the  G^and  Committees,  it 
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would  undoubtedly  be  in  tbeir  power 
to  commit  a  serious  injury  to  tne  in- 
terests represented  by  tbe  Irish  Party. 
There  was  only  one  possible  guarantee, 
or  approach  to  a  guarantee,  and  that  was 
the  introduction  of  some  Member  in  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  Party  who  would 
act  in  conformity  with  the  policy  of  the 
Irish  Party,  and  give  that  assistance  as 
the  real  position  of  such  a  Member  in 
Irish  politics  would  enable  him  to  give. 
He  regarded  the  question  now  under 
consideration  as  one  of  the  most  import- 
ant parts  of  the  Business  of  the  whole 
House — as  one  vitally  affecting  the 
rights  of  Ireland — as  one  which,  if  it 
were  decided  in  a  wrong  manner,  would 
most  seriously  affect  the  interests  of 
Ireland,  and  most  seriously  injure  those 
interests.  He  could  only  regard  this 
proposal,  if  it  were  passed  in  its  present 
unamended  position,  as  the  beginning 
of  that  threatened  disfranchisement  of 
Ireland  which  had  been  so  often  held 
out  as  a  terror  to  the  Irish  National 
Party.  At  a  later  stage  they  might 
make  objections  to  individual  names; 
but  at  present  it  was  evident  that,  except 
in  a  purely  technical  sense,  there  was 
no  Kepresentative  of  Ireland,  North, 
South,  East,  or  West,  proposed  to  be 
nominated  on  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
He  said  that  with  the  greatest  possible 
respect  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) ;  but  as  a  politician 
the  hon.  Member  in  no  way  represented 
the  opinions  of  the  Irish  people,  and  he 
might  add  that  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  leave  out  of  consideration  the  fact  that 
a  Committee  of  Selection  of  this  kind 
ought,  above  all  things,  to  consist  of 
Members  who  had  not  taken  a  distinctly 
hostile  part  towards  that  section  of  the 
Irish  Party  sitting  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition) side  of  the  House.  If  they  had  any 
power  of  choosing,  they  would  certainly 
not  select  the  most  aggressive  and  un- 
popular Irish  Member  to  act  for  the 
Irish  people  on  a  Committee  of  this  kind. 
It  was  a  matter  within  the  public  know- 
ledge that  on  every  possible  occasion  the 
hon.  Member  went  out  of  his  way  to 
attack,  in  the  most  prejudiced  and  hostile 
spirit,  the  Members  of  the  Irish  Party  in 
tnat  House.  Of  course,  if  the  Commit- 
tee of  Selection  was  to  be  based  upon 
its  present  constitution,  the  Irish  Party 
could  only  regard  it  as  an  insult  to  their 
requirements,  and  a  deliberate  challenge 
to  them  to  be  g^ded  by  principles  and 
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motives  which  they  desired  to  avoid. 
The  proposed  composition  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  showed  an  apparent 
confederacy  on  the  part  of  the  two  Front 
Benches,  and  he  could  assure  the  (Go- 
vernment that  the  proposal  was  not 
calculated  to  further  or  promote  the  de- 
spatch of  Public  Business  in  that  Houae. 
He  observed  that,  apparently  in  compli- 
ance with  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  one  of  the  intimate 
supporters  of  the  noble  Lord  was  to 
appear  upon  this  Committee.  Well,  he 
did  not  grudge  the  hon.  Members  who 
sat  below  the  Gangway  on  the  Front 
Bench  their  share  of  recognition.  It 
was  only  due,  if  not  to  their  number, 
at  least  to  the  manner  in  which  they  had 
led  the  Conservative  Party.  In  his  con- 
science he  certainly  thought  that  that 
regard  to  the  Members  of  the  Fourth 
Party  contrasted  very  strangely  with  the 
total  disregard  shown  towards  all  the 
Members  for  Ireland.  If  he  were  not 
mistaken,  even  the  tried  services  of  the 
Ulster  Liberals  had  been  totally  neg- 
lected on  the  present  occasion,  and  all 
their  faithful  devotion  to  the  Govern- 
ment had  only  been  rewarded,  as  usual, 
with  calm  indifference  and  total  oblivion. 
He  was  sure  the  Irish  Members  of  that 
House  would  not  be  doing  their  duty  to 
their  constituents,  but  would  be  neglect- 
ing and  sacrificing  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, if  they  lost  a  single  legitimate  op- 
portunity of  opposinfi^  this  deliberate 
exclusion  and  partial  cusfiranehisement  of 
the  Irish  vote  on  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant stages  of  the  Public  Business — 
namely,  the  Committee  stage  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  Public  Bills  of  supreme  im- 
portance. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  that,  while  he 
agreed  in  the  main  with  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread),  he  regretted  that  the  queries 
which  had  been  put  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms) 
had  not  been  answered.  What  he  now 
understood  to  be  thrown  out  was  the 
suggestion  that  the  General  Committee 
of  Selection,  or  some  other  authority  in 
the  House,  should  frame  Kegulations, 
and  submit  them  to  the  House  for  its 
approval.  Last  year  the  House,  with 
every  formality,  decided  that  in  regard 
to  certain  Bills,  the  staffe  known  as  the 
Committee  stage  should  be  relegated  to 
a    Committee   sitting   upstairs^    which 
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should   be  very  much  largor  than  an 
ordinaTy  Select  Committee.      He  cer- 
tainly thought  that  a  great  deal  of  con- 
fiinon  would  be  created,  unless  some 
understanding  were  come  to  with  respect 
to  the  Bules  which  were  to  regulate  the 
pfooeedingfl  of  the  Committee,  when  a 
£01  went  before  them    upstairs.     He 
had  himself  served  on  large  Committees 
appointed  to   consider  important  ques- 
tions of  public  interest,  and  there  was 
no  order  and  no  regularity  of  procedure 
whatever.    Very  frequently  half-  a- dozen 
persons  were  speaking  at  the  same  time. 
If  similar    disorder    prevailed  in    the 
Grand  Committees,  when  they  came  to 
the  consideration   of  important   public 
measures,  he  thought  the  result  might 
be  most  lamentable.     Then,  who  was  to 
settle  the  hours  at,  and  during  which, 
the  Committees  were  to  sit  ?    Was  the 
hour  of   meeting  to  be  settled  by  the 
small  rump  of  a  Committee,  after  a  pro- 
tracted sitting  of  three  or  four  hours  ? 
Was  it  to  be  possible  for  the  customary 
hour  to  be  changed  in  order  to  suit  the 
convenience  of  the  Chairman,  or  some 
other  Drominent  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee r  If  that  were  done,  the  Members 
of  the  Committee,  and  the  persons  most 
interested,  might  not  attend,  and  cer- 
tainly the  public  would  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  attending.     If  Her  Majesty's 
(Government,  for  very  good  reasons  ho 
doubt,  thought  it'  right  that    the  old 
course  of  procedure  upon  the  Committee 
stage  of  a  Public  Bill  should  undergo 
so  great  a  change,  he  did  think  that 
mther  they  or  some  other  body  should 
take  the  trouble  to  draw  up  some  simple 
Bules,   and   submit  them  for  the  ap- 
proval of  the  House.     He  wished  dis- 
tinctly to  know  whether  these  Grand 
Committees  were  to  be  conducted  in  the 
same  form  as  ordinary  Select  Committees? 
If  they  were  to  be  conducted  in  the 
conversational  tone,  and  informal  man- 
ner, in  which  Select  Committees  usually 
discharged  their  business,  he  thoug^ht 
the  result  would  be  highly  unsatisfac- 
tory.   The  legislation  would  not  be  the 
legislation  of  the  House  at  all,  but  the 
legislation  of  a  mob  upstairs.    He  quite 
approved  of  the  Questions  which  had 
been  pat  to  the  Government  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms), 
and  hoped  that  an  answer  would  be 
given  to  them. 

Mb.  OUBITT  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  prolong  the  debate.    He  had  simply 
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risen  to  explain  one  matter  connected 
with  the  Committee  of  Selection,  as  one 
who  had  served  on  that  Committee, 
which  he  thought  was  misapprehended 
by  hon.  Members  in  various  parts  of 
the  House.  They  had  heard  a  ffood 
deal  in  the  course  of  the  debate  about 
the  duties  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
being  limited  to  the  nomination  of 
Members  to  serve  upon  Private  Bill 
Committees.  No  doubt,  that  was  the 
original  purpose  for  which  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  was  appointed  ;'  but 
hon.  Members  who  had  studied  the 
Votes  of  the  House  and  had  attended 
to  its  proceedings,  would  be  well  aware 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  had 
another  and  even  more  important  duty 
to  perform,  and  that  was  to  nominate 
the  special  Members  of  any  important 
Committee  appointed  by  the  House. 
That  practice  had  been  adopted  for 
some  years  and  had  worked  satisfac- 
torily even  in  regard  to  questions  which 
had  occasioned  considerable  excitement 
in  the  House  and  the  country.  This  he 
conceived,  if  possible,  to  be  a  much 
more  difficult  duty  to  throw  upon  the 
Committee  of  Selection  than  that  now 
proposed  to  be  imposed  upon  them  in 
the  appointment  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees. He,  for  one,  felt  that  the  new 
duty  would  be  a  difficult  and  delicate 
one ;  but  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread),  that  if  he  (Mr.  Cubitt)  had  the 
honour  to  be  upon  the  Committee  he 
would  have  no  right  to  shirk  the  duty 
thrown  upon  him.  With  reference  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Norwood),  he  thought  they 
had  already  been  mainly  answered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread).  As  far  as  the  Committee 
of  Selection  were  concerned,  he  (Mr. 
Cubitt)  thought  they^  would  be  going 
beyond  their  powers  if  they  attempted 
to  lay  down  any  Eules  for  the  guidance 
of  the  Grand  dommittees.  As  his  hon. 
Friend  had  stated,  it  would  be  for  the 
Chairman's  Panel  to  make  regulations 
if  they  thought  it  necessary  to  do  so,  or 
for  the  Chairman  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees to  make  a  proposal  to  the  House. 
For  his  own  part,  he  did  not  think  that 
any  new  Bules  were  wanted,  because  the 
Bules  for  the  ordinary  guidance  of 
Public  Business  would  be  in  the  main 
and  on  the  whole  adequate  for  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  Ghrand  Cfommittees. 
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Mr.  LEAMY  said,  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Surrey 
(Mr.  Cubitt),  that  the  duties  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  were  formerly  as  im- 
portant as  they  would  be  now.  It  was 
proposed  that  the  new  Committee  should 
consist  of  four  Conservatives  and  four 
Liberals,  and  the  complaint  of  the  Irish 
Party  was  that  there  was  no  Irish  Mem- 
ber nominated  upon  the  Committee  who 
would  really  represent  the  interests  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  knew  very 
well  that  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen 
always  thought  they  were  better  judges 
of  the  legislation  suited  for  the  griev- 
ances of  Ireland  than  Irishmen  were. 
He  feared  there  was  a  considerable 
ohance  of  the  Irish  Members  being 
ignored  altogether  upon  the  Committee. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  counsel  and 
advice  of  hon.  Members  sitting  upon 
those  (the  Irish)  Benches  bad  proved 
altogether  fruitless  even  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  Committee  stage  of 
the  Land  Bill,  and  he  doubted  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  find  that  they  would 
expedite  the  progress  of  Public  Busi- 
ness by  expluding  them  from  Committees 
of  this  kind.  Various  attempts  had  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  last  two  or 
three  years  to  expedite  Public  Business, 
but  aU  of  them  had  assumed  the  form 
of  a  proposal  to  limit  the  influence  of 
the  Irish  Members.  Yet  every  attempt 
had  failed.  It  might  be  said  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  was  an  Irish  Bepresentative,  but 
the  hon.  Member  no  more  represented 
the  Irish  people  than  any  English 
Liberal  did.  The  hon.  Member  had 
always  been  opposed  to  the  Irish  Party, 
and  had  always  been  one  of  their 
bitterest  enemies.  Would  anyone  pre- 
tend to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
be  one  whit  more  anxious  to  support 
tho  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  or  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  J.  McCarthy) 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee ?  There  ought  to  be  some  gua- 
rantee that  the  views  of  the  Irish 
National  Party  should  be  fairly  repre- 
sented on  the  Grand  Committees ;  but 
even  at  this  very  early  stage  the  Go- 
vernment '  were  showing  their  teeth. 
The  course  they  were  taking  proved  con- 
clusivelv,  that  since  the  Irish  constituen- 
cies of  Mallow  and  other  places  had  not 
been  found  willing  to  endorse  the  policy 


of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  the 
Government  were  determined  to  exclude 
the  Irish  Members  of  the  House  from 
all  share  in  the  work  of  legislating  for 
their  country.  Well,  they  might  ex- 
clude the  Irish  Members  if  they  pleased ; 
but  he  should  like  to  know  what  would 
be  the  character  of  the  legislation  for 
Ireland  which  would  come  from  these 
Grand  Committees  without  any  Irish 
Members  upon  them  ?  He  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  would  persist 
in  dividing  upon  the  Question,  although 
at  the  same  time  he  must  confess  that 
he  should  view  the  result  with  perfect 
indifference. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  was  very 
anxious  to  hear  what  the  opinion  of  the 
Government   was    wiih.  regard   to  the 
views  which  had  been  put  before  the 
House  by  his  hon.  Friends  sitting  near 
him.     He  believed  that  this  was  the 
first  time  the  position  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House 
below  the  Gangway  had  been  ignored 
in  the  selection  of  one  of  these  Com- 
mittees.   He  had  certainly  expected  that 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  the  temporary  Leader  of 
the  Government,  would  have  had  some- 
thing to  say  as  to  what  ought  to  be  done 
in  regard  to  the  omission  pointed  oat 
by  several  of  his  (Mr.  Parn ell's)  hon. 
Friends,   who    had  spoken   previously. 
The  Committee  of  Selection  appeared 
to  be  nominated  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Standing  Orders,  and, 
therefore,  it  did  not  fall  properly  within 
the  list  of  nominations  for  which  the 
Government  were  directly  responsible ; 
but,  looking  at  the  state  of  the  Notice 
Paper,  he  could  not  help  feeling  almost 
sure  that  the  Government  Whips  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  were  eonsulted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John  B. 
Mowbray)  with  regard  to  the  nomination 
of  the  Committee.     [Sir  John  E.  Mow- 
bray: No.]  Then  that  was  not  so.  He  was 
glad  to  be  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  that    he  had    not  consulted  the 
Government  Whips,  or  the  Whips  of  the 
Opposition,  and  that  fact  strengthened 
his  argument,  because  it  rendered  it  still 
more  desirable  that  they  should  have 
some  declaration  from  the  Gt)vemmeDt 
as  to  what  their  opinion  was  in  regard 
to  the  proposed  change  which  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Ox- 
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ford  suggested  by  Ms  Amendment.    The 
change  as  it  stood,  if  it  were  adopted  by 
the  House — namely,  the  extension  of  the 
number  of  the  Committee  from  six  to 
eight,  would  practically  exclude  the  Irish 
Members    sitting    in    that  quarter   of 
the  House  from  any  representation  upon 
this  most  important  Committee ;  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  urged  that,  because  the 
nomination  on  this  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion had  not  up  to  the  present  pi^ved  a 
subject  of  contention,  that,  therefore,  it 
should   still    be   nominated    free  from 
criticism  and  free  from  remark.     By  the 
Standing  Order  which  was  passed   last 
Session,  the  duties  of  this  Committee, 
which  had  been  previously  almost  no- 
minal, were  enormously  extended,  and 
rendered  of  the  utmost  importance.  They 
found  that  now  the  Committee  would 
haye  intrusted  to  it  the  duty  of  nomi- 
nating the  Members  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees, and  also  the  Panel  from  which 
would  be  selected  the  Chairmen  of  these 
Standing  Committees.  Now,  that  altera- 
tion in  the  functions  and  duties  of  this 
Select  Committee  entirely  altered  the 
old  position ;  and  the   strength  of  his 
argument  was  increased  by  the  fact  that, 
although,  nominally,  the  House  would 
have  the  supervision  or  the  right  of 
alteration  or  veto  over  the  powers  of 
nomination  exercised  by  the  Committee 
in  respect  of  these  Grand  Committees, 
yet  that  power  would  only  nominally 
exist,  and  would  not  be  effective  either 
for  the  purposes  of  criticism  or  debate. 
By  an  Amendment  of  the  18th  February, 
1879,  to  the  Order  commonly  known  as 
the  Half-past  Twelve  Bule,  it  was  pro- 
vided  that   Motions    for  the  appoint- 
ment or  nomination  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees   should    be    exempted     from 
the   operation  of    that    BiUe;    conse- 
quently, when    they   parted  with    the 
nomination  of   this  Select  Committee, 
they,  practically  speaking,  parted  with 
their  last  control  over  the  proceedings 
of  the  Government  and  this  Committee 
&s  regarded  the  nomination  of  Members 
composing  these  most  important  Grand 
Committees,    because    everyone    knew 
that  when   the    Government   had    the 
power  of  bringing  on  a  Motion  after 
half-past  12  at  night,  that,  practically 
speaking,  they  were  in  a  position  to  dis- 
regard everything    except    their    own 
wishes  and  ideas,  and  to  treat  the  House 
as  thouffh  it  were   non-existent.    He 
lud  said  that  the  duties  which  these 


Standing  Committees  would  have  to  per- 
form would  be  of  vast  importance,  and 
it  was  most  desirable  that  they  should 
approach  their  task  with  the  confidence 
of  all  sections  of  the  House.  They  had 
been  told  that  there  would  be  committed 
to  these  Standing  Committees  the  Com- 
mittee stages  of  Bills  regarding  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  the  Codification  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  and  other  measures  of 
considerable  importance,  and  they  were 
also  told  by  the  Prime  Minister  during 
the  passing  of  the  Bule  under  which 
these  Standing  Committees  would  have 
their  power,  that  he  (the  right  hon. 
Gentleman)  looked  upon  this  arrange- 
ment in  the  nature  or  light  of  an  ex- 
periment from  which  he  hoped  to  obtain 
great  results.  He  looked  upon  it  in  the 
nature  of  an  experiment  in  the  hope 
that  something  greater  and  more  im- 
portant— some  additional  power  or  in- 
crease of  power— under  the  Bule  might, 
in  a  future  Session,  be  added,  by  which 
the  House  would  be  enabled  to  cope 
with  a  considerable  portion  of  the  work 
which  now  oppressed  it.  Nothing  that 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  was  asking  the  House  to  g^ve  this 
experiment  a  trial,  would  have  induced 
them  to  believe  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  deliberately  pass  over  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers sitting  in  that  quarter  of  the 
House  when  the  time  for  the  nomination 
of  this  most  important  Committee  of 
Selection  came.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  be- 
lieved that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  in  his  place  during  the  days  of 
this  Session,  he  would  have  so  directed 
matters  as  to  have  given  them  that 
which  they  claimed — namely,  the  addi- 
tion of  one  Member  of  the  Irisli  Na- 
tional Party  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee. That,  he  believed,  was  not  an 
unreasonable  request.  They  had  always 
been  accustomed  to  receive  a  proportion 
of  one-seventh  of  the  total  number  no- 
minated upon  the  Committee  as  the  pro- 
portion which  should  belong  to  them  for 
nomination,  and  he  did  not  see  why  the 
custom  should  have  been  disregarded  on 
the  present  occasion.  The  explanation 
might,  perhaps,  be  found  in  tbe  state- 
ment of  the  ri^t  hon.Gentlem8[n  theMem- 
ber  for  Oxford  (Sir  John  B.  Mowbray), 
that  he  had  not  consulted  with  the 
Whips  on  either  side  of  the  House.  It 
was  very  much  to  be  regretted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  done  so, 
and  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  thought  that  if  hQ 
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had  taken  the  usual  step — he  did  not 
mean  to  say  the  usual  step  as  regarded 
the  nomination  of  this  particular  Com- 
mittee,  but  the  usual  step  as  regarded 
the  nomination  of  other  Committees  of 
equal  importance — ^the  result  would  haye 
been  the  saying  of  a  considerable  amount 
of  the  time  of  the  House.  He  could 
not  suppose  that  any  section  of  the 
House  desired  to  depriye  the  Irish 
Members  of  a  right  which  had  already 
been  conceded.  He  would  conclude  his 
obseryations  with  the  expression  of  a 
hope  that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  would  be  able  to 
oispel  their  apprehensions  at  once — this 
being  the  proper  time  to  do  so. 

The  Mabqubss  o»  HARTINGTON :  I 
had  hoped  that  this  discussion  would  haye 
conduaed  without  my  being  called  on  to 
take  part  it.  It  has  not  been  the  gene- 
ral practice  for  the  Gk>yernment,  or,  I 
think,  the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  to 
take  part  in  the  nomination  of  this  Com- 
mittee. It  has  been  thought  desirable — 
and  the  practice  has  worked  well — that 
the  nomination  of  the  Committee  exer- 
cising such  important  functions  should 
be  left  as  much  as  possible  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House,  uninfluenced  by 
those  accustomed  to  lead  it  on  political 
and  Party  questions ;  therefore  I  con- 
sidered it  unnecessary  for  me  or  any 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  take 
any  part  in  the  discussion.  But  as  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
appealed  to  me  to  know  what  yiew  the 
Goyemment  take  on  the  question  that 
has  been  raised,  I  haye  only  to  say  that 
the  Goyemment  are  of  opinion  that  it  is 
desirable  they  should — as  they  haye  done 
on  pafltt  occasions — abstain  from  inter- 
fering in  any  manner  whateyer,  direct 
or  indirect,  with  the  operation  of  this 
body.  The  Committee  of  Selection  was 
appointed  for  the  discharge  of  these  new 
duties,  because  it  was  a  body  already  in 
existence,  and  because  it  has  always 
exercised  its  functions  with  great  im- 
partiality and  great  satisfaction  to  the 
House.  It  is  not  at  all  the  practice,  nor, 
indeed,  has  such  been  alleged,  that  the 
duty  of  this  Committee  has  hitherto  been 
solely  in  connection  with  Priyate  Busi- 
ness. Frequently,  on  yery  important 
questions,  when  the  House  has  felt  itself 
incompetent  to  discharge  the  delicate 
duty  of  the  selection  of  Gentlemen  to 
serye  on  certain  Committees,  the  House 
has  delegated  that  delicate  duty  to  this 
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yery  body ;  therefore  we  haye  some  ex- 
perience of  the  Committee's  discharging 
duties  analogous  to  those  that  will  de- 
yolye  upon  it  under  the  New  Rules.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  his  Friends  haye  com- 
plained that  there  is  no  representation 
on  the  Committee  of  the  Party  to  which 
they  belong.  Well,  I  haye  to  point  out 
that  if  the  Committee  only  consists  of 
eight  Members,  no  Party  in  this  House 
of  less  than  80  are  by  right  entitled  to 
a  Representatiye  on  the  Committee ;  bat 
what  I  would  rather  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  is  that  the  appointment  of 
this  body  has  not  proceeded  hitherto 
upon  strictly  representatiye  principles. 
What,  I  think,  the  House  has  desired 
in  the  appointment  of  this  Committee 
has  been  the  selection  of  Gentlemen  of 

freat  Parliamentary  experience,  of  great 
nowledge  and  acquaintance  with  Mem- 
bers of  the  House — possessing  know- 
ledge of  the  particular  class  of  business 
which  indiyidual  Members  desire  to  ap- 
ply themselyes  to,  and  the  qualification 
of  Members  for  considering  a  particular 
kind  of  Business.     These,  I  think,  are 
the  qualities  the  House  looks  for  in  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee ;  and  we 
haye  not  in  past  times,  nor  do  I  think  it 
desirable  we  should  proceed  now,  to  gire 
to  eyery  section  or  body  of  the  House  that 
exact  amount  of  representation  which, 
numerically,  it  might  be  entitled  to.  We 
haye  thought  that  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  and  its  composition  might, 
with  great  adyantage,   be  left  to  the 
judgment  of  those  Gentlemen  who  have 
already  seryed  with  so  much  satisfaction 
to  the  House  upon  it.      If  they  had 
desired  that  the  number  and  compo- 
sition should  remain  precisely  that  which 
it  has  hitherto   been,  I    should  haye 
been    disposed   to    support    their  pro- 
position. They  haye  come  forward,  aifler 
due  consideration,  and  haye  said  that 
they  belieye  they  can  discharge  their 
duties  with  greater  satisfaction  to  the 
House  and.  themselyes  if  a  slight  ad* 
dition  is  made  to  their  number ;  and  I 
haye  no  doubt  that  in  that  they  are 
making  a  judicious  recommendation  that 
the  House  will  do  well  to  accept  I  can- 
not imagine  for  a  moment  &at  there 
would  be  the  slightest  possible  risk  if 
the  Committee  is  appointed  as  proposed, 
that  the  Irish  National  Party,  or  anj 
Party  in  this  House,  will  be  ignored  by 
them.    I  haye  no  doubt  that  they  will 
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disehaige  their  daties  with  the  strictest 
impaitiality,  and  that  they  will  consult 
tlie  wishes  of  eyery  section  of  the  House 
in  the  selections  they  make.  I  do  not 
ka.ow  how  far  the  Irish  Party  will  desire 
to  take  a  leading  part,  in  the  deHbera- 
tuma  of  the  Standing  Oommittees ;  but 
1  am  quite  certain  that  the  body  now 
proposed  will  give  fair  and  adequate 
considerations,  not  only  to  their  claims, 
bat  to  the  claims  of  every  section  in  the 
fioose. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  they  were. 
about  to  confer  on  this  Committee  a 
moxe  onerous  task  than  had  ever  been 
conferred  upon  any  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion before,  and  he  should  consider  it  a 
grave  omission  if  no  Member  from  Ireland 
hMd  been  selected  by  the  House  to  serve 
on  it,  increased  and  important  as  its 
functions  had  become.  But  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  would 
forgive  him  for  reminding  him  that, 
when  he  claimed  representation  for  the 
particular  section  which  he  led,  in  a 
matter  so  deeply  affecting  the  Order  of 
the  House,  he  should  have  recollected 
certain  recent  utterances  of  his  own 
which,  as  his  near  neighbour,  had,  by 
aecident,  reached  his  (Mr.  Newdegate's) 
ear.  The  hon.  Member  had  declared, 
three  or  four  nights  ago,  that  he  was 
not  guided  in  his  conduct  by  any  re- 
ferenoe  to  the  opinions  of  the  House, 
bat  only  by  the  opinions  of  the  particular 
section  wluch  he  himself  led.  That  was 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  said.  The 
passage  had  been  erased  from  the  re- 
ports ;  but  he  (Mr.  Newdegate]  had 
risen  to  say  that  he  did  think  it  abso- 
latelj  necessary,  considering  the  oon- 
stitntion  of  the  House,  which  was  re- 
presentative, that  some  Irish  Member 
who  could  command  the  general  con- 
fidence of  the  House,  and  who  was 
thought  to  deserve  it,  should  be  placed 
upon  the  Committee.  He  should,  there- 
fore, certainly  vote  for  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John 
B.  Mowbray.) 

Snt  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
should  have  thought  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, with  his  g^eat  experience  of  the 
House,  would  have  been  able,  even  on 
this  novel  occasion,  to  suggest  some 
way  out  of  the  difficulty  which  he  con- 
fessed, as  a  Member  returned  by  an 
Imb  constiioency,  he  felt.  He  did  not 
ia  the  sli^bteat   degree   question    the 


fSairness  and  impartiality  of  any  Mem- 
ber nominated  tot  the  Committee ;  but 
on  this  occasion  it  unfortunately  hap- 
pened that  the  only  Irish  Member  no- 
minated was  abroad,  and  would  not, 
probably,  return  to  this  country  before 
the  most  critical  stage  of  the  action  of 
the  Committee  of  Selection  had  passed. 
The  Irish  Party  would,  therefore,  be, 
so  to  speak,  left  out  in  the  cold.  Irish 
Members,  personally,  no  doubt,  would 
not  object  to  that,  as  they  would  be 
saved  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and,  per- 
haps, disagreeable  work;  but  it  was 
necessary  mat  the  Irish  people  should 
see  that  tbey  had  a  Eepresentative  on 
the  Committee  —  someone  who  would 
watch  over  their  interests.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  County  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  were  at  hoiiie, 
he  should  be  glad  to  acquiesce  in  his 
nomination  as  one  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  perhaps  it  might  follow 
from  that  that  the  Irish  Party  were 
not  entitled  to  claim  another  Eepresen- 
tative. But  his  hon.  Friend  was  away  ; 
therefore,  in  appointing  him  to  the  Com- 
mittee, they  were — to  use  a  well-known 
though,  perhaps,  not  a  very  Parlia- 
mentary phrase — appointing  a  dummy 
to  represent  Ireland.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  made 
the  Motion  would  consent  to  nominate, 
in  the  place  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway,  some  other  hon.  Member  who 
was  at  present  in  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  Seven '  be  there  inserted. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  he  would  pro- 
pose to  substitute  <'Ten." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''Seven,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  "Ten," — {lir,  Eylande^) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  Seven '  be  there  inserted." 

Sir  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAT  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  prolong  this  discussion  ; 
but  there  had  been  one  or  two  things 
said  in  the  course  of  it  to  which  he  felt 
bound  to  advert.  First  of  all,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W.  Holms) 
had  suggested  the  addition  of  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn).  He  had  known  that  hon. 
Member  for  30  years  in  this  House,  and 
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had  often  served  on  Oommittees  with 
him.  He  knew  him  to  have  always 
acted  for  the  public  good,  and  no  doubt 
his  assistance  would  have  been  valuable 
on  the  Committee  of  Selection  ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  had  declined  to  serve. 
As  to  the  Committee  being  guided  bj 
Party  considerations,  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Paisley  could  attend  a  meeting  of 
the  Committee  of  Selection  he  would 
find  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread),  who  had  always  been  a 
consistent  Liberal,  working  most  har- 
moniously with  him  f  Sir  John  B.  Mow- 
bray) ;  and  he  should  doubt  his  own 
identity  if  he  ever  ceased  to  be  a  thorough 
going  Tory.  Since  he  had  been  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  and,  so  far  as 
he  could  recollect,  during  the  time  of 
his  Predecessor,  there  had  been  no 
acrimony  or  contention  amongst  the 
Committee.  Everything  was  as  fairly 
and  as  calmly  considered  as  it  could  be  ; 
and  that,  he  believed,  was  pretty  gene- 
rally known  in  the  House.  There  was 
another  point  made  as  to  the  representa- 
tion of  Ireland  on  the  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Leamy) 
had  said  that  the  hon.  Member  for  County 
Galway  did  not  represent  the  Irish 
people. 

Mb.  leamy  :  What  I  said  was,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Galway  does 
not  represent  these  (the  Irish  Opposi- 
tion) Benches. 

SiE  JOHN  E.  MOWBEAY  said,  that 
all  he  could  say  on  the  matter  was  this 
— that  some  three  years  ago,  when  he 
moved  the  appointment  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Selection,  it  was  suggested  that 
another  Irishman  should  be  put  on 
it,  objection  being  taken  to  the  Member 
proposed  on  the  ground  that  his  Libe- 
ralism was  of  too  weak  a  type.  It  was 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  other  Member 
for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan) — who  at 
that  time  acted  as  one  of  the  Whips  to 
the  Irish  Party — that  the  name  of  his 
Collea^e  was  added  to  the  Committee. 
He  (Sir  John  E.  Mowbray)  could  not 
understand  how  the  Irish  Members  could 
come  forward  now  in  1883  and  declare 
the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  unfit  to 
represent  them  when  his  fitness  was  so 
abundantly  recognized  by  them  in  1880. 
With  regurd  to  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry's)  absence  from  the 
House  on  the  first  day  of  the  Session, 
he  had  received  a  letter  from  him  say- 
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ing  that  he  should  be  glad  to  continue 
to  serve  on  the  Committee  if  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  House.    The  hon.  Member 
begged  him  (Sir  John  E.  Mowbray)  to 
communicate  with  him  if  he  were  re- 
appointed, and  stated  that  a  telmam 
would  at  once  bring  him  home,     if  he 
were  wanted  he  was  to  be  telegraphed 
for,  and  he  would  instantly  return  to 
England.     He  (Sir  John  E.  Mowbray) 
had  written  to  the  hon.  Member  twice ; 
and,  no  doubt,  if  the  House  did  him  the 
honour  ta  re-appoint  him — and  it  could 
not  do  better,  as  he  was  a  most  efficient 
Member — a  telegram  would  be  at  once 
despatched  to  him,  and  he  would  return. 
This  it  was  only  fair  to  say  of  the  hon. 
Member  in  his    absence.      As  to  the 
action  of  the  Committee,  when  appointed, 
in  regard  to  the  selection  of  Members  to 
serve  on  the  Grand  Committees,  of  ooune 
he  could  not  say  anything  with  autho- 
rity.   He  was  not  himself  even  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  until  the  adoption 
of  the  Eesolution  before  the  House ;  still, 
he  could  speak  for  himself,   and,  he 
thought,  for  the  other  hon.  Memben 
who  might  be  appointed,  that  they  wonld 
endeavour  fairly  and  properly  to  carry 
out  their  duty  in  relation  to  the  Eesola- 
tion  of  last  Session.     They  would  have 
the  advantage  of  all  the  light  thrown 
upon    the    subject    by  the   discussion! 
which  had  occurred  in  the  House ;  and 
it  would,  in  the  end.  be  for  the  Houie 
to  say  whether  they  had  performed  their 
duty  satisfactorily  or  not. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  for 
himself,  and  he  thought  likewise  for  Mb 
hon.  Friends  who  sat  around  him,  he 
could  disclaim  any  desire  to  cast  a  doubt 
upon  the  good  faith  and  candour  of  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman    who    had  just 
spoken  in  regard  to  the  nomination  of 
the  Committee  of  Selection.    And  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)   had  clearly  shown  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  that  they 
had  taken  up  a  neutral  attitude  in  this 
matter;  therefore,  he  trusted  the  ques- 
tion would  be  discussed  without  anything 
of  personal  or  political  acrimony  on  the 
one  side  or  the  other.     The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  pointed  out  that  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,   no  more  than  the 
Government,  had  ever  taken  an  actiTJ 
or  prominent  part  in  the  nomination  ox 
the  Committee  of  Selection ;  but  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the   House,  and  especially  of  the 
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Front  OppoBition  Bench,  to  this,  that 
when,  danng  the  Autumn  Sitting,  these 
Standing  Committees  were  under  dis- 
cussion, the  Conservative  Leaders  laid 
stress  on  the  fact  that  Committees  on 
Public  Bills  as  they  were  before,  and  as 
they  would  be  under  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee Bule,  were  totally  different.  They 
laid  stress  upon  the  fact,  that  hitherto 
the  work  of  the  Committee  of  Selection 
had  been  mainly  the  selection  of  Mem- 
bers to  serve  on  Select  Committees,  and 
that,  of  course,  in  that  matter,  there  was 
not  much  likelihood  of  anyone  being 
charged  with  being  actuated  by  Party 
considerations.  But  the  Front  Opposi- 
tion Bench  were  careful  to  explain  that 
in  the  selection  of  Members  to  serve  on 
the  Orand  Committees,  the  Committee  of 
Selection  would  have  a  far  more  onerous 
and  important  duty  to  perform.  He 
would  respectfully  point  out  to  the 
House  how  the  Irish  Party  would  be 
affected.  He  had  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  during  the  Autumn  Sitting 
whether  an  Irish  Fisheries  Bill  would 
come  before  the  Grand  Committee,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  without  hesi- 
tation, replied  in  the  affirmative.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  had  refered  to  another 
Bill  which  he  believed  he  was  correct  in 
saying  the  Government  intended  to  refer 
to  the  Grand  Committees — namely,  the 
measure  dealing  with  a  Codification  of 
the  Criminal  Jjaw.  Now,  any  Bill 
having  for  its  object  the  Codification  of 
the  Criminal  Law  would  embrace  the 
consideration  of  a  large  number  of  ex- 
isting Statutes  in  Ireland  upon  which 
the  Lrish  people  entertained  very  strong 
opinions. ,  For  instance,  the  Committee 
on  the  Criminal  Code  had  recommended 
that  the  Whiteboy  Acts  should  be  re- 
moved from  the  Statute  Book,  and  that 
prisoners  who  would  otherwise  come 
under  those  Acts  should  be  tried  by 
Common  Law  under  some  other  Statute. 
It  was  dear,  then,  that  Bills  might  come 
before  the  Grand  Committees  in  which 
Members  sitting  on  those  Benches  took 
the  very  greatest  interest.  What  was 
the  composition  of  the  Committee  of 
Selection  at  present?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  John  B.  Mowbray)  had 
referred  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry), 
and  had  pointed  out  that  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Colleague  in  the  representation 
of  that  county  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  re- 
commended him  for  nomination  to  the 


Committee.  Well,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member's  recommendation 
was  80  far  back  as  1880?  [Sir  Johk 
E.  Mowbray  :  Yes.]  He  thought  that 
was  so.  Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  a  sufficiently  careful 
observer  of  affairs  in  that  House  to 
know  that  very  great  changes  had  taken 

Slace  in  the  relations  between  the  hon. 
[ember  for  the  County  of  Galway  and 
Gentlemen  belonging  to  the  Irish  Party. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  returned  thanks  to 
the  noble  Marquess  for  his  remarks  that 
evening  relative  to  the  position  which 
the  Irish  Party  held  in  the  House.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  referred  to  it  as 
•*  The  Irish  National  Party."  It  was 
gratifying  to  see  that  the  noble  Marquess 
recognized  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
represented,  not  a  section  of  Ireland, 
but  the  national  feeling  and  aspirations 
of  that  countrv.  What  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  represent  ?  It  had 
been  said  that  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Selection  were  appointed  because 
of  their  large  Parliamentary  experience, 
of  their  weight,  and  Parliamentary  in- 
fluence. Well,  although  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Countv  Galway  was  imfortu- 
nately  absent,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  could 
not  reirain  from  saying  this  with  regard 
to  him,  that  if  he  were  asked  to  select  a 
Member  of  the  House  whose  Parliamen- 
tary weight  was  in  an  inverse  proportion 
to  his  pretensions,  he  should  select  that 
hon.  Member.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  did  not  know  who  in 
the  world  the  hon.  Member — at  present 
airing  himself  in  Algiers,  and  destined, 
as  far  as  they  knew,  to  air  himself  there 
as  long  as  it  miffht  suit  his  taste — repre- 
sented. He  did  not  represent  the  Libe- 
ral Party  in  that  House;  he  did  not 
represent  Ireland ;  he  did  not  represent 
the  House  generally,  if  they  might  judge 
by  the  fact  that  no  hon.  Member  was 
so  successful  as  he  in  despatching  the 
House  into  abuzz  of  general  conversation 
whenever  he  attempted  to  address  it. 
Who  or  what  did  the  hon.  Member 
represent  ?  He  represented  no  one  but 
himself,  and  only  on  the  ground  that 
one  individual  could  claim  to  be  repre- 
sented on  a  Committee  of  seven,  taiken 
"from  the  Whole  House,  had  he  a  right 
to  the  present  nomination.  What  con** 
nection  had  th9  hon.  Member  with  tb^ 
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Irish  Party  ?    There  was  not  one  Mem- 
ber of  the  Party  who  was  on  even  speak- 
ing terms  with  him.     All  the  conversa- 
tion he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  ever  had 
with  him  had  been  across  the  floor  of 
the  House.    That  conversation  had  been 
of  a  character  that  could  hardly  be  called 
amicable ;  and  he  hoped  that  before  long, 
when  the  G-ovemment  submitted  its  posi- 
tion to  the  verdict  of  the  constituencies, 
he  would  have  another  conversation  with 
the  hon.  Member  in  County  Qalway, 
which  was  very  likely  to  be  more  agree- 
able to  him  (Mr.  O'Connor)  than  to  the 
hon.  Member.  The  Irish  Members  asked 
that  they  should  be  represented  on  the 
Committee.    Said  the  noble  Marquess — 
**  The  Committee  is  not  representative 
of   the    numerical    proportions  of   the 
House,  for,  if  it  were,  80  only  would 
have  a  right  to  be  represented."     But 
who  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  repre- 
sent ?    Did  he  represent  a  Party  of  80  ? 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  heard  it  said, 
over  and  over  again,  especially  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  that  the  Party  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  beloDged  at  the  most 
could  only  rally  four  of  its  Members — 
and  sometimes  the  four  were  so  divided 
that  it  was  hard  to  know  which  was  the 
head  and  which  was  the  tail.     So  that, 
if  they  went  on  the  principle  of  the 
representation  of  Parties,  or  of  propor- 
tion, the  Party  of  40  which  followed  the 
lead  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  had  a  much  greater  right  to  be 
represented  than  the  Party  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  belonged,  which  sometimes 
followed  and  sometimes  disobeyed  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph   Churchill).     He  (Mr. 
O'Connor)   was  sorry  to  say  that  this 
matter  would  be  understood  in  Ireland 
in  a  very  different  manner  to  that  repre- 
sented by  the  noble  Marquess.  It  would 
be  regarded  there  as  very  much  like  an 
insult  to  that  country  to  keep  as  far  as 
possible  from  the    deliberations  of  this 
Mouse  the  views  of  those   whom  the 
noble  Marquess  himself  had  called  the 
Irish  National  Party. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  213 ;  Noes 
64:  Majority  169.— (Div.  list,  No.  12.) 


Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  rose- 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Cubitt  be  one  other  Mem- 

Jfr.  r.  P,  0'  Connor 


her  of   the   Committee."  —  (Sir    JbAfs 
Mowlray.) 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  Before 
you  put  the  names,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  move  a  further  Amendment  to  Stand- 
ing Order 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  House  is  now 
engaged  in  considering  the  names  of  the 
Members  to  be  on  the  Committee.  Does 
the  hon.  Member  object  to  the  name  of 
Mr.  Cubitt  ? 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  No, 
Sir ;  but  though  you  did  not  observe  me 
— though  I  was  not  fortunate  enough  to 
catch  your  eye — I  rose  to  move  an 
Amendment  before  you  had  actually  put 
the  Question.  Haying  risen  to  address 
the  House  before  you  put  the  Questiony 
I  submit  that  I  am  entitled  to  inove  a 
further  Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  House  has 
affirmed  by  the  vote  iust  now  taken  that 
the  Committee  of  Selection  shall  consist 
of  seven  Members.  No  further  Amend- 
ment can  be  moved  except  to  the  names 
as  put  to  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agr§§d  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  Sir  Charles  Forster  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee." — {Sir  John 
Mowhray,) 

Question  put,  and  agr$$d  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee." — (6'ir  John 
Mowhray.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
name  of  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  alid  substi- 
tute that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justice  McCarthy).  He  re- 
gretted that  the  House,  in  its  wisdom, 
had  not  seen  fit  to  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  the  hun.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands),  which  would, 
probably,  have  had  the  efifeot  of  saving 
them  from  the  necessity  of  objecting  to 
the  name  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  repre- 
senting an  Irish  constituency.  Such  a 
duty  was,  of  course,  an  odious  one,  and 
one  which  he,  personally,  should  be  very 
glad  to  be  excused  from ;  but,  as  the 
matter  now  stood,  the  only  way  in  which 
the  Irish  National  Party  could  possibly 
secure  a  Representative  on  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  was  by  objecting  to 
the  name  of  the  Member  whom  they  con- 
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ridered — ^haying  regard  to  all  tbe  cir- 
cumetancea  of  the  case — tbe  least  entitled 
to   serve  on  the  Committee,  and    who 
would  malce  the  least  serviceable  Mem- 
ber   of   tbe  Committee.      There    were 
many  reasons,  in  the  view  of  the  Irish 
Party,  why  the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry  should  not  be  included  on  the 
Committee.    In   the  first  place,  not  a 
single   Irish  Conservative  or  National 
Member  had  been  selected  to  serve,  and 
it  was  a  fact  that  by  far  the  larger  num- 
ber of  Irish  Members  sat  upon  that  (the 
Conservative)  side  of  the  House.     Why 
should  the  minority  of  Irish  Members 
who  sat  upon  the  other  side  of  the  House 
have  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Gal- 
way  to  represent  them,  while  the  ma- 
jority of  Irish  Members  who  sat  on  the 
Opposition  side  were  deprived  of  any 
representation  whatsoever  ?  It  would,  in 
his  judgment,  have  been  much  better  if 
the  number  of  this  Committee  had  been 
extended.    The  functions  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  of  the  most  important  cha- 
racter,   and    he   should   have    thought 
everybody  would  have  been  struck — on 
the  most  elementary  rules  of  common 
sense — with  the  fact  that  for  the  sake  of 
ordinary  convenience  an  Irish  Member 
should  have  been  nominated  who  was 
at  least  on  speaking  terms  with  the  rest 
of  his  Colleagues  m  the  House.     But 
that  was  not  the  case  with  the   hon. 
Member  for  County  Gal  way,  who  was  not 
even  on  speaking  terms  with  any  of  his 
(Mr.  Pamell's)  hon.  Friends.     He  him- 
self was  certainly  not  on  speaking  terms 
with  the  hon.  Member.  It  would,  there- 
fore, happen,   if  the  hon.  Member  for 
County  Galway  were  appointed,  that  he 
would  be  entirely  deprived  of  the  ad- 
vantage of   consulting    with  the  Irish 
Members — 42  in  number — who  sat  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  in  re- 
gard to  the  nomination  of  Members  to 
serve  on    these  very  important  Grand 
Committee^  which  were  to  be  tried  for 
the  first  time  this  Session.     He  could 
not  imagine    anything    of   more    im- 
portance than  the  due  consideration  of 
the  feelings  and  wishes  of  every  section 
of  the  House  in  the  selection  of  hon. 
Members  to  compose  these  Grand  Com- 
mittees, and  yet  the  last  chance  for  the 
Irish    Members   making    their    wishes 
known  would  be  gone  if  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  County  Galway  were 
included.     Coming  on  after  half-past  12 
o'clock  at  ni^ht,  as  the  nomination  of 


these  Grand  Committees  would  come  on, 
it  would  be  practically  impossible  for 
the  Irish  Members  to  put  their  views  be- 
fore the  House  or  to  have  any  effective 
voice  in  the  matter.  He  regretted, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  could 
not  see  their  way  to  announcing  an  opi- 
nion in  this  matter,  and  following  tiie 
rule  which  had  hitherto  been  always 
observed  of  giving  the  Irish  National 
Party  proportional  representation  on 
Committees.  He  begged  to  move  that 
the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  be 
omitted  and  that  of  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy 
substituted. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member,  that  though  he  can 
move  to  leave  out  the  name  of  Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry  —  or  can  oppose  the 
Motion  before  the  House — he  cannot 
move  to  substitute  the  name  of  Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy  without  Notice. 

Mb.  C ALLAN :  The  Motion  is  on  the 
Paper. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  name  of  **  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  tiame  of  "  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy,"  —  {Mr.  Pam^//,)  —instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That '  Mr.  Mit- 
chell Henry '  be  one  other  Member  of 
the  Committee." 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*KENNA  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Galway 
were  in  this  country  now,  and  if  he  were 
satisfied  the  hon.  Member  would  attend 
the  Committee,  he  should  be  very  sorry 
to  vote  for  the  hon.  Member  being  left 
out.  He  had  every  faith  in  the  hon. 
Member's  impartiafity ;  but  he  under- 
stood from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
that  he  had  communicated  twice  with  the 
hon.  Member,  but  not  to  say  that  he  had 
had  any  reply  to  the  effect  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  attend  at  once  to  the 
duties  of  the  Committee.  Therefore,  as 
it  was  the  earliest  stage  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  was  the  most  important,  he 
should,  with  great  reluctance,  be  obliged 
to  vote  for  the  omission  of  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member.  These  were  circum- 
stances which  ought  to  weigh  on  other 
hon.  Members  as  much  as  they  did  on 
himself.  It  was  right  that  the  Irish 
Members  shoidd  be  represented  in  some 
shape  or  other ;  but  as  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, they  had  only  evidence  that  two 
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communications  had  been  sent  to  him, 
and  had  received  no  intimation  that  he 
was  likely  to  be  back  in  time  to  be  of 
service. 

SiK  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  regretted 
that  he  had  failed  to  make  himself  clear. 
To  remove  the  misapprehension  in  the 
mind  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
repeat  that  the  first  communication 
which  had  passed  between  himself  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Qalway 
had  come  from  that  G-entleman.  He 
had  forgotten  on  what  day  he  received 
it,  but,  he  thought,  on  the  day  Parlia- 
ment met.  The  hon.  Member  had  in- 
formed him,  that  if  he  were  put  on  the 
Committee,  he  should  be  quite  ready  to 
serve,  and  he  had  requested  that  after 
the  appointments  were  made  a  letter  or  a 
telegram  should  be  sent  to  him.  He 
(Sir  John  Mowbray)  had,  accordingly, 
written,  telling  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  had 
been  put  down  for  a  week  ago  to-day, 
and  then,  when  it  was  postponel  till  to- 
day, he  had  written  again.  As  he  had 
said  just  now,  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
County  Galway  were  appointed  to  the 
Committee  to-night,  he  (Sir  John  Mow- 
bray) should  feel  it  his  duty  to  at  once 
telegraph  to  the  hon.  Member  to  ac- 
quaint him  with  what  had  taken  place, 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  he  would 
soon  be  in  his  place — at  any  rate,  on 
the  9th  of  March.  In  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, he  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  had  had 
the  honour  to  serve  with  The  0 'Conor 
Don  ;  but  when  that  Gentleman  lost  his 
seat  and  was  lost  to  the  House,  it  became 
his  duty  to  find  another  Member  to  serve 
in  his  place  on  the  Committee.  He  had 
had  a  certain  hon.  Member  in  his  mind, 
but  on  receiving  an  intimation  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  County 
Qalway  (Colonel  Nolan)  that  his  Col- 
league (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  would  be 
a  more  fitting  person,  he  had  nominated 
that  hon.  Gentleman.  All  he  could  say 
about  the  hon.  Member  was  that  he  had 
always  performed  his  duty  with  zeal  and 
fidelity,  that  he  had  been  a  constant 
attendant  at  the  meetings  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that  there  had  never  been 
anything  like  partiality  in  his  action. 
He  (Sir  John  Mowbray)  thought  he 
should  not  be  acting  loyally  towards  his 
Colleague  if  he  did  not  put  his  name 
down  affain. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  believed  that  the  se- 
lection of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
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would  be  accepted  in  Ireland  as  a  clear 
proof  of  the  intention  which  the  noble 
Marquess  a  few  minutes  ago  disavowed. 
Ho  (Mr.  O'Brien)  was  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  machinery  of  Busi- 
ness in  the  House,  to  understand  the  full 
importance  of  the  functions  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection;  but,  after  this  dis- 
cussion— ^however  it  might  have  been 
intended — nothing  was  more  certain  than 
that  the  selection  for  the  Committee  of 
Selection  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way would  be  interpreted  in  Ireland  as 
part  of  the  attempt  —  the   gross  and 
unscrupulous  attempt — that  was  being 
made  to  take  advantage  of  the  prejudice 
of  the  moment,  to  ignore  and  discredit 
and  disfranchise  the  Irish  people  and 
their  Representatives.     For  himself,  he 
did  not  greatly  value  privileges  in  that 
House ;  but  if  the  attempt  were  made  to 
I  deprive  the  Irish  Party  of  a  position  on 
which  so  much  depended,  and,  above  all, 
if  that  position  were  handed  over  to  a 
Gentleman  —  and  he  could  wish  that 
Gentleman  were  present,  for  it  was  a 
disagreeable  thing  to  have  to  say  this 
in  his  absence — whose  selection,  of  all 
Irish  Members,  would  be  most  offensive 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  if  this  selection 
were  enforced  contrary  to  the  obvious 
wish  of  the  Irish  Representatives,  all 
he  (Mr.  O'Brien)  could  say  was  that  he 
believed  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
gain  less  in  this  House  than  they  would 
lose  in  Ireland  by  their  discreditable 
stratagem. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  they  had 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
John  R.Mowbray)  a  very  fair  explanation 
of  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been  pro- 
posed to  put  the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry  on  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  though 
responsible  for  the  nomination,  though 
not  responsible  for  the  decision  of  the 
House,  had  explained  that  he  had  put 
on  the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell  Heniy 
three  Sessions  ago,  because  he  under- 
stood that  the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry  was  the  one  most  pleasing  to  the 
Irish  Party  at  that  time.  Since  then, 
the  only  ground  on  which,  on  the  show- 
ing of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
the  name  of  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  at  all 
appeared  on  the  Committee  had  been  cut 
away  by  the  hon.  Member  for  County 
Galway  himself.  Since  that  time  the 
hon.  Member  had  distinguished  himself 
on  every  possible  occasion  by  attacks  OA 
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the  Iriah  NatioBal  Party,  and  lie  had 
contriyed  to  make  those  attacks  of  such 
a  nature  that  it  was  not  only  a  sever- 
anoo  of  political  relations,  but  of  social 
relations  between  him  and  that  Party, 
which  had  resulted.  The  selection  by 
the  House  of  such  an  hon.  Member,  in 
the  face  of  the  knowledge  of  these  facts, 
would,  he  had  no  doubt,  be  universally 
received  in  Ireland  as  the  expression  of 
a  deliberate  wish  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  make  itself  as  offensive  as 
posaible  to  the  Irish  National  Party. 
That  was  the  issue  which  would  go  by 
the  deliberate  decision  of  the  House  be- 
fore the  Irish  people.  He  might  very 
much  regret  that  such  a  decision  should 

fo  before  the  Irish    people;  but    the 
[ouse  would  know,  and  did  know,  and 
the  cheers  that  greeted  the  declaration 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Gal- 
way  had  severed  even  personal  relations 
with    the  Irish  National  Party,  would 
entirely  confirm  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
people — that  it  would  be  the  conviction 
of  Ireland  that  a  true  interpretation  had 
been  put  on  the  vote  of  the  House.    As 
he  had  said,  they  had  had  a  fair  expla- 
nation of  the  manner  in  which  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  County  Galway 
had  originally  got  upon  the  Committee 
of  Selection.     He  had  been  placed  on 
the  Committee  as  being  really  the  Ee- 
presentative  of  the  Irish  National  Party  ; 
and  they  had  also  received  with  candour 
and  fairness  an  explanation  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  his  name  had  now  been 
put  upon  the  list.     The  hon.  Member 
had  sent  what  was,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  a  fishing  telegram 
from  Algiers  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  John  R.  Mowbray),  declaring  his 
readiness  to  go  on  the    Committee  of 
Belection  again,  although  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  fully  aware,  when  he  despatched 
the  communication,  that  he  no  longer, 
in  any  sense,  represented  the  Irish  Na- 
tional Party.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  could 
fully  enter  into  the  feelings  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  felt  that,  under  the 
circumstances,   it    would  be  most  un- 
generous on  his  part  to  throw  overboard 
an  old  Colleague  who  evidently  was  so 
anxious  to  be  on  the  Committee,  and, 
accordingly,  they  had  the  candid  state- 
ment that  as  soon  as  the  hon.  Member 
knew  that  he  was  elected,  he   would 
hasten  home  to  take  part  in  the  work  of 
the  Committee ;  and,  no  doubt,  his  enjoy- 
ment of  the  position  to  which  th^  House 


would  have  elected  him  would  be  much 
increased  by  his  knowledge  of  the  fact 
that  he  had  been  elected  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  National 
Party.  The  House  would  decide  this 
matter  presently;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
could  only  hope  that  its  decision  would 
be  known  throughout  Ireland  to-morrow, 
above  all  other  places,  in  the  borough 
of  Portarlington,  where  the  voting  was 
to  take  place.  The  selection  made  to- 
night would  be  taken  as  a  crucial  test  of 
the  feeling  of  the  House  towards  the 
Irish  National  Party. 

Mb.  CALLAN  (who  arose  amidst  cries 
of  "  Divide ! ")  wished  to  know  whether 
hon.  Members  desired  to  delay  the  din- 
ner-hour, because,  if  they  did  not,  they 
would  hear  him  without  interruption  ? 
He  was  one  of  those  who  would  not  be 
put  down  by  even  before-dinner  noises 
by  Saxon  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  He  had  a  distinct  recollec- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  became  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
He  was  nominated  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Irish  Party,  and  at  his  own  special  re- 
quest. He  canvassed  individually  the 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  Irish 
Party,  and  asked  that  he  should  be  nomi- 
nated by  thezd,  and  that  his  name  should 
be  sent  in  to  the  senior  Government 
Whip  as  the  nominee  of  the  Irish  Party. 
The  hon.  Member  eventually  went  on  to 
the  Committee  as  the  nominee  of  the 
Irish  Party.  There  was  a  record  on  the 
Minutes  of  the  Irish  Party  of  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  hon.  Member.  There  was 
a  note  made  of  the  fact,  that  he  was 
moved  by  one  Gentleman  and  seconded 
by  another,  and  named  as  the  He- 
presentative  of  the  Party.  He  (Mr. 
Callan)  must  say,  in  justice  to  the 
hon.  Member,  and  in  justice  to  the 
Irish  Party,  that  the  nomination  was 
not  made  unanimously.  He  (Mr.  Callan) 
had  voted  against  the  nomination.  At 
any  rate,  the  hon.  Member  was  selected 
substantially  as  the  Eepresentative  of 
the  Irish  Party;  but  he  had  now  not 
only  left  that  Party,  but  had  made  him- 
self obnoxious  personally,  and  politically, 
to  every  Member  of  it,  by  never  losing 
an  opportunity  of  attacking  and  traduc- 
ing them.  Whenever  the  hon.  Member 
rose  to  address  the  House,  the  Irish 
Party  were  almost  as  ever  present  to  his 
mind,  as  Charles  I.  was  to  one  of  the 
oharacters  in  one  of  Dickens'  celebrated 
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novels.  They  found  that  hon.  Member, 
far  away  in  AlgierSyStill  wiehing  to  retain 
his  seat  on  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
just,  no  doubt,  in  the  same  way  as  be 
would  wish  to  retain  his  seat  in  the 
House  if  there  were  to  be  a  General 
Election.  The  hon.  Member  would  have 
just  as  little  chance  of  being  elected  by 
the  Irish  Party  as  their  Itepresentative 
on  the  Committee  of  Selection,  as  he 
would  have  of  being  elected  again  for 
County  Oalway.  There  was  on  the  Com- 
mittee a  Scotchman — a  genial  Scotch- 
man— one  of  the  few  genial  Scotchmen — 
and  a  Conservative,  whose  political  faith 

5robably  accounted  for  his  geniality, 
'he  Committee  had  been  enlarged. 
"Why  was  that  ?  Was  it  to  keep  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry]  on 
this  refugium  peccatorum  f  Did  they  wish 
the  Irish  Party  not  to  be  represented  at 
all,  while  they  allowed  a  representation 
to  the  Scotch  Members?  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  was  a 
Hepresentative  of  the  English  manufac- 
turing classes,  and  he  sat  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  below  the  Oangway.  He 
was  an  Irish  proprietor— an  English- 
man— a  chance  visitant  to  Qalway,  hav- 
ing no  other  connection  with  the  county 
than  a  summer  residence  in  the  wilds  of 
Connemara.  Was  he  an  Irish  Repre- 
sentative ?  The  Irish  Members  em- 
phatically answered  **  No."  It  was 
proposed  to  enlarge  the  Committee. 
Well,  the  Irish  Party,  however  they 
numerically  reduced  it,  were  40  men 
standing  shoidder  to  shoulder.  The 
House  could  not  give  them  a  Member 
to  the  Committee,  and  yet  they  added  to 
it  one  of  the  Party  of  four  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  WolflT).  Talk  of  English 
fair  play!  Was  that  fair  play?  The 
hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry's) 
sole  recommendation  to  the  Committee 
was  that  he  was  nominated  by  the  Irish 
Party  ;  but  would  any  hon.  Member  get 
up  in  his  place  and  say  they  considered 
the  hon.  Gentleman  a  Representative  of 
the  Irish  Party  ?  His  Sponsor  might  now 
come  and  do  penance  in  sackcloth  and 
ashes  for  having  proposed  him.  Then, 
they  put  on  the  Committee  a  Member 
(Mr.  lllingworth),  whose  only  qualifica- 
tion was  that  he  was  a  Colleague  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  It  was 
said  that  he  was  a  very  different  kind  of 
man  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Callan)  believed  that  there  was 
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six    of   one   and   half-a-dozen   of  the 
other. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  157 ; 
Noes  22:  Majority  135.— (Div.  *  list. 
No.  13.) 

Mr.  Obr  Ewino,  Mr.  Whitbbead,  Mr* 
Illingworth,  Sir  Henry  Wolff,  and 
the  Chairhak  of  the  Seleot  Committeb 
on  Standing  Orders,  nominated  other 
Members  of  the  said  Committee. 


CONTROVERTED  ELEOTIONS. 

Mr.  Speakbr  informed  the  House,  that  he 
had  received  .from  Mr.  Baron  Pollock  and  Mr. 
Justice  Manisty,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a 
Certificate  and  Beport  relating  to  the  Election 
for  the  City  of  Salisbury. 

SALISBURY  ELECTION. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act,  1879. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act,  1880. 

To  the  Right  Honourable  The  Speaker  of  the 
Heuse  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Honourable  Sir  Charles  Edward 
Pollock,  knight  (Baron  of  the  Exdiequer),  and 
the  Honourable  Sir  Henry  Manisty,  knight, 
Justices  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  and 
two  of  the  Judges  ror  the  time  being  for  the 
trial  of  Election  Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby, 
in  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts,  certify  that,  upon 
the  20th,  2l8t,  22nd,  23rd,  24th,  and  26th  days 
of  February  1883,  we  duly  held  a  Court  at  the 
Council  House,  in  the  Borough  of  Salisbury,  in 
the  County  of  Wilts,  for  the  trial  of,  andididtry, 
the  Election  Petition  for  the  said  Borough,  be- 
tween William  Robert  Moore,  Henry  Hale, 
George  Medway,  Charles  Jewell,  and  Charles 
Massey,  Petitioners,  and  Coleridge  John  Ken- 
nard,  Respondent,  which  prayed  that  it  might 
be  determined  that  the  said  Coleridge  John 
Kennard  was  not  duly  Elected  or  duly  Returned, 
and  that  tho  Election  and  Return  of  the  said  - 
Coleridge  John  Eennard  were  and  are  wholly 
null  and  void. 

And,  in  further  piirsuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
we  report  that,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  said  trial, 
we  determined  that  the  said  Coleridge  John  Een- 
nard, being  the  Member  whose  Election  and 
Return  were  complained  of  in  the  said  Peti« 
tion,  was  duly  Elected  and  Returned,  and  we 
do  hereby  certify  in  writing  such  our  determina- 
tion to  you. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  <ud 
Petition  of  corrupt  practices  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election,  we,  in  further  pur- 
suance of  the  said  Acts,  report  as  follows  :— 
(a.)  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  prored 
to  have  been  committed  by  or  with  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  any  Ouididats 
at  such  Election; 


(b.)  That  the  following  persons  were  proved 
at  the  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  the 
coimpt  practice  of  bribery : — 

Briber.  Persons  bribed. 

Jobn  Alfred  Folliott     Hanr  Skntt. 

Frank  Mozham. 

(c.)  We  further  report  that  there  is  no  rea- 
son to  belieye  that  corrupt  practices  have 
eztensiyely  prevailed  at  the  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  Balisbiiry,  to  which  the 
■aid  Petition  relates. 

Dated  this  26th  day  of  February,  1883. 

0.  E.  Pollock. 
H.  Manistt. 

And  the  said  Certificate  and  Report  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
Houae. 

NOTICE. 
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He  asked  whether  the  OoTernment 
would  give  facilitiea  for  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  Faci- 
lities  are  a  oommoditj  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goyemment  do  not  deal. 

OPIUM  SMDGQLING  (HONG  KOXG). 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  asked  the  Un- 
der  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies, 
Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  drawn  to-  ihe 
statement  in  the  ' '  Overland  Ohina  Mail, ' ' 
which  states  that,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Legislative  Oouncil,  Hong  Kong,  on  the 
13th  of  December  last,  His  Excellency 
the  Administrator,  the  Hon.  W.  H. 
March,  admitted — 

"  That  there  was  mucb  smuggling  (in  opium) 
going  on,  though  not  in  heavily  armed  vessels," 

and  that  His  Excellency  read  a  report 
from  the  police  station  which  stated 
that— 

*<  The  police  detained  the  boats  and  opium, 
pending  the  instructions  of  the  Administrator, 
but  there  being  no  police  case  against  them, 
they  were  allowed  to  go,  by  order  of  the  Ad- 
ministrator ; " 

that  the  police  report  stated  that  this 
system  of  smuggling  goes  on  regularly 
three,  four,  ana  even  six  times  a  month, 
the  smugglers  being  always  about  one 
hundred  strong,  and  armed ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
considered  whether  the  present  regula- 
tions at  Hong  Kong  are  sufficient,  if 
properly  carried  out,  to  prevent  opium 
smuggling  from  British  into    Chinese 

territory  ?  

Mh.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  the  attention  of  the  Government 
had  been  called  to  the  statements ;  but 
some  of  them  were  controverted  at  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Council.  The  Ad- 
ministrator at  Hong  Kong  had  apponted 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  all  the 

**  Circumstances  of  the  smuggling  of  opium 
and  other  goods  from  Hong  Kong  to  the  main- 
land of  China," 

and  when  its  Beport  had  been  received 
the  Colonial  Office  would  carefully  con- 
sider it. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED 
INTIMIDATION. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretanr  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  L*eland,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Bobert  Fercival,  bailiff  on  the  estate 


KILMAINHAH   PRISON    (RELEASE    OF 

MB.  FARNi:LL,  &c.)  (SIR  S.  NORTH- 

COTE'S  MOTION). 

Sib  STAPFOBDNORTHCOTE  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  beg  to  give  Notice,  with  re- 
ference to  the  Question  which  I  put  to 
the  noble  Marquess    yesterday,   as  to 

S'ving  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  my 
otion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee with  regard  to  the  release  of  cer- 
tain Members,  that  I  intend  to  renew 
the  Qaestion  on  Monday  next,  if  the 
Prime  Minister  is  in  the  House,  and  to 
address  it  to  the  Prime  Minister. 

QlTJS8TI0Ifa. 

EXTRAORDINARY  TITHE- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  INDEBWICK  (for  Mr.  Daitiel 
Oxakt)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
to  introduce  a  Bill  this  Session  dealing 
'with  the  question  of  Extraordinary 
Tithe ;  if  not,  will  they  afford  facilities 
for  discussion  if  a  Bill  be  introduced  by 
a  private  Member  ? 

Sib  WnJJAM  HABCOUBT,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  he  had  intended,  in  answering 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Marylebone,  to  refer  to  the  Bill  on  the 
subject  which  he  understood  had  been 
introduced  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bye  (Mr.  Inderwick),  and 
he  was  therefore  surprised  at  that  hon. 
and  learned  Member  putting  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  INDEBWICK  said,  it  was  true 
he  had  introduced  a  Bill  on  the  subject. 
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of  Oaptain  Douglas,  near  Drumlisli,  in 
the  county  of  Longford,  was  lately 
charged  by  two  tenants  on  that  estate 
with  having  used  intimidating  language 
towards  them,  and  having  produced  fire- 
arms and  threatened  to  shoot  them  if 
they  attempted  to  prevent  him  from 
taking  forciole  possession  of  the  land  of 
Mrs.  Campbell,  a  widow,  who  was  then 
actually  in  possession  of  the  land,  having 
been  restored  to  it;  whether  the  two 
tenants  tendered  informations  against 
Percival  to  the  resident  magistrate,  Mr. 
Hill ;  whether  Mr.  Hill  refused  to  re- 
ceive the  informations;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  any  steps  in  consequence  of 
this  refusal  r 

Mb.  TEEYELYAN  :  I  have  received 
a  Beport  which  shows  that  the  facts  are 
not  quite  correctly  set  forth  in  the  Ques- 
tion. Mrs.  Campbell  had  been  evicted 
from  her  house  and  farm,  and  had  been 
allowed  back  into  the  house  under  an 
agreement ;  but  she  was  not  restored  to 
the  farm,  as,  by  the  agreement,  Percival, 
who  paid  the  rent— £40— was  to  hold 
the  land  till  next  June.  Mrs.  Campbell 
appears  to  have  afterwards  repented  of 
her  bargain,  and  tried  to  get  the  land 
back,  and  two  men  went  to  plough  it. 
Percival  prevented  them  from  doing  so, 
when  they  threatened  to  come  again 
next  day  and  plough  the  land  by  force. 
Percival  said  he  would  not  allow  them, 
and  stated  that  he  was  quite  well  able 
to  take  care  of  himself,  at  the  same  time 
drawing  a  revolver  from  his  pocket, 
which  he  showed  them.  The  two  men 
then  went  to  Mr.  Hill,  the  Eesident 
Magistrate,  and  tendered  information. 
Mr.  Hill,  knowing  that  Percival  was  a 
respectable  man,  and  that  an  ill-feeling 
existed  towards  him  on  the  part  of  one 
of  the  applicants,  refused  to  take  infor- 
mations, and  directed  them  to  take  out 
summonses.  I  have  no  intention  of  taking 
any  step  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Hill's 
refusal ;  both  because  he  exercised  a 
discretion  which  is  expressly  vested  in 
him  as  a  magistrate  by  the  Petty  Ses- 
sions Act,  and  because  his  action  did 
not  deprive  the  applicants  of  their  legal 
remedy,  if  they  really  felt  themselves 
aggrieved. 

THB  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— REGENT'S 

PARK. 

Mb.  DANIEL  GEANT  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  have  yet 

i£r,  JuBtin  McCarthy 


given  their  opinion  respecting  the  in- 
closure  in  Eegent's  Park ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  communicate  the  same 
to  the  House  ? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  but 
it  is  not  usual  to  communicate  to  Parlia* 
ment  the  Opinions  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown.  The  question  of  the  indo- 
sure  in  the  Eegent's  Park  has  only  re- 
cently come  before  me,  and  I  have  not 
yet  completed  the  inquiries  which  ap- 
pear to  me  necessary  before  arriving  at 
a  decision. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mb.  KENNAED  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  any  steps  hare 
been  taken  to  inquire  int9  the  alleged 
maladministration  of  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  and  whether  he  can  now 
assure  the  House  tbat  that  important 
branch  of  the  public  service  is  being  re- 
organised with  a  view  to  the  more  effi- 
cient performance  of  work  by  the  staff 
without  recourse  to  the  system  of  ''  over 
time,"  and  with  a  due  regard  to  the 
vested  interests  of  the  male  staff  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  The  admi- 
nistration of  the  Savings  Banks  has  en- 
gaged much  of  the  attention,  not  only 
of  the  Postmaster  General,  but  of  myself, 
and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  it  is 
now  in  a  satisfactory  condition.  Several 
beneficial  changes  have  recently  been 
effected  by  the  officers  now  in  charge  of 
the  Department ;  and  now  that  addi- 
tional and  long-needed  premises  have 
been  acquired,  further  cnanges  will  be 
made,  and  the  amount  of  overtime  will 
be  considerably  reduced.  For  many 
reasons  it  would  be  unadvisable  to  abo- 
lish overtime  work,  and  with  it  overtime 
pay,  altogether. 

Me.  KENNAED  said,  that  he  would 
call  further  attention  to  the  subject  on 
the  Estimates. 

PAHLIAMENT— ELECTION   OF  MB. 

TIMOTHY  HARRINGTON  FOE 

WESTMEATH. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  who 
was  on  Saturday  elected,  without  oppo- 
sition, to  represent  the  county  of  West- 
meath  in  Parliament  (and  whose  friends 
handed  in  for  him  four  noinination 
papers,  three  of  which  were  signed  by 
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farmera  exelusiyely,  amongst  whom  were 
some  of  the  largest  farmers  ib  the  county), 
is  now  undergoing  a  term  of  two  months' 
imprisonment  in  the  chief  town  of  West- 
meath,  on  a  charge  of  having  attempted 
to  intimidate  the  farmers  of  that  county ; 
and,  whether,  if  that  he  the  case,  he 
will  direct  the  speedy  release  of  Mr. 
Harrington  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  Mr.  Har- 
rinc;ton  is  undergoing  imprisonment 
under  the  charge  to  which  the  hon. 
Memher  refers.  The  newspapers  report, 
douhtless  truly,  that  he  has  heen  re- 
turned under  the  circumstances  to  which 
the  hon.  Memher  refers.  The  papers 
likewise  state  that  on  the  occasion  of 
Mr.  Harrington's  return ,  his  nominator 
made  a  speech,  in  which,  among  other 
Tery  strong  ohserrations,  he  stated  his 
belief  that  the  Government  had  supplied 
Carey  with  the  daggers  for  the  PhcBniz 
Park  murders.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
read  the  speech,  I  think  they  will  be 
satisfied  that  the  circumstances  attending 
the  election  of  Mr.  Harrington  were  not 
such  as  to  call  on  the  Government  to 
take  the  very  unusual  step  of  remitting 

a  sentence  passed  on  account  of  a  charge 

by  the  Crown. 
Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  In  reference 

to  that  answer,  I  beg  leave  to  ask  the 

right  hon. Gentleman,  if  Mr.  Harrington, 

a  prisoner  in  MuUingar  Gaol,  is  to  be 

held  responsible,  not  only  for  language 

alleged  to  have  been  delivered  by  himself 

on  a  former  occasion,  but  for  speeches 

delivered  by  his  nominee  at  an  election  ? 
Mb.  TREVELYAN :  The  burden  of 

the  proof  rests  with  others,  not  with  us, 

to  show  that  there  was  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  election  of  Mr.  Harrington 

anything  to  cause  the  Government .  to 

take  the   step  of   letting  him  out  of 

prison,  where  he  is  confined  on  a  charge 

of  intimidation,  and  where  he  now  lies 

in  common  with  a  certain  number  of 

other  people  who  are  not  Members  of 

Parliament.    I  do  not  think  that  any 

such  cause  has  arisen. 
,  Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  would  ask  the 

right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in  the 

opinion  of  the  Government,  there  may 

not  be  ground  for  repudiating  the  charge 

of  intimidation,   in  the  fact  that  the 

person  charged  with  intimidation  had 

been  unanimously  elected  a  Member  of 

this  House  by  a  constituency  of  the 
▼SIT  class  he  was  alleged  to  have  inti- 
midated f 


[No  reply  was  given.] 

Mb.  PAENELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  whether  Mr.  Harring- 
ton, the  Member  of  Parliament  for  the 
County  of  Westmeath,  and  convicted  of 
a  political  offence,  is  compelled  to  asso- 
ciate with  ordinary  felons  and  criminals, 
and  to  do  the  same  work,  and  subjected 
to  the  same  treatment  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  I  will  answer 
that  question  on  Notice.  I  cannot  admit 
that  Mr.  Harrington  has  been  convicted 
of  a  political  offence. 

LIGHTHOUSES  OF  THE  UNITED  KING- 
DOM-COMMUNICATION WITH  THE 
EDDYSTONE  LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mb.  STEWAHT  MAOLIVER  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  un- 
fortunate experiences  of  the  men  em- 
ployed at  the  Eddystone  Lighthouse, 
who  were  without  food  and  fuel,  and 
unable  to  communicate  with  anyone ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  avoid 
such  a  state  of  things  in  future,  by  pro- 
viding a  steamer  to  make  visito  at  fixed 
dates,  or  by  esteblishing  a  telegraph  ser- 
vice to  the  lighthouse  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  responsibility  of  looking  after  light- 
houses round  the  coast  rested  with  the 
Trinity  House,  and  he  was  informed  that 
they  were  investigating  this  case.  Mean- 
while, he  had  learnt  that,  although 
some  of  the  reporte  published  were  ex- 
aggerated, yet  it  was  true  that  relief 
was  delayed  by  the  boisterous  stete  of 
the  weather.  No  signals  for  provisions 
were  made,  so  far  as  were  known,  until 
February  19th,  and  on  the  following  day 
the  men  were  landed.  With  reference 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member, 
there  was  little  use  in  providing  a 
steamer  to  make  visito  at  £aed  dates  if 
the  weather  was  such  as  to  make  relief 
impracticable.  Telegraphic  communica- 
tion would  not  have  prevented  the  delay, 
because  that  delay  had  not  arisen  from 
any  want  of  knowledge  on  shore  as  to 
the  condition  of  the  men  in  the  light- 
house. 

SCOTLAND— THE  HIGHLAND 
CROFTERS— THE  ROTAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  MAOFABLANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretory of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  can  state  the  extent  and 
scope  of  the  Boyal  Commission  which  is 
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to  be  issued  to  inquire  into  the  condition 
of  the  Crofters  of  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  if  it  will  include 
the  tenure  upon  which  croffcs  are  held, 
the  rights  to  foreshores,  the  area  of  deer 
forests,  and  the  amount  of  depopulation 
which  they  have  caused;  whether  the 
Commission  will  yisit  the  various  loca- 
lities and  take  evidence  on  the  spot ; 
and,  if  it  will  include  in  its  inquiry  the 
Shetland  and  Orkney  Islands?  The  hon. 
Member  added,  that  he  hoped  that  the 
Home  Secretary  would  be  able  to  give 
him  some  explicit  statement  as  to  the 
scope  of  the  Inquiry  before  the  Report 
stage  of  the  Address  was  arrived  at. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I 
stated  yesterday  that  I  could  give  no 
details  in  this  matter.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware,  that  in  the  case  of  a 
Royal  Commission,  no  statement  can  be 
made  until  the  sanction  of  the  Crown 
has  been  obtained. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE:  In  consequence 
of  the  unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  an- 
swer, I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall 
move  an  Amendment  with  reference  to 
the  subject  on  the  Report  of  the  Ad- 
dress. 

SUPPLY— THE  AEMY  AND  NAVY 
ESTIMATES. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  early 
arrangements  could  be  made  for  taking 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates  ? 

The  Mabqttess  of  HARTINOTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  no  arrangements 
could  be  made  until  the  debate  on  the 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  was  concluded. 
It  was  hoped  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  Thursday,  when  the  Chan- 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer  would  move 
some  Supplementary  Estimates.  If  that 
were  so,  it  was  hoped  that  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates  would  be  taken  on  Mon- 
day and  Thursday  next  week. 

EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDUBE— NATIVE  JURISDICTION 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

.Sir  TREVOR  LAWRENCE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
prior  to  the  approval  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment in  England  being  given  to  the 
proposed  change  of  Law  relating  to  the 
trial  of  Europeans  in  India,  any  steps 
were  taken  to  ascertain  the  opinion  of 
the  non-official  European  pubho  on  the 

Mr.  MaefarlaM 


subject ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  case,  as 
reported  in  the  telegrams  from  India, 
that  public  meetings  have  been,  or  are 
about  to  be,  held  in  the  chief  towns,  and 
in  the  centres  of  European  business,  to 
protest  in  the  strongest  terms  against 
the  proposed  changes  ? 

Me.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT  also 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  widespread  in- 
dignation which  the  alteration  in  the 
Criminal  Law  of  India  is  arousing  among 
the  European  population,  and  of  the 
danger  of  arousing  race  antagonism. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  give  op- 
portunity to  this  House  for  diecussiDg 
that  measure  before  it  becomes  Law  ? 

The  Makquesb  or  HARTINGTON: 
Before  the  Government  of  India  pro- 
posed any  change  in  the  law  on  this 
subject,  the  opinion  of  every  local  Go- 
vernment was  asked  for  and  obtained. 
It  is  impossible  to  believe   that  those 
Governments  are  ignorant  of  the  opinions 
or  feelines  of  the  non-official  European 
public,  although  the  advice  which  they 
would  give  to  the  Government  of  India 
would  be  given  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility, and  on  their  own  sense  of  justice 
and  expediency  in  the  case.     I  have  no 
information  with  respect  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  Question  beyond  whati  have 
seen  in  the  newspapers.   I  may  take  this 
opportunity  of  answering  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett)  on  the  same  subject.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  in  Council 
is  responsible  to  Parliament  for  the  in- 
structions which  he  gives  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  in  legislative  as  well  as 
executive  matters ;  and  he  cannot  divest 
himself  of  that  responsibility  by  inviting 
the  House  of  Commons  to  discuss  ques- 
tions of  legislation  which  are  pending 
in  India.     It  is  open  to  any  Member  to 
call  in  question  at  any  time  the  advice 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
has  given,  or  may  give,  to  Her  Majesty; 
but  I  cannot  undertake  tha  the  will  re- 
frain from  exercising  the  power  vrith 
which  he  is  charged,  pendmg  any  dis- 
cussion which  may  take  place  in  Parlia- 
ment.   I  may  add  that  the  Correspon- 
dence on  the  subject  will  be  presented, 
and  is  now  being  printed ;  and  also  that 
it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Government 
of  India  to  pass  the  Bill  finally  till  they 
return  to  Calcutta  in  November,  so  that 
the  public  may  have  full  time  for  oon- 
sideration. 
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t  Mh.  J.  B.  TOEKE  said,  that  he 
'  wished  to  avail  himself  of  that  oppor- 
tunity to  make  a  few  obserrationa  on  a 
enbject  which  had  already  been  before 
the  House,  aad  which  would  probably 
in  a  short  time,  if  not  before  the  end  of 
the  debate  on  the  Addreae,  again  occapy 
ita  attention.  He  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Uar- 
quess  on  the  part  which  he  (Mr,  Torke) 
had  taken  in  endeavouring  to  obtain 
an  investigation  into  the  Kilmaioham 
Treaty  last  Session,  and  to  obtain  from 
the  noble  Marquess  some  definition  of 
bis  position  as  Leader  of  the  House  in 
the  treatment  which  he  proposed  to  ex- 
tend to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
The  noble  Marquess  said  the  other  day 
that  his  (Mr.  Yorke's)  connection  with 
the  matter  was  altogether  a  casual  one, 
and  that  it  had  been  very  much  against 
his  will  that  he  was  induced  to  bring 
forward  the  subject,  and  move  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee.  The  noble 
Marquess  alao  complained  that  the  Go- 
remment  were  con tukuallyimportunating 
tha  Opposition,  almost,  as  he  said,  going 
down  on  their  knees  to  them,  entreat- 
ing them  to  formulate  a  specific  charge, 
and  take  some  course  by  which  tnat 
charge  could  be  investigated  and  either 
eetabliahed  or  disproved.  As  regarded 
his  personal  connection  with  the  subject, 
it  was  true,  no  doubt,  that  it  was  entirely 
a  casual  circumstance,  and  he  did  not 
think  he  was  open  to  any  charge  of 
neglecting  his  duty  in  not  bringing  the 
matter  earlier  before  the  House.  In  the 
first  plaoe,  as  a  private  Member,  he  was 
under  no  special  duty  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter forward ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  if 
he  had  done  so,  ^e  Qovemment  being 
in  full  possession  of  all  the  time  of 
the  House,  it  would  have  been  per- 
fectly preposterous  in  him,  with  no 
claim  upon  the  Government,  to  sup- 
pose that  he  could  obtain  the  oppor- 
tunity he  might  have  sought  of  bringing 
the  matter  before  the  Houee.  There- 
fore, if  it  had  not  been  for  the  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Marqaess  had 
alluded  to  the  question  again,  he  should 
not  have  troubled  the  House  with  hk 
share  of  the  matter,  But  having  regard 
to  the  refusal  the  noble  Marquess  had 
nno  mAi4n  tn  Tinrmit  the  Leader  of  the 
Tore 
Ito 
ade 
ibU 


Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  said, 
he  wished  to  explain  that  he  put  tho 
Question  down  that  day,  because  he  had 
nnderstood,  from  a  reply  given  to  a 
similar  Qnestion  the  other  day,  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  Qovemment 
to  give  an  opportunity  for  discuaaing 
the  matter  in  the  House.  He  wished, 
also,  to  repeat  the  Question  in  order  to 
ask  th«  noble  Marquess  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  diecuaaion  on 
Indian  questions  generally  could  only 
take  place  at  the  close  of  the  Seasion, 
and  in  view  of  the  great  importance  of 
the  question,  he  would  give  some  aasur- 
ance  that  ^e  House  should  have  a 
suitable  opportunity  of  discussing  those 
changes  before  they  were  passed  into 
law,  and  before  the  mischief  which  some 
apprehended  was  done  ? 

The  MASQuzas  of  HAETINQTON 
intimated  that  he  was  unable  to  give  the 
assurance  asked  for. 

THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— THE 
SEW  RDLE8  OF  LEGAL  PROCEDCBE. 
Mb.  J.  STEWART  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  the  Oommittee  of 
Judges,  now  engaged  in  framing  new 
rules  of  legal  procedure,  are  to  hold 
their  final  meeting  to-morrow;  and,  if 
he  can  state  that  they  have  agreed  to 
make  auch  alterations  in  the  rule  rela- 
tive to  the  jurisdiction  of  English  Courts 
over  persons  resident  in  Scotland  as,  in 
his  judgment,  are  sufficient  to  remove 
tbe  grievance  complained  of? 

Thi  LOHD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfous),  in  reply,  said,  that  there  had 
been  draft  amendments  to  the  Eules 
proposed,  which  it  was  hoped  would  re- 
move the  grievances  complained  of ;  but 
he  waa  not  aware  whether  they  bad  been 
overtaken  by  the  Committee  of  Judges. 
He  hoped  to  he  able  to  answer  that 
question  shortly. 

MOTION. 

IRELAND- THE  KILMAINHAM 
"  NEGCnATIONS." 
Thz   MAnoTTSss  07   HAETINOTON 

moved— 
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individual  like  himself.     On  the  13th  of 
November  the  Prime  Minister  having 
denied  that  there  was   any    Kilmain- 
ham  Treaty,  stated  that  he  challenged 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire, who  scoffed  at  him  for  that  asser- 
tion, which  he  seriously  made,  to  move 
-for  an  inquiry.     He  (Mr.  Yorke)  said — 
"Do  I  understand  the  right  hon*.  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that  he  will  grant  a  day  ?" 
The  right    hon.    Gentleman    replied — 
"  I  will  agree  to  an  inquiry  witiiout  a 
debate.''  The  Prime  Minister  then  went 
on  to  say  that  there  was  no  such  Treaty, 
aifd  that  those  who  made  such  allega- 
tions without  proof,  instead  of  fastening 
disgraceful  transactions  on  their  oppo- 
nents,  brought    disgrace    upon    them- 
selves.  Having  thus  been  brought,  with- 
out any  deliberate  intention  of  his  own, 
to  the  position  of  making  disgraceful 
allegations,  which   he   did  not    prove, 
he  (Mr.  Yorke)  then  thought  that  the 
only  course  open  to  him  was  to  urge  and 
importune  the  Prime  Minister  for  the 
opportunity  he  had  p'romised.     He  did 
so  from  day  to  day,  and  had  nothing  to 
reproach  himself  with  on  that  account. 
The  Motion  he  first  formulated  alluded 
to  the  Treaty  by  name ;  but,  that  being 
objected  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  was  challenged  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  to  state  on  what  terms  he 
would    assent    to    an    inquiry.     Being 
taunted  with  apparently  wishing  to  back 
out  altogether,  the  Prime  Minister  re- 
plied in  great  wrath,  and  said  that  if 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  withdraw  the 
imputation  he  should  decline  altogether 
to  answer  the  Question.     The  indigna- 
tion  of  the  Prime  Minister  then  ap- 
J>oared  very  natural ;  but,  judging  by  the 
ight  of  his  subsequent  conduct,  it  did 
not  seem  so  very  absurd  to  impute  to 
him  an  intention  to  withdraw  from  his 
offer.     With  the  other  steps  that  he 
(Mr.  Yorke)  then  took  he  would  not 
trouble  the  House  in  detail.     He  en- 
deavoured to  suit  the  Motion  to  the 
taste  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
made  it  as  ccSourless  and  innocent  as 
possible.     He  did    not   allude    in  the 
Motion  to  any  ** Treaty;"   he  only  put 
it  ''the  circumstances  relating  to  the 
release "  of  the  three  Members  from 
Kilmainham.     To  that  even  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  demurred,  stating  that, 
while  he  would  offer  no  opposition  to 
the  Notice,   he  had  his  own  opinion 

Mr.  J.  22.  Yorke 


about  its  terms.    On  the  23rd  of  Novem- 
ber he   asked  the   Prime  Minister  to 
adjourn  the  debate  at  a  quarter  past  1 1 
in  order  that  the  Notice  which  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  said  he  was  anxious 
should  be  brought  on  should  be  dis- 
cussed.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
said  that  he  would  not  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  Another  night, 
after  the  debate  on  Procedure  had  been 
adjourned,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
faithful  Friends  and  supporters  talked 
until,  by  the  Half-past  Twelve  Bule,  the 
Motion  could  not  be  brought  on.    Then 
came  the  discussion  which  he  felt  bound 
to  initiate,  and  in  which  he  appealed  to 
the  House  to  judge  between  him  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  to  the  wsy 
in  which  he  had  been  drawn  into  the 
matter,  and  the  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  treated  him.    That 
was  the  position  in  which  the  matter 
stood  at  the  end  of  last  Session.    Then 
began  the  second  act.     He  had  not  yet 
tliken  any  steps  to  renew  the  question, 
being  undecided  as  to  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  wait  for  the  return  of 
the  Prime  Minister.    Then  came  the 
revelations  in  the  Dublin  trials,  which 
had  thrown  so  much  light  upon  these 
transactions,  and  the  debate  initiated 
by  the  hon.  and  learned   Member  for 
Ohatham  (Mr.   Gorst).    In  the  course 
of  that  discussion  a  good  many  allu- 
sions  were  made  to  what  were  known 
on  the  authority  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary  as   the    **  Kilmainham     negotia- 
tions," and,  strong  opinions  being  ex- 
pressed, the  noble  Marquess  renewed 
the  challenge.    If  possible,  he  did  so  in 
more  specific  language  than  the  Prime 
Minister  used  to  him  last  year,  and  it 
was  immediately  taken  up  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.   On  the  Motion  being 
put  down,  the  noble  Marquess,  hariog 
presumably    consulted  his  Oolleagnes, 
came  down  to  the  House  and  detailed 
various  reasons  why,  he  said,  it  would 
be  inconvenient  and  highly  mischievous 
to  the  Public  Service  that  such  an  in- 
quiry as  was  originally  suggested,  and 
as  was  now  proposed,  should  take  place. 
The  first  reason  the  noble   Marquess 
gave  was  that  the  matter  had  been  al- 
ready discussed.  But  the  discussion  that 
had  taken  place  had  been  entirely  ieom 
the  outside.     They  possessed  no  facts 
beyond  what  they  possessed  last  summer, 
except  that  a  certain  light  had  been 
thrown  on  the  matter,  incidentally,  by 


1029       Ireland— The         {Febeuary  27,  1883]  ITilmainham '' Negotiations. '\10Z0 


the  revelations  at  Kilmainliam.     The 
only  discassion  which  would  be  of  any 
service  was  one  in  which  the  parties 
called  upon  to  depose  to  the  transac- 
tions would  be  placed  upon  their  oath, 
and  there  would  be  liberty  to  cross- 
examine   them  to   see  how    far   their 
statements  tallied.     That  was  the  dis- 
cussion they  wished  for.    They  might  go 
on  discussing  the  matter  in  the  House 
of  Oommons  for  ever  if  no  new  light 
was  to   be  thrown  upon  the   subject. 
Another  objection  the  noble  Marquess 
made  to   the  appointment  'of  a  Com- 
mittee was  that  it  would  prolong  and 
revive  the  controversy.     If  there  was 
nothing  to   find   out,   as  he  presumed 
was  the  contention  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess,  then  he  did  not  see  why  the 
controversy  would  be  prolonged  or  re- 
vived  by  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee.     But   if,   on  the  other  hand, 
fresh  revelations  weire  made,  then,  no 
doubt,  the  matter  might  be  prolonged; 
if,   however,   the  noble  Marquess  was 
right,  that  there  was  nothing  to  come 
out,  then  that  argument  did  not  apply. 
The  third  point  of  the  noble  Marquess 
was  that  it  would  have  a  tendency  to 
weaken  the  authority  of  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive.      He  could  understand  that  it 
might  weaken  the  Irish  Executive  if 
they  lay  under    imputations ;    but  he 
could  not  imagine  anything  more  weak- 
ening to   a  Government  than  to    lay 
under  imputations  which  it  was  in  their 
power  to  remove.     By  assenting  to  the 
Committee,  if  he  were  right  as  to  there 
being  nothing  to  disclose,   the    noble 
Marquess  would  strengthen  instead  of 
weakening  the  Irish  Executive.     The 
fourth  argument  the   noble  Marquess 
brought  forward  was  the  most  idle  and 
futile  of  all ;  he  urged  that  the  inquiry 
would  be  a  waste  of  time.     If  the  Uom- 
mittee  were  assented  to  without  debate, 
what  time  would  be  wasted  ?    The  in- 
quiry would  proceed  in  the  Select  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  and  on  its  conclusion,  sup- 
posing the  contention  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  accurate,  the  mouths  of  the 
Opposition  would  be  shut.     He  did  not 
behove  there  had  been  any  example,  at 
any  rate  for  80  years,  of  a  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  asking  the  Leader  or  Vice 
Leader  of  the  House  for  a  day  to  dis- 
cuss a  matter  which   the  Government 
conceived  to  reflect  upon  them,  and  in- 
Tolving,  perhaps,  their  very  existence  as 
a  Govermnent,  and  the  Leader  of  the 


House  refusing  to  give  the  opportunity 
asked.  If  Parliameutary  government 
was  to  be  carried  on  at  all,  the  opinions 
of  the  Opposition  should  certainly  be 
accepted  from  its  Leader.  The  other 
day  they  heard  with  some  amusement  of 
a  summary  plan  for  disposing  of  any 
claims  they  might  have  to  attention. 
The  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  were  to 
have  half  an  hour  to  state  their  views 
in,  and  then — the  eldt'ure.  But  the  noble 
Marquess  went  a  step  further.  Accord- 
ing to  him  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  not  to  be  allowed  to  make  a  speech 
on  the  subject  at  all;  the  Opposition 
were  simply  to  register  the  decreeff  of 
the  Government,  while  the  Government 
had  nothing  to  do  except  to  dictate.  He 
did  not  see  what  end  the  Government 
were  to  come  to  except  the  natural 
decay  which  he  presumed  might  come 
upon  them  like  other*  bodies  corporate, 
because  they  had  secured  themselves 
against  violent  death.  If  the  Leader  of. 
the  Opposition  was  not  even  to  be 
allowed  to  hint  disapprobation  at  their 
conduct,  he  did  not  see  from  what 
quarter  the  shaft  was  to  come  which  was 
to  terminate  their  existence.  He  re- 
gretted the  absence  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, because  in  matters  relating  to 
the  ancient  procedure  of  the  House  he 
always  felt  a  certain  amount  of .  confi- 
dence that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  them  due  weight,  and  he 
could  not  believe  the  action  of  the  noble 
Marquess  would  be  endorsed  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  could  only  add 
that  they,  as  the  challenged  party,  ought, 
at  afiy  rate  according  to  the  rules  of 
honour,  to  be  allowed  time,  place,  and 
the  choice  of  weapons.  The  Govern- 
ment were  in  a  position  to  be  able  to 
command  those  three  advantages.  As 
'they  were  great,  let  them  be  merciful, 
if  not  in  their- own  interest,  at  any  rate 
in  the  interests  of  decency  and  fair 
play,  and  to  shpw  that  they  had  not  yet 
emancipated  themselves  from  all  the 
honourable  traditions  of  Party  warfare. 
The  Marottess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  if  the  hon.  Member  is  convinced 
that  the  decision  the  Government  came 
to  the  other  day,  and  which  I  announced 
yesterday,  will  not  be  confirmed  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister, 
on  his  return,  it  is  scarcelv  worth  while 
for  him  to  have  taken  up  the  time  of  the 
House  by  the  criticisms  he  has  made 
upon  that  decision;  inasmuch  as  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  just  given  Notice  of 
his  intention  to  put  a  Question  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  on  Monday  next,  and 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  entertains  the 
opinion  he  has  just  expressed,  my  mis- 
take will  be  very  soon  rectified.  The 
hon.  Member,  in  the  first  place,  wished- 
to  make  some  corrections  in  the  state- 
ment I  made  the  other  day  as  to  his  per- 
sonal connection  with  the  matter.  I  do 
not  understand  that  I  have  anything 
whatever  to  correct;  because  the  hon. 
Member  himself  has  just  stated  that  his 
connection  with  it  was  purely  of  an 
accidental  character,  and  that  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  accident  of  a  certain 
exclamation  he  made,  he  never  would 
have  felt  called  upon  to  take  any  pro- 
minent part  in  regard  to  the  matter. 
This  is  all  I  said  the  other  day. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE :  What  I  objected 
to  was,  the  noble  Marquess's  statement 
that,  on  the  part  of  the  Opposition,  no 
definite  movement  had  been  made. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  was  then  speaking  of  the  proceedings 
in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Session.  It  is 
scarcely  necessary,  I  think,  that  I  should 
follow  the  hon.  Member  in  his  pro- 
ceedings during  the  Autumn  Sitting. 
These  proceedings  were  wound  up  by 
a  formal  discussion  on  the  subject. 
[*'  No  !  "]  Perhaps  hon.  Members  will 
allow  me  to  explain  what  I  mean.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Yorke)  availed  him- 
self of  the  opportunity  which  one  of 
the  New  Rules  gave  him.  He  asked  a 
Question,  and  received  an  answer  which 
did  not  satisfy  him.  He  asked  leave  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
and  was  supported  in  that  attempt  by 
40  Members.  He  stated  his  case ;  the 
Prime  Minister  made  a  reply,  and  the 
matter  was  discussed  —  formally  dis- 
cussed and  debated — on  that  occasion. 
That  was  the  concluding  scene  in  that 
Session.  That  being  the  case,  I  do  not 
think  I  ought  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  various  steps  that  were  not 
taken,  or  that  he  was  not  allowed  to 
take,  in  reference  to  his  Motion  for  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry.  All,  I  think, 
that  I  am  called  on  to  notice  in  his  ob- 
servations ip  the  statement  affecting  my- 
self—  that  I  renewed  the  challenge. 
That  is  an  entire  misapprehension,  and 
I  shall  be  very  glad  if  he  will  mention 
the  words  which  he  considered  to  bear 
that  interpretation.     [Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke  : 

Th$  Marqueta  of  Eartington 


I  have  the  noble  Lord's  words  here. 3 
If  there  were  any  such  words,  they  were 
not  words  which  I  used  intentionally. 
What  I  said  was  that  I  rejoiced — al- 
though the  issue  placed  before  the  House 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Qorst) 
was  not  a  very  definite  one,  that  at  last 
an  issue  was  to  be  submitted  to  the 
House  upon  which  the  judgment  of  the 
House  could  be  taken ;  and,  speakings 
for  myself,  I  said  I  thought,  from  the 
course  of  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  wide  as  its  scope  had  been,  I  was 
able  more  fully  to  understand  the  exact 
charges  which  were  made  against  the 
Government  in  regard  to  this  transaction, 
than  I  had  ever  been  before,  and  to 
make  what  may  have  been  a  very  unsatis- 
factory, but  still  to  a  certain  extent  a 
reply  for  the  Government  to  those  accu- 
sations. I  was  very  far,  indeed,  from 
renewing  a  challenge  to  the  Opposition 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  this  trans- 
action ;  because  I  was  convinced  at  the 
time,  and  I  am  convinced  still,  that  we 
have  been  discussing  from  Tuesday  last 
the  subject  of  these  allegations  which 
have  been  made  against  us  ever  since 
last  May.  Although  I  might  not  have 
thought  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  raised  an 
issue  in  the  most  convenient  and  dear 
manner,  still  I  expressed  my  satisfaction 
that  at  last  an  issue  had  been  raised 
which  could  be  met  and  be  decided  by 
the  House.  Nothing  in  the  world  could 
have  been  further  from  my  thoughts 
than  to  address  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site another  challenge  to  renew  another 
discussion  upon  this  question.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Yorke)  says  we  have  been 
discussing  these  transactions  only  from 
the  outside,  and  that  we  did  not  know 
all  the  particulars  it  was  necessaiy  we 
should  know.  But  I  must  point  out  to 
the  House  that  that  is  a  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Opposition,  and 
which,  no  doubt,  they  gave  due  coti- 
sideration  io,  and  they  knew  enough 
last  week  to  censure  us  without  waiting 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  formu- 
lated a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Govern- 
ment. His  Amendment  was  acknow- 
ledged by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman' 
opposite  as  being  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence  in  the  Government,  which, 
if  carried,  would  have  the  effect  of  tam- 
ing them  out  of  Office.     They  knew 
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enough  to  formulate  that  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidenoe ;  and,  in  my  opinion,  it  is 
perfectly  idle  to  say  that  the  Amend- 
ment pointed  to  any  other  definite  eah- 
ject  except  these  transactions  which  are 
called  the  Kilmainham  Treaty,    f  Oh, 
oh ! "]  If  it  did  not  point  to  that,  I  should 
be  Teiy  glad  to  know  what  it  did  point  to. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  Opposition  are 
in  this  dilemma.     Either  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Memher  for  Ghat- 
ham  was  distinctly  and  directly  aimed 
at  what  they  are  pleased  to  call  the  Kil- 
mainham Treaty,  or  Kilmainham  nego- 
tiationSy  or  else  they  have  heen  guilty  of 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House  during 
fi>ar  nights  by  discussing  subjects  of  a 
perfectly  yague  and  a  perfectly  indefinite 
character.     I  always  understood,  and  I 
believe  we  have  all  understood,  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  did  have  reference  to  those 
proceedings ;  and  we  have  undoubtedly, 
in  all  our  speeches,  treated  it  as  having 
such  a  reference.    If  that  is  the  case,  as 
I  i»rtainly  think  it  is  the  case,  it  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  the  Opposition  can,  in 
jnstioe  or  fairness,  come  forward,  now 
that  their  Motion  has  been  rejected  by 
the  Hoase.    They  have  been  aiscussing 
oar  conduct  for  four  days,  and  they  had 
information  enough  for  that,  and  now 
they  want  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
Into  it.     The  hon.  Member  said  there 
was  no  precedent  for  refusing  a  day  to 
a  Leader  of  the  Opposition.    I  do  not 
know  whether  there  is  a  precedent  or 
not ;  but  I  should  like  to  ask  whether 
there  is  a  precedent  for  a  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  to  raise  questions  repeatedly 
on  the  same  subject,  and  having  first 
challenged  the  judgment  of  the  House 
on  a  certain  definite  issue,  and  failed  in 
the  attempt,  to  ask  for  an  inquiry  into 
tiie  very  same  subject  upon  which  he 
had  already,  without  such  an  inquiry, 
challenged  that  judgment  ?    The  posi- 
tion which  the  Government  have  taken 
up  is  perfectly  intelligible  and.  perfectly 

legitimate.    

Ma.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
lesnxed  Friend  the  Member  for  Chatham- 

Sir.  Oorst)  was  one  which  clearly  raised 
fore  the  House  of  Commons  the  ques- 
tioQ  of  the  Kilmainham  negotiations.. 
That  oertainlj  was  not  the  opinion  of  the 
nobis  Marquess  upon  Thursday  last ;  be- 
caose,  i£  his  memory  served  him  cor- 
wclJy,  the   noble    Marcjuess  s^id    the 


Amendment  only  indistinctly  shadowed 
forth  the  nature  of  the  charge  to  be 
made  against  the  G-ovemment.  [The 
Marquess  of  BjLBTiNaTON  assented.']  The 
noble  Marquess  had  just  now  said  they 
were  asking  the  House  of  Commons  to 
discuss  a  question  already  fully  dealt 
with ;  but  the  noble  Marquess  himself 
had  confessed  that  the  Amendment  only 
indistinctly  shadowed  forth  the  charge. 
[The  Marquess  of  Habtington  :  Hear, 
near !]  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  charges 
formulated,  rightly  or  wrongly,  against 
them  were  most  serious.  The  Home 
Secretary  the  other  day  went  so  far  as 
to  say  that  charges  had  been  made 
against  the  Government  which,  as  gen- 
tlemen and  men  of  honour,  it  was  almost 
insupportable  on  their  part  to  sit  down 
under. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  remember 
to  what  that  applied.  It  wns  the  dis- 
tinct statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  we  had  made  communications 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Lowther)  stated  that 
he  knew  that  I  said  there  was  no  colour 
of  foundation  for  that,  and,  if  true,  it 
was  dishonourable  conduct. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  remarked  that 
that  was  one  of  the  very  points  that  they 
wished  to  have  cleared  up.  He  never 
said  all  the  negotiations  were  conducted 
behind  the  back  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford.  What  he  stated  was 
that  a  portion  of  the  negotiations  did  g^ 
on  behind  his  back.  Was  the  noble 
Marquess  content  that  the  Government 
should  rest  under  that  as  well  as  under 
other  imputations?  What  were  the 
charges  against  the  Government  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter  ?  They  were, 
as  he  understood  them,  that  they  under- 
took, on  the  one  hand,  to  afiPord  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  and  his  associates  their  personal 
liberty,  and  the  means  of  awarding  a 
very  heavy  bribe  to  those  who  had  been 
co-operating  with  them  in  illegal  agita- 
tion— part  of  that  bribe  being  derived 
from  the  pockets  of  the  owners  of  land 
in  Ireland,  and  part 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is 
irregular  to  re-open  a  debate  upon  an 
Amendment  that  has  already  been  dis* 
posed  of  by  the  House, 
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Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  would 
avoid  reoorring  to  the  subject-matter  of 
that  debate ;  he  would  merely  say  that 
the  bribe  was  offeredin  return  for  support 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  it  was  further 
hoped  that  the  effortsof  the  gentlemen  in 
question  would  be  used  to  promote  the 
restoration  of  law  and  order.  But  the 
reminder,  just  now  very  properly  ad- 
dressed to  him,  was  another  instance  of 
the  extreme  inconvenience  of  the  course 
that  had  been  forced  upon  Members  by 
the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  noble  Marquess  intimated 
the  other  night,  and  had  done  so  now 
ag^in,  that  this  subject  had  come  before 
them  again  and  again  without  being 
brought  to  any  satisfactory  termination. 
Whose  fault  was  that  ?  [The  Marquess 
of  Habtinqtoic:  It  has  now.]  He 
begged  the  noble  Marquess's  pardon. 
The  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  gave  occasion,  no 
doubt,  for  some  remarks  on  the  subject ; 
but.  there  was  no  threshing  out  of  the 
question  of  the  negotiations  for  the  best 
of  all  reasons,  that  the  House  was  not 
in  possession  of  all  the  circumstances 
upon  which  a  distinct  judgment  could  be 
formed.  Many  Members  had  formed 
their  opinions,  and  he  had  formed  his 
own,  upon  the  slender  evidence  that  was 
before  them  ;  and  for  himself  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  accept  the  whole  responsi- 
bility of  expressing  the  opinion  he  had 
so  formed.  The  matter  now  stood  thus 
— challenges  had  been  addressed  to  the 
Opposition  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  The  Prime  Minister  distinctly 
pledged  himself  to  the  House  to  grant 
an  inquiry.  He  did  not  think  that  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.Yorke)  was  serious  when 
he  urged  that  any  material  difference  of 
opinion  prevailed  on  this  subject  amongst 
the  Members  of  the  Government;  but 
he  believed  that  if  the  Prime  Minister 
were  there  he  would  have  thought  it 
incumbent  upon  him  to  offer  an  expla- 
nation why  he  distinctly  pledged  him- 
self, in  the  face  of  Parliament  and  the 
country,  to  grant  a  Committee  without 
debate,  and  that  his  Colleagues  in  his 
absence  had  run  back  from  that  pro- 
mise. That  was  a  matter  .which  con- 
cerned the  consistency — he  might  use 
a  stronger  expression — of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  allow  the  matter  to 
rest  in  the  position  in  which  it  stood  at 
present.  Oharges  had  been  made  against 


them,  and  the  Home  Seoretaiy  con- 
sidered these  charges  of  a  very  serious 
character.  It  was  difficult,  indeed,  to 
conceive  any  charge  more  serious  than 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
prepared  to  sanction  the  taking  away  of 
money  from  one  section  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  and  giving  a  grant  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  for  the  purpose  of 
purchasing  support  for  their  Irarty.  That 
was  the  main  charge;  and  until  there 
had  been  a  full  judicial  inquiry  into 
these  matters,  the  Government  could 
hardly  be  surprised  if  the  impression 
prevailed  that  their  reason  for  refusing 
inquiry  after  having  challenged  it  was 
the  fear  of  unpleasant  disclosures. 

Mb.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  that,  hav- 
ing a  Motion  on  the  Paper,  he  e^ould 
feel,  in  ordinary  circumstances,  satisfac- 
tion in  giving  way  at  the  request  of  Her 
Maj  esty's  Government ;  but  he  could  have 
no  such  satisfaction  now,  because  he  felt 
that  an  insult  had  been  offered  in  the 
person  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition, 
not  only  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  but  to  every  Member  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House.  He  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  Government  would 
find  that  the  course  they  had  taken 
would  promote  the  transaction  of  Puhlic 
Business.  When  the  Government  had 
deliberately  insulted  240  Members  of  the 
House,  they  could  not  complain  if  these 
240  Members  did  not  do  everything  in 
their  power  to  aid  them  in  forwarding 
fheir  measures.  He  always  believed  the 
noble  Marquess  to  be  a  man  not  only  of 
very  great  ability,  but  of  very  great 
courtesy;  and,  therefore,  he  preferred 
to  attribute  the  conduct  of  which  they 
complained,  not  to  the  noble  Marquess 
himself,  but  to  the  Government.  It 
might  be  very  inconvenient  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  notwithstanding  all 
the  challenges  they  had  thrown  out,  to 
discuss  this  subject.  But  the  Opposition 
were  driven  out  of  the  House  to  discuss 
it,  though -they  would  prefer  to  do  so 
in  the  presence  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
They  had  only  one  course  left  to  them, 
and  that  was  to  proclaim  to  every  meet- 
ing of  their  fellow-cOuntrymen  which 
they  had  the  honour  to  address  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  dared  not  face  an  • 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
Treaty  of  Kilmainham. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  had  a  per- 
sonal matter  to  refer  to.  A  Motion  of 
great  interest  to    a  large  number  of 
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people  would  be  displaced  by  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  to  take  the 
discussion  on  the  Address  that  evening. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  oppose  the 
coarse  wbich  had  been  taken.  He  could 
only  express  his  great  and  bitter  dis- 
appointment. He  did  not  complain  of 
the  Qoyemment.  They  had  been  forced 
to  take  the  present  course  by  the  action 
taken  by  the  Opposition.  He  hoped  the 
country  would  mark  the  grievous  waste 
of  time  which  had  proceeded  under  the 
name  of  legitimate  discussion,  but  which 
had  really  become  a  system  of  wrangling 
and  recrimination^  which  could  benefit  no 
human  being,  but  which  was  delaying 
legislation,  and  delaying  the  discussion  of 
questions  of  social  legislation  required  by 
the  House  and  the  country.  Those  inte- 
rested in  such  legislation  ought  to  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  expressing  their  con- 
demnation of  the  waste  of  time  in  the 
House.  It  was,  he  believed,  almost  un- 
precedented for  the  Opposition  to  move 
two  Amendments  to  the  Address,  and 
to  be  preparing  a  third.  He  would  also 
take  that  opportunity  of  asking  the  Go- 
rernment  to  be  prepared  to  meet  this 
question  of  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts 
at  an  early  day.  He  assured  them  that 
they  wotlld  have  to  declare  their  opi- 
nion for  or  against  the  present  Acts, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  they  must 
ultimately  accept  those  views  of  which 
he  had  been  one  of  the  indicators.  It 
was  certainly  their  intention  to  proceed 
with  it,  and  he  asked  with  all  firmness 
that  the  Government  would  come  to  an 
early  determination  to  assist  in  the  re- 
peal of  these  Acts. 

Mb.  A8HMEAD  -  BARTLETT,  re- 
verting to  the  Kilmainham  Treaty  dis- 
cussion, said,  that  the  main  fact  which 
appeared  before  the  country  in  connec- 
tion with  it  was  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, having  thrown  out  two  dis- 
tinct and  formal  challenges  to  the  Oppo- 
sition to  demand  and  institute  an  inquiry 
into  transactions  which  the.  great  bulk 
of  the  people  regarded  as  unprecedented, 
miseliievous,  and  disgraceful,  were  now 
seeking  to  withdraw  from  them.  There 
was  an  old  method  of  war  adopted  by 
the  Chinese  Tartars  of  painting  them- 
selves hideously,  and  making  wild  and 
hideous  cries  before  the  enemy ;  but  if 
the  enemy  showed  fight,  the  makers  of 
them  turned  and  fled.  First,  wit^  a 
display  of  bravado,  the  Government 
challenged  the  Opposition,  and  then  they 


prolonged  a  debate  until  half-past  IS 
o'clock,  so  that  the  Motion  could  not 
come  on.  From  May  or  June  to*  the 
end  of  the  Autumn  Session,  the  Govern- 
ment had  all  the  time  of  the  House  at 
their  disposal.  They  knew  very  well, 
if  this  Committee  were  granted,  there 
would  be  details  discovered  of  interviews 
between  the  agents  of  the  Government 
and  the  Leaders  of  a  Party  accused  in 
that  House  within  the  past  few  days  of 
terrible  and  unnatural  crimes,  and  also 
negotiations  between  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  (Mr.  O'Shea)  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  was  because  the 
Cabinet  was  afraid  of  these  revelations 
that  they  had  refused  this  reasonable 
demand  for  an  inquiry.  It  was  because 
they  knew  it  would  be  shown  that  they 
were  willing  to  use  gentlemen  whom 
they  had  described  as  ''marching  through 
rapine  to  the  disintegration  of  the  Em- 
pire," and  were  also  willing  to  employ 
the  worst  instruments  of  these  men,  who 
were  planning  and  conniving  at  murder. 
Never  was  there  a  more  direct  challenge 
than  that  of  the  noble  Marquess ;  and 
he  should  have  adopted  one  of  two 
courses  with  respect  to  it — either  have 
formally  withdrawn  it  or  carried  it  out. 
The  discussion  on  the  subject  last  year 
was  nothing  but  a  scratch  debate.  No 
doubt,  the  facts  already  in  their  posses- 
sion were  sufficient  to  justify  a  Vote  of 
Censure  on  the  Government ;  but  it  was 
better,  before  moving  one,  to  be  in  full 
possession  of  all  the  facts. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OrtUredf  That  the  Notices  of  Motions  and 
the  first  six  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion  for  an  Ad* 
dress  to  Her  Majesty. — (Th0  Marqu$9t  of  HarU 
ingUm.) 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


ADDBESS    IN   ANSWER   TO    HER  MA- 
.TESTT'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

LlDJOUENED  DEBATE.]      [NDTm  NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [15th  Feh- 
ruary] — [See  page  98.] 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  reeuined. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
the  Amendment  he  had  placed  on  the 
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Notice  Paper  was  almoet  identical  with 
that  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  intended  to 
propose,  but  for  the  strategy  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  obtained  for  him  an  easy 
victory,  but  one  of  which  he  ought  not 
to  be  over  proud.  The  Amendment  was 
as  follows: — 

• 

''Humbly  to  aasxire  Her  Majesty,  that  the 
state  of  distress  among  the  population  of  many 
parts  of  Ireland;  the  inadequate  machinery 
of  the  Land  Act,  and  its  partial  and  imperfect 
character,  especially  with  regard  to  leaseholders, 
the  right  of  tenants  to  their  improvements,  the 
purchase  system,  and  the  condition  of  the  ag[ri- 
cultural  laDourers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation 
of  the  Arrears  Act;  the  state  of  the  Law  of 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Franchises  in 
Ireland ;  and  the  condition  of  Local  Government 
in  that  Country,  are  all  questions  demanding 
the  urgent  attention  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government;  and  that  the  absence  of  any 
undertaking  to  legislate  on  any  of  these  ques- 
tions, or  on  any  question  affecting  the  welfare  of 
the  Irish  People,  must  tend  to  promote  discon- 
tent and  intensify  disaffection  in  Ireland.** 

To  anyone  reading  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  it  would  be  obvious  that  the 
most  striking  point  connected  with  it 
was  the  total  absence  of  any  reference 
to  the  state  of  Ireland,  or  any  promise 
of  remedy  for  the  crying  evils  and 
grievances  in  that  country  which  pressed 
for  immediate  legislation.     In  the  first 

Slace,  it  was  a  matter  of  notoriety  that 
ire  distress  existed  in  certain  districts ; 
and  so  extreme  was  that  distress  that,  in 
spite  of  the  unwillingness  of  the  ordi- 
nary channels  of  information  which  dis- 
seminated the  prejudiced  views  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland  that  were  generally 
prevalent  in  this  country,  it  had  forced 
itself  on  the  notice  of  the  people  of 
England.  Por  instance,  there  appeared 
in  The  Times  of  to-day  a  remarkable  re- 
port of  Dr.  James  Ferguson,  medical 
officer  for  the  district  of  Gweedore, 
county  Donegal,  relating  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  poor  in  that  district.  Dr. 
Ferguson  said  of  the  children — 

'*  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  report  that  poverty 
and  destitution  are  too  clearly  evident  in  their 
appearance,  and  that  the  diarrhoea  and  influenza 
Which  largely  prevail  among  them  are  the  out- 
come of  insufficient,  low,  and  unvaried  diet, 
and  the  general  use  of  seaweed,  which  I  noticed 
in  course  of  preparation  for  the  principal  meal 
of  the  family  m  every  house  I  entered.  In 
almost  every  house  there  is  a  sick  patient, 
especially  among  the  old  folks,  for  whom  medi- 
cine is  utterly  useless,  the  only  thing  needed 
being  nourishment.  Entering  the  schools,  I 
was  sadly  disappointed,  seeing    nothing   but 
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weary  and  dull  eyes  and  languid  faces,  betray- 
ing weakness  of  strength  and  deep  d^resnon 
of  spirits.  More  than  once  I  heard  the  dis- 
tressing sound,  repeated  here  and  here  among 
the  oMldren,  of  sickly  coughing.  I  noticed^ 
too,  the  insufficient  clothing  of  the  children  in 
the  schools  and  in  the  houses,  and  the  dreadfully 
shocking  sleeping  accommodation  which  their 
houses  supply.'* 

The  Chief  Secretary,  who  had  been  in 
the  district,  would  be  able  to  judge  of 
the  worth  of  such  a  report ;  and  he  would 
learn  on  inqiiiry  that  a  similar  report 
might  be  made  from  any  of  the  20  or 
30  Unions  in  the  seaboard  counties  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Ireland.     Now,  with 
regard  to  the  inadequacy  of  the  Land  Act, 
he  thought  the  majority  of  the  House 
would  admit,  and  that  the  Government 
would  admit,   that  it  was  of    a  most 
marked  character,  especially  with  re- 
gard to  leaseholders.    The  Government 
he  thought  recognized — the  majority  of 
the  House  at  any  rate  admitted,  judging 
by  private  conversations  he  had  had— 
that  the  Land  Act  in  this  respect  required 
amendment.     The  right  of  tenants  to 
their  improvements  was  admitted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  who  had  the  harshest  views  with 
regard  to  the  Land  Act.  That  the  Arrears 
Act  required  amendment,  he  thought, 
was  also  admitted ;  and  as  to  the  agri- 
cultural labourers,  the  landlords  them* 
selves  had  been  interested  in  them  in  a 
manner  which  was  very  satisfactory,  bat 
which,  he  thought,  was  never  exhibited 
to  a  very  marked  extent  until  recently. 
He  was  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  way 
the  Arrears  Act  had  turned  out  in  its 
working.     When  it  was  introduced  to 
that  House,  he  never  anticipated  that 
very  great  advantages  were  likely  to 
accrue  to  the  poorest  portion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.    Some  advantages,  no  douot, 
were  to  be  anticipated — for  instance,  it 
was  to  be  expected  that,  to  a  certain 
extent,  some  of  them  would  be  relieved 
from  the  crushing  debt  which  prevented 
them    from   peacefully    working   their 
farms,  or  discharging  either  their  obliga- 
tions to  their  landlords  or  to  their  neigh*- 
hours,  and  which,  if  they  had  the  means, 
they  would  only  be  too  willing  to  have 
discharged.     He  looked  upon  the  Act, 
however,  as  of  great  value,  for  the  sake 
of  the  two  principles  which  it  embodied. 
In  the  first  place,  it  laid  down  the  prin- 
ciple that  when  a  system  had  been  found 
to  work  only  to  the  advantage  of  a  class, 
and  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  comma- 


lOil  Majesty^ i  MoH  {Febbttary  27,  1883}         Graeioui  Speech.        1042 


nity,  the  latter  had  a  right  to  interfere, 
and  say — "  We  will  take  from  you  that 
which  you  have  improperly  used.  We  will 
protect  those  who,  under  the  system  which 
at  present  obtains,  are  unable  to  make, 
either  for  themselves  or  the  community, 
homes  or  comfort,  or  to  obtain  that  well- 
being  which,  under  other  circumstances, 
they  might  secure."     The  second  prin- 
ciple was  that  the  community  so  inter- 
fering should  make  a  limited  compensa- 
tion to  those  whose  interests  were  dis- 
turbed. This  principle,  once  undertaken 
and  acted  upon  and  properly  developed 
wonld,  he  was  confident,  be  fruitful  of 
great  advantages  to  the  people.     With 
regard  to  the  Parliamentary  and  muni- 
cipal franchise  mentioned  in  the  Amend- 
ment, he  would  remind  the  House  that 
when  the  Government  were  in  Opposi- 
tion the  Home  Secretary  declared  that 
this  question  was  of  the  foremost  poli- 
tical importance.    In  the  first  year  of 
the  existence  of  the  present  Ministry  a 
Franchise  Bill  was  introduced  for  Ire- 
land, but  it  was  abandoned ;  and  although 
they  had  the  assurance  of  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
would  be  re-introduced,  it  had  not  again 
been  brought  forward,  notwithstanding 
repeated    promises.     This    gave    some 
idea  of  the  value  of  Ministerial  assur- 
ances.   It  could  scarcely  be  expected 
that  Members  from  Ireland  would  fail 
to  seize  that  and  every  other  opportu- 
nity of  .'urging  on  the  Government  and 
Parliament  that  Ireland  should   have 
equal  rights  with  the  other  parts  of  the 
Empire.     The  want  of  local  government 
was  the  next  head  of  their  complaint. 
In  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  in  1881 
they  were  assured  that  such  a  measure 
would  be  introduced  for  Ireland,  and 
that  it  should  be  such  a  measure  aa 
would  secure  to  the  people  of  that  country 
the  local  authority,  power,  and  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  the  public  money. 
They  were  further  promised  that  it  would 
be  of  such  a  nature  that  it  would  de- 
velop habits  of  local  self-government 
amongst  the  people.     That  Bill    had 
never  been  introduced,  and  that  promise 
seemed  to  have  been  entirely  forgotten 
in  the  present  Session.    The  worst  and 
final  complaint  in  the  Amendment  was 
with  regard  to  the  absence  of  any  un- 
dertaking of  legislation  on  any  of  these 
questions,  or,  indeed,  upon  any  question 
affecting  the  welfare  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  the  probable  effect  upon  the  feelings 


of  the  people  of  such  an  omission ;  but 
he  did  not  know  that  there  was  any  very 
g^eat  reason  to  complain  of  the  absence 
of  any  assurance  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
or  that  indicated  that  there  was  no  in- 
tention to  take  up  one  or  other  of  the 
questions.  Such  a  deduction  by  no  means 
loUowed,  nor  was  it  a  safe  indication  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Government,  for  it 
was  not  to  be  concluded  that  they  would 
not  find  it  necessary,  or  at  any  rate  ad- 
visable, to  introduce  after  a  little  while 
a  measure  which  at  present  they  had  no 
intention  of  bringing  forward.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that  in  1 880  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  with  reference  to 
the  Land  Question.  His  reasonable  pro- 
posal was  rejected  by  an  overwhelming 
majority,  and  yet,  before  the  Session 
was  half-way  through,  the  Government 
realized  the  necessity  of  introducing  a 
measure,  which,  before  12  months  were 
over,  became  law,  with  reference  to  the 
Land  Question.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  was  inclined  to  think  that 
before  the  Session  was  over  they  might 
have  some  further  measures  upon  Irish 
affairs,  of  which  no  inkling  or  sugges- 
tion had  reached  them  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  They  had  had  an  indica- 
tion that  the  affairs  of  England  and 
Scotland  were  to  command  the  undivided 
attention  of  Parliament.  Strange  as  it 
might  seem,  they  had  now  been  sitting 
nearly  a  fortnight,  and  yet,  with  the 
exception  of  Egypt,  there  had  been  only 
mention  of  Ireland ;  but,  although  this 
had  been  so,  the  Irish  Members  had 
certainly  not  done  anything  which  might 
fairly  be  described  as  any  attempt  or 
indication  of  a  wish  to  force  unduly  upon 
the  House  the  affairs  of  Ireland.  The 
attention  which  Parliament  had  already 
given  to  Ireland  had  arisen  from  the 
necessities  of  the  situation,  and  an- 
nouncements from  one  side  or  the  other, 
and  not  from  any  preconcerted  arrange- 
ment or  any  proposals  emanating  from 
those  Benches.  If  this  was  to  be  taken 
as  an  omen  of  what  would  take  place, 
they  must  anticipate  that  a  very  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  next  five  months 
would  be  devoted  likewise  to  the  affairs 
of  Ireland,  whatever  were  the  present 
intentions  of  the  Government.  In  spite, 
then,  of  the  absence  of  any  assurance 
upon  the  matter,  in  spite  of  past  expe- 
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rience  as  to  the  want  of  significance  of 
Buch  absence  of  assurance,  the  Irish 
Members  could  not  be  expected  to  trust 
to  chance  for  bringing  under  the  notice 
of  Parliament  Irish  grievances.  It  must 
and  should  be  their  endeavour  this  Ses- 
sion to  bring  before  the  House  and  the 
United  Kingdom  those  grievances  which 
he  had  referred  to  in  his  Amendment, 
and  every  one  of  which  they  would  try 
and  induce  Parliament  immediately  to 
take  in  hand.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  if  they  insisted  upon  that 
Assembly  being  the  only  Assembly 
for  legislating  upon  Irish  affairs,  if 
they  insisted  that  English  and  Scotch 
Members  should  have  an  overwhelm- 
ing vote  in  regard  to  affairs  pertain- 
ing to  Ireland,  and  if  they  refused 
to  give  them  any  facilities  which  they 
felt  to  be  absolutely  necessary  properly 
to  deal  with  the  rights  of  that  country, 
then,  in  common  justice,  they  were  bound 
to  niake  arrane;ements  so  that  those  in- 
terests should  be  safeguarded,  and  that 
measures  for  the  amelioration  of  the 
condition  of  the  people,  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  the  country,  for 
the  equalization  of  the  rights  of  the  Irish 
people  with  those  of  the  other  subjects 
of  the  country,  should  be  passed.  If, 
however,  they  were  not  disposed  to  ini- 
tiate measures  having  those  objects  in 
view,  then  it  would  be  for  the  Irish  Party 
to  take  the  matter  into  their  own  hands, 
and  do  what  they  could  on  every  occa- 
sion, and  by  all  the  means  at  their  dis- 
posal, to  bring  before  the  House  and  the 
country  those  things  which  they  knew 
to  be  of  vital  importance,  and  with  re- 
gard to  which  they  should  be  wanting 
in  their  duty  if  they  did  not  urge  upon 
the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  insert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph, 
after  the  word  «* Executive,"  the  words: — 
"  Humhly  to  assure  Her  Majesty,  that  the  state 
of  distresti  among  the  population  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland  ;  the  inadequate  machinery  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  its  partial  and  imperfect  charac- 
ter, especially  with  re^;ard  to  leaseholders,  the 
right  of  tenants  to  their  improvements,  the  pur- 
chase system,  and  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation  of 
the  Arrears  Act ;  the  state  of  the  Law  of  Par- 
liament&ZT  and  Municipal  Franchises  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  the  condition  of  Local  Government 
in  that  Country,  are  all  questions  demanding 
the  urgent  attention  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government ;  and  that  the  absence  of  any  un- 
dertaking to  legislate  on  any  of  these  questions, 
or  on  any  question  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 

Mr.  Arthur  0'  Connor 


Irish  People  must  tend  to  promote  disconten.'fc 
and  intensify  disaffection  in  Ireland." — (Jfr. 
Arthur  G*  Connor.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

CoLowBL  COLTHURST  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  go  over  the  same  topics  as 
those  touched  on  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and. 
would  confine  his  remarks  entirely  to 
the  question  of  the  distress  in  Ireland* 
That  was  the  question  which  pressed  moat 
on  his  mind.    He  would  not  enter  into 
any  details  as  to  the  extent  of  the  dis- 
tress, for  he  was  perfectly  contented  to 
accept  the  statements  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  during  the  Autumn  Session, 
and  more  recently  by  the  noble  Marquees 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington).    There 
were  some  Unions  in  each  of  the  coun- 
ties of  Donegal,  Bligo,  Clare,  and  Majo 
where  the  dietrese  was  very  alarming. 
There  was  distress   elsewhere,   but   it 
was  not  of  an  exceptional  character ; 
but  when    he    came  •  to    the  estimate 
of  the  power  of  the  Poor  Law,  as  at 
present  contained  in  the  Statute  Book, 
to  cope  with  this  distress,  then  he  re- 
gretted to  say  that  he  was  entirely  at 
issue  with  the  Government.    The  Local 
Qovemment  Board  had  obtained  Beports 
from  their  Inspectors.   Those  Inspectors 
were  gentlemen  of  the  greatest  experi- 
ence, humanity,  and  intelligence,  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  say  one  word  against 
them.     Their  Beports  were  truthful,  so 
far  as  the  extent  of  the  distress ;  but  thej 
nieasured  the  capability  of  the  Poor  Law 
to  deal  with  it  by  the  workhouse  teat. 
They  said — **Is  such  a  workhouse  full  ?  " 
But  it  could  not  be  forgotten  that  in  the 
autumn  and  winter  of  1879,  when  the 
distress  was  much  severer  than  it  was 
likely  to  be  at  present,  similar  Beports 
were  made  and  acted  upon.    It  was  said 
that  the  workhouses  were  not  half  full, 
and  no  other  methods  were  adopted  from 
November,  1879,  to  February,  1880.     It 
was    found,   however,   that  the  work- 
house system  did  not  work.   The  distress 
was  most  acute,  and  immense  charitable 
efforts  had  to  be  made  to  keep  the  people 
from  starving.     There  were  seTeral  rea- 
sons why  the  workhouse  system  was  in- 
adequate.   The  most  important  reason 
was  the  invinoibli»  repugnance  of  the 
Irish  people  to  enter  the    poorhouse. 
The  Local  Government  Board  pointed 
out  that  recipients  of  relief  eonld  not 
dictate  the  mode  they  should  receive  it. 
This  was  a  thing  which  was  open  to 
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argament ;  bnt  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Board  should  deal  with  facts  as  they  found 
them,  and  with  this  repugnance  as  it 
eusted  in  Ireland.  They  all  knew  the 
strength  of  family  ties.  Two  and  three 
generations  sometimes  lived  together, 
and  once  the  workhouse  was  entered 
those  ties  would  be  rudely  broken,  and 
the  different  members  of  the  family 
separated  one  from  the  other.  The  people 
who  receiyed  assistance  in  Donegal, 
Mayo,  and  a  large  portion  of  Sligo  were 
nnall  occupiers,  holding  their  little  bits 
of  land  from  five  acres  to  half  or  quarter 
of  an  acre.  The  Local  Qovemment  Board 
had  assured  them  that  by  entering  the 
workhouse  they  would  not  forfeit  their 
interest  in  the  land ;  but  everyone  who 
knew  what  sort  of  cabins  these  poor 
people  lived  in,  the  kind  of  roof  they 
iiad,  and  their  general  condition,  would 
know  that  to  shut  up  these  poor  cabins 
for  three  months,  and  to  allow  a  neigh- 
hour's  cattle  to  run  over  the  small  hold- 
ings, would  be  as  effectually  to  destroy 
the  tenant's  interest  as  if  the  surrender 
had  been  made  a  condition  of  obtain- 
ing relief.  It  might  be  a  very  de- 
sirable thing  that  these  people  should 
not  cherish  such  a  dislike  of  the  work- 
house as  that  which  distinguished  them, 
hut  they  did.  They  would  suffer  priva- 
tions, and  the  worst  sort  of  privations, 
and  would  allow  those  near  and  dear  to 
them  to  suffer  privations,  only  stopping 
short  of  starvation,  rather  than  go  into 
the  workhouse ;  and  he  could  not  blame 
them,  because  he  knew  that  if  they  went 
into  the  workhouse  they  became  hope- 
less and  helpless  paupers  for  the  rest  of 
their  lives.  He  wished  in  this  matter 
that  the  present  Qovemment  had  done 
what  their  Predecessors  had  done.  It 
would  have  saved  untold  misery  and 
other  bad  effects.  When  they  found 
that,  in  spite  of  their  Circular  to  the 
Local  Government  Board,  the  distress 
was  mounting  up  to  an  extraordinary 
pitch,  they  instituted  Baronial  Sessions, 
and  authorized  the  Quardians  to  borrow 
money  on  very  moderate  terms ;  but  so 
rooted  was  the  prejudice  in  the  minds  of 
the  administrators  of  the  law,  and  in  the 
minds  ot  certain  theorists  in  England, 
that  thej  did  not,  until  the  distress  had 
been  existing^  for  three  months,  relax  the 
workhouse  teat.  What  were  the  short- 
comings of  the  Administration  of  1879- 
80  ?  Why,  these  were  amongst  the  num- 
ber— outdoor  relief  was  three  months 


late,  and  in  the  meantime  the  country 
was  covered  with  a  network  of  charity 
organization.  Unfortunately,  however, 
charity  was  substituted  for  the  Poor 
Law,  instead  of,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Lancashire  Ootton  Famine,  as  an  adjunct 
to  it;  so  that  during  all  that  trying 
period  the  average  rates  never  exceeded 
1«.  6d,  in  the  pound,  though  a  large 
number  of  people  were  living  upon 
charity.  Then  the  terms  upon  which 
money  was  lent  to  the  Guardians  should 
have  been  the  same  as  in  the  case  of  the 
owners  of  land  ;  and,  further,  the  Guar- 
dians should  have  been  employed  to 
superintend  the  relief  works,  so  that  the 
works  might  have  been  used  as  a  real 
test  of  the  honesty  of  those  applying  for 
relief.  He  would  have  suggested  in 
October,  and  he  did  suggest  now,  that 
the  Government  should,  in  the  distressed 
districts,  forego  the  workhouse  test.  That 
was  the  first  thing  to  be  done,  and  with- 
out they  did  that  whatever  else  they  did 
was  worth  nothing.  He  would  then  pro- 
pose that  money  should  be  lent  to  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  on  perhaps  more 
favourable  terms  than  they  could  get  it 
now,  for  the  purpose  of  providing  out- 
door relief  for  sanitary  work.  There 
was  hardly  a  village — certainly  not  a 
small  town — in  Ireland  where  money 
could  not  be  spent  advantageously  in 
giving  work  to  distressed  people — that 
kind  of  work  which  could  be  brought 
near  to  their  homes.  In  addition  to 
that,  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  might 
advance  loans,  to  small  occupiers,  and 
persons  might  be  sent  down  from  the 
iBoard  of  Works  to  inspect  the  various 
holdings,  in  order  to  see  what  amount 
of  money  had  been  spent  upon  them; 
and  the  same  persons  might  be  em- 
powered to  give  the  first  instalments  of 
the  money.  That  would  be  a  useful 
mode  of  surmounting  the  present  dis- 
tress, though  he  did  not  make  light  of 
the  other  schemes  that  had  been  pro- 
posed, such  as  emigration,  migration, 
arterial  drainage,  and  the  like.  But,  at 
the  present  moment,  the  best  mode  of 
relieving  the  prevailing  distress  was  by 
outdoor  relief.  But  there  were  not  want- 
ing prophets  of  evil  who  said  that  fore- 
going workhouse  relief  would  lead  to 
waste  of  money.  Day  after  day  they 
told  the  Government — '*Do  not  relax 
the  workhouse  test  —  once  open  the 
doors  to  outdoor  relief  and  you  will 
flood  the  solvent  Unions."     His  con- 
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tention  was  that  they  were  entitled 
to  judge  the  present  and  look  at  the 
future  in  the  light  of  the  past.  In  the 
past  the  Guardians  had  been  possessed 
of  those  powers,  but  they  had  made  use 
of  them  in  a  niggardly  spirit.  On  the 
whole,  in  1881,  which  represented  the 
expenditure  of  1880,  there  was  only 
£182,000  spent  on  outdoor  relief  on  a 
valuation  of  £13,000,000,  and  really  that 
could  not  be  said  to  be  an  excessive 
sum,  or  show  any  waste  of  money.  The 
total  number  of  able-bodied  people  re- 
lieved out-of-doors  did  not  amount  to 
225,000 ;  the  rate  over  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land was  on  the  average  only  It.  bd.  in 
the  pound.  %The  preliminary  and  indis- 
pensable condition  of  any  reform  of  the 
Poor  Law  system  involved  Union  rating. 
Without  union  rating  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  carry  out  a  system  of  outdoor 
relief,  and  as  to  the  system  of  outdoor 
relief  leading  to  waste,  reference  to  the 
statistics  in  Thomas  Almanac  would  show 
that  such  was  not  the  case.  With  the 
exception  of  four  or  five  Unions  in  the 
county  of  Mayo,  where  the  circumstances 
were  exceptional,  the  highest  rate  in  Ire- 
land was  39.  Qd,  in  the  pound.  But  it 
might  be  objected  that  in  the  last  year 
ex^avagant  sums  were  given  away  with- 
out due  inquiry  as  outdoor  relief  to  the 
families  of '  'suspects''  and  evicted  tenants. 
That  might  be  perfectly  true.  But  what 
did  the  number  of  those  instances  amount 
to?  There  were,  perhaps,  five,  10,  or  20 
people  in  a  whole  Union  who,  in  the 
case  of  evicted  tenants,  had  received  relief 
for  one  month ;  and  in  the  case  of  ^'  sus- 
pects "  for,  perhaps,  six  or  eight  months. 
After  all,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  Guardians  of  the  Poor  were  rate- 
payers and  occupiers  of  land,  who  had  to 
pay  half  the  poor  rate,  and  who,  in  the 
next  very  few  years,  would  probably  be 
paying  the  whole  of  that  impost.  It  was 
not  to  be  supposed  that  they  would  be 
ready  to  shovel  out  and  waste  their  own 
money  and  that  of  their  fellow-rate- 
payers ;  and  even  if  they  did  waste  it  for 
one  year,  why  should  they  be  kept  in 
leading  strings  by  the  Government?  The 
ratepayers  would  have  the  remedy  in 
their  own  hands,  and  could  turn  the 
Guardians  out  at  the  next  election.  Again, 
the  effect  of  the  claim  to  outdoor  relief 
in  Ireland  would  be  to  stimulate  em- 
ployment, and,  accompanied  by  Union 
rating,  to  stimulate  economy,  also  mak- 
ing it  the  interest  of  every  person,  whe- 
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ther  landlord,  tenant,  or  shopkeeper  to 
give  as  much  employment  as  he  ooold 
himself  to  keep  people  off  the  rates.     It 
would    stimulate  the  energies  of   the 
Guardians  in  their  corporate  capacity  to 
find  work  for  the  people.  The  Guardians 
in  Ireland  now  possessed  powers  of  bor- 
rowing mon^y  on  very  favourable  termB 
for  sanitary  purposes,  but  they  scarcely 
ever  used  them.    Dr.  Handcock,  a  sta- 
tistician of  the  greatest  authority,  who 
had  argued,  in  season  and  out  of  season^ 
in  favour  of  assimilating  the  Poor  La^r 
system  in  Ireland  to  that  of  England, 
had  pointed  out  the  impolicy  of  .the 
Imperial  Government    standing,    as  it 
were,  as  a  buffer  between  the  Guardians 
and  the  poor  in  Ireland,  and  preventinf^ 
them  from  relieving  the  necessitous  with, 
their  own  money.     Such  a  proceeding^ 
was  also  especially  inconsistent  on  the 
part  of  a  Liberal  Government,  which  pro- 
posed at  the  proper  time  to  extend  the 
municipal  and  Parliamentary  franchises 
in    Ireland..    He    certainly  could    not 
understand  it.    He  had  searched  in  vain 
for  a  reason,  and  he  could  only  attribute 
it  to    this — that  there   was  a  certain 
number  of  persons  in  England,  political 
economists,  who  had  found,  or  thought 
they  had  found,  that  the  rigid  inelastic 
Irish  system  was  more  consonant  to  the 
dictates  of  political  economy  than  the 
more  liberal,  the  more  elastic  English 
system  would  be,  and  that  the  influence 
of  this  class  of  persons  found  an  echo 
and  a  voice  in  some  of  those  charged 
with  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
in  Ireland.    But  he  would  ask  his  rig^ht 
hon.  Friend  if  he  himself  was  one  of 
those  who  considered  that  the  Poor  Law 
in  England  was  too  elastic,  too  liberal , 
in  the  administration  of  outdoor  relief? 
He  would  ask  him,  was  there  any  public 
man  in  England,  any  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, who  dared  stand  upon  the  hustings 
and  propose  his  wish  to  have  the  Poor 
Law  m  England  amended  in  the  sense 
of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  ?    No  one  dare 
say  so.  If  that  was  the  case — and  it  was 
the  case — was  there  any  good  reason, 
then,  for  refusing  an  assimilation  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law  to  that  of  England  in 
this  respect?    Was  there  anything  to 
be  said  for  keeping  up  that  inequality 
to  the  detriment  of  the  poorest  and  most 
helpless  class  in  the  community  ?    He 
could  not  think  there  was.     He  there- 
fore hoped  that  in  that  discussion  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  without  prejudging 
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the  question  of  a  general  assimilation  of 
tliat  law,  would,  at  least,  aDuounoe  his 
intention  to  relax  that  cruel  and  falla- 
cious workhouse  test. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  he 
bad  much  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Amendment.  He  expressed  his  person al 
thanks  to  the  hon.  Memher  for  the 
Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
for  the  very  prompt  manner  in  which  he 
flung  himself  into  the  breach,  and  took 
up  that  Amendment,  which,  owing  to  a 
peculiar  action  on  the  part  of  the  G-o- 
remmenty  was  taken  out  of  his  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy's)  hands.  He  had 
listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
speech  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  County  (Colonel 
Colthuret).  It  showed  great  practical 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  very 
manly  feeling.  He(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
only  hoped  that  the  appeal  made  to 
the  Goyemm^nt  by  one  who  supported 
them  consistently  throughout  would 
have  all  the  weight  and  influence  to 
which  it  was  most  certainly  well  en- 
titled. The  Government  could  not  in 
this  case  say  they  had  not  had  ample 
warning  of  the  emergency  they  were  very 
likely  soon  to  be  called  upon  to  meet. 
Most  hon.  Members  in  that  House  would 
remember  a  remarkable  discussion  which 
took  place  on  this  very  subject  during 
the  Autumn  Sitting.  He  thought  it  was 
the  first  occasion  on  which,  under  the 
NewBules,  a  Member  had  to  get  the  sup- 
port of  40  Members  to  raise  an  important 
question  at  an  extraordinary  time.  A 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  was  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  PalneU),  and  the  whole  prospect  of 
distress  in  Ireland  was  then  carefully 
and  fully  gone  into.  The  Government 
were  warned  •that  they  must  expect  an 
emergency  of  a  very  g^ave  and  serious 
kind,  and  they  were  warned  that  the 
worst  pressure  and  pinch  of  the  emer- 
gency would  come  about  the  end  of 
February  or  early  in  March.  At  that 
time,  he  confessed,  he  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  well  acquainted 
with  the  gravity  of  the  situation,  and 
was  well  disposed  to  meet  it  as  it  ouglit 
to  be  met.  Almost  every  Member  who 
took  part  in  the  debate  impressed  on  him 
the  necessity  of  not  allowing  himself  to 
be  too  rigidly  bound  and  compressed  by 
official  rules  and  by  routine.  If  he 
remembered  rightly,  the  right  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  im- 
pressed on  the  Gh>vemment  the  necessity 
for  being  liberal  and  generous  and  un- 
trammelled in  their  mode  of  meeting  the 
emergency.  It  seemed  to  him  at  that 
time  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  prepared  to  meet 
the  appeal  in  a  liberal  spirit,  and  was 
equal  to  the  occasion.  He  left  him  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  certainly,  and  many 
others,  under  the  impression  that  this 
appeal  to  him  had  not  wholly  failed  in 
its  effect,  and  that  some  good  would 
come  of  the  efforts  they  had  made. 
There  were  two  points  that  were  spe- 
cially urged  for  his  particular  atten- 
tion. One  was  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Cork 
County,  the  necessity  of  meeting  this 
case  by  relaxing  that  stringent  hide- 
bound rule  which  in  Ireland  forbade 
the  giving  of  outdoor  relief,  or  relief  of 
any  kind,  until  the  workhouse  was  filled. 
It  was  pointed  out  again  and  again  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  sys- 
tem always  must  be  a  failure  in  an 
emergency.  It  was  only  waiting  until 
sickness  set  in  before  they  took  the  mea- 
sures which  might  have  prevented  the 
sickness — ^it'was  only  waiting  until  the 
utmost  poverty  was  reached  before  they 
gave  relief  which,  coming  in  time,  might 
have  prevented  poverty.  The  proceed- 
ings of  the  House  had  hardly  been  over 
when  the  Government  issued  the  Circular 
to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Cork  County  had  referred.  In  that 
Circular  the  Lord  Lieutonatit  announced 
that  he  intended  to  rely  on  the  operation 
of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  in  its  most  re- 
stricted sense.  He  announced  that  out- 
door relief  could  not  be  given  in  any 
Union  to  able-bodied  men  unless  the 
workhouse  was  full,  or,  by  fever  or  other 
infectious  disease,  was  unfit  for  the  re- 
ception of  poor  persons;  and  then  fol- 
lowed a  sentence  which  he  should  like 
to  read  to  the  House — 

**  Her  Maje8ty*8  Goyernment  are  fully  aware 
of  the  great  objection  entertaixied  by  many  per- 
Bons  to  go  into  the  workhouse;  but  it  cannot 
be  contended  that  persona  who  are  unable  to 
procure  for  themselves  the  neceaaaries  of  life 
should  be  allowed  to  determine  the  manner  in 
which  public  relief  is  to  be  affordidd." 

He  did  not  know  whose  hand  drew  up 
that  sentence.  He  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  the  graceful  pen  whose  produc- 
tions they  all  so  much   admired,  that- 
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of  the  Chief  Secretary,  never  was  guilty 
of  writing  anything  like  that  dumsy 
Barcasm.     They  asked  for  hread  and  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  gave  them  a  sneer. 
What  was  needed    was   some  sort  of 
system  of  reproductive  works,  by  which 
the  poor  people    might    have   earned 
bread  for  themselves.    Kindly  help  was 
needed ;  the  help  that  decent  men  could 
receive  honestly,  and  not  the  alms  of  the 
pauper  flung  with  a  contemptuous  re- 
mark.    Time  went  by  and  the  outdoor 
relief  was  not  given,  and  the  distress 
began  more  and  more  to  deepen  and  to 
widen  over  the  country.     It  was  at  its 
worst  in  part  of  the  North  and  North* 
West,  and  even  going  down  to  Kerry 
and  some  part  of  the  county  of  Cork ;  it 
had,  to  some   extent,   swept    over  the 
whole  of  the  country.     He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  famine  spread  over  the  whole 
of  the  country,  or  that  famine  in  its 
worst  sense  prevailed  as  yet  in  any  part 
of  Ireland ;  but  an  amount  of  distress 
prevailed  in  some  districts  which  was 
only  by  a  very  thin  line  divided  from 
famine.     Under  these  circumstances,  a 
movement  was  got  up  in  London  for  the 
purpose  of  making  an  appeal  to  public 
beneficence  in  favour  of  those  suffering 
from  starvation  and  poverty  in  Ireland. 
It  occurred  to  some  of  his  friends  that 
the  appeal  should  be  made  from  the 
Mansion  House,  and  that  the  Lord  Mayor 
should  be  invited  to  assist.     He  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  presided  over  a  meet- 
ing which  was  called  for  that  purpose. 
He  might  say,  perhaps,  that  he  did  not 
now  feel  particularly  proud  of  the  part 
he  was  then  induced  to  take.  He  was  not 
fond  of  carrying  round  the  hat  in  any 
way  for  the  relief  of  Irish  distress.     He 
began  to  grow,  he  confessed,  weary  of 
.the  incessant  appeals  to  the  charity  of 
the  world    to  assist  a  country  which, 
under  fair  and  just  conditions,  would  be 
able  to  maintain  herself.    He  did  not 
expect  that  very  much  would  come  of 
this  particular  appeal.   Still,  he  thought 
at  the  time  that  if  there  was  the  slightest 
chance  of   doing  any  good,   everyone 
ought  to  be  quite  content  to  put  aside 
any  personal  sentiments  that  he  might 
have.    They  held    their  meeting,  and 
nothing  came  of  it.     His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Don- 
nell)  made  a  speech,  in  which  he  made 
some  historical  allusions.     Because  his 
hon.  Friend  talked  history — he  supposed 
be  talked  it  at  the  wrong  place — the 

Mr.  Justin  McCarthy 


Lord  Mayor  of  London  held  that  there 
could  be  no  sympathy  in  this  country 
with  Irish  distress.  Ireland  was  punished 
for  the  historical  allusions  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan.  Bat 
the  attempt  to  get  up  a  meeting  and  to 
get  up  this  appeal  produced  a  certain 
amount  of  good.  They  got  a  great 
many  statements  from  authoritative  per- 
sons describing  the  condition  of  things 
in  Ireland.  They  were  able,  by  means 
of  these  letters,  to  make  it  clear  to 
everyone  what  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  distress  was  for  which  they  were 
anxious  to  make  their  appeal.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House  he  would  read 
a  few  extracts  from  the  communications 
that  had  been  received,  giving  an  ac- 
count of  the  state  of  the  country  and  the 
distress  that  prevailed.  The  Most  Bev. 
Dr.  Duggan,  Bishop  of  Clonfert,  writes 
from  Loughrea  that-— 

"  In  certain  districts  of  the  conntry  distress 
of  harrowiQg  intensity  prevails.  The  pressare 
of  hunger  is  mostly  felt  in  the  small  towns  of 
the  Weet  of  Ireland,  whither  thousands  of  the 
poor  evicted  from  the  neighbouring  properties 
to  lay  down  the  land  into  pasturage  have  been 
driven  to  huddle  in  outsKirt  hovels  without 
employment.  In  simple  truth  my  life  here  is  a 
misery,  listening  to  tales  of  distress  which  I 
know  to  be  true ;  but  that  distress  I  am  utterly 
unable  to  alleviate." 

He  contends  that  there  are  ample  oppor- 
tunities for  reproductive  works  within 
easy  range,  and  he  condemns  the  Oo- 
vemment  for  their  rigid  adherence  to 
the  workhouse  test,  and  for  their  policy 
of  the  emigrant  ship.  The  Bev.  P.  S. 
M'Hugh,  of  Kilglass,  Eniacrone,  Sligo, 
writes  on  February  16 — 

''  I  had  no  conception  of  famine  until  now.  I 
am  bewildered  at  the  appalling  state  of  the 

people Fuel  is  absolutely  more  required 

than  even  food,  and  as  yet  I  have  only  got  a 
few  pounds  to  relieve  the  distress  of  over  200 
families." 

Later  still  he  writes  to  say  that  the 
distress  is  intensified.  The  Bev.  Mr. 
Hughes,  of  Kilgain,  County  SligP, 
writes — 

"  The  people  have  positively  nothing  to  lire 
on,  and  fever  of  a  very  virulent  kind  has  broken 
out." 

The  Bev.  James  Duncan,  P.P.,  o^ 
Bangor-Erris,  County  Mayo,  writes  on 
the  20th  of  January — 

''  The  potato  crop  last  season  in  this  distiict 
was  a  complete  y^ure,  scarcely  worth  the 
digging  out.  Tl/e  storm  of  last  October  totslly 
destroyed  tho  c^eal  crops ;  in  a  word,  the  people 
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He  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  had  not  read 
those  extracts  from  the  numerous  letters 
he  had  received  for  the  purpose  of  find- 
ing fault  with  the  Qovemment  for  what 
they  had  failed  to  do.  His  purpose  was 
to  direct  their  attention  to  the  future. 
He  wanted  the  Oovemment  to  do  some- 
thins  before  it  was  quite  too  late.  The 
burden  of  all  the  letters  he  had  received 
was  that  the  distress  was  great ;  that  it 
was  growing,  and  that  the  worst  had 
yet  to  come.  During  the  next  few 
weeks  the  worst  phase  of  the  crisis 
would  have  arrived ;  and  if  within  that 
time  some  generous  effort  should  not 
be  made,  then  the  Qovernment  would 
have  to  encounter  an  amount  of  distress 
which  might  very  well  be  described 
as  famine  itself.  The  daily  papers — 
even  those  least  inclined  to  be  sympa- 
thetic with  the  Irish  poor— contained 
most  strong  and  earnest  testimony  from 
their  correspondents  as  to  the  extent, 
the  intensity,  and  the  growing  nature 
of  the  disloress  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  weary  the  House 
with  those  reports.  He  could  only  en- 
force the  appeal  just  made  to  the  Go- 
vernment by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oork  County.  He  would 
urge  upon  the  Government  not  to  lose 
the  time  which  yet  remained,  and  to 
relax  that  rule  which  would  not  be 
endured  in  England,  under  which  a 
man  suffering  from  temporary  distress 
could  not  obtain  relief,  but  must  go 
into  the  workhouse.  Experience  showed 
that  people  who  once  went  into  the 
workhouse  seldom  emerged  any  more 
from  a  pauper's  position.  It  would  be 
far  better,  far  cheaper — putting  it  on  the 
very  lowest  ground— to  afford  outdoor 
relief,  and  to  enable  those  people  to 
tide  over  their  distress,  than  to  offer 
them  the  odious  test  that  they  must 
take  the  risk  upon  their  consciences 
of  allowing  themselves  to  starve,  or 
else  come  down  from  their  previous 
position  as  industrious  people,  and  be- 
come paupers  for  a  time.  Becoming  a 
pauper  for  a  time  meant  becoming  a 
pauper  for  life.  He  strongly  urged 
the  Government  to  give  to-night  some 
assurance  that  they  were  not  rigidly 
bound  to  their  so-called  economy.  Let 
the  Ohtef  Secretary  give  an  assurance 
that  his  influence  would  be  brought 
to  bear  upon  others,  so  that  a  generous 
effort  might  be  made  to  grapple  with 
the  distress.     There  was  no  occasion 


this  year  have  neither  means  nor  money.  I 
assure  you  they  are  at  present  without  food  or 
raiment,  and  how  they  are  to  weather  over  the 
spring  and  pinching  summer  Providence  alone 
knows." 

The  Rev.  Mr.*  Kynn,  of  Kiltyclogher, 
County  lioitrim,  writes  on  February 
1st— 

**  The  fanuna  here  is  daily  growing  wider  and 
deeper.  The  people  are  without  fuel,  without 
cattle,  food,  or  credit.  I  am  on  all  sides  besieged 

hr  tturing  people,  asking  even  for  a  few  pounds 

of  Indian  meal." 

The  Bev.  Canon  Lyons,  Spiddal,  County 
Galway,  at  a  very  recent  date,  says — 

"  I  am  fearful  of  the  next  few  months,  he- 
cause  at  present  the  people  are  in  a  dreadful 
condition.  They  are  living  on  seaweed,  which 
will  rapidly  cause  widespread  sickness.  We 
want  employment,  not  charity,  and  in  this 
district  money  might  he  advantageously  laid 
out  on  reproductive  public  works.*' 

The  Bev.  Mr.  O'Fadden,  of  Gweedore, 
Donegal,  writes — 

**  The  distress  is  spreading  with  fearful  ra- 
pidi^,  and  increasing  day  hy  day.  Within  the 
last  fortnight  it  has  reached  every  village  and 
hamlet  in  this  district.*' 

He  also  speaks  of  seaweed  being  used 
as  food — 

"No  meal,  no  potatoes,  nothing  really  to 
support  life.  The  misery  of  the  people  is  un- 
mistakably pictured  in  their  countenances  and 
eyes,  in  their  dress  and  their  wretched  bed 
clothing.  I  lon^fed  for  night  to  shut  out  from 
my  eyes  the  temble  sights  ;  but  they  haunted 
me  as  I  walked  through  the  lonely  glen  to  my 
home,  and  they  haunt  me  still,  and  will  do  so 
for  many  a  month  to  come." 

Hr.  Johnson,  of  Kanturk,  County  Cork, 
writes — 

"The  poor  people  have  neither  fuel  nor 
clothing — a  Siberian  winter ;  Indian  meal  12f.  a 
cwt.,  no  potatoes,  and  the  oat  crop  practically 
worthleas." 

Mr.  Bedmond,  High  Sheriff  of  the  City 
of  Waterford,  says — 

''  The  poor  are  in  a  desperate  condition,  and 
I  very  much  fear  they  will  be  even  worse,  as 
the  distress  is  intenmfying,  and  the  winter 
extremely  severe." 

Mr.  O'Borke,  of  Tralee,  County  Kerry, 
writes — 

**  The  poor  are  starving,  and  it  is  g^reatly  to 
be  deplored  that  the  Gh>vemment  have  ihui 
their  eyes  to  their  sufferings,  as  I  find  from 
a  letter  sent  through  the  Secretary  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  the  Tralee  Union  yester- 
day, in  which  the  Guardians  are  asked  to  place 
all  unoccupied  wards  in  eood  and  habitable 
order  for  the  reception  of  those  looking*  for 
relief ; "  and  he  adds,  '*  God  help  the  poor!" 
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now  for  bis  going  into  the  various  other 
points  mentioned  in  the  Amendment. 
Me  endorsed  every  word  the  Amend- 
ment contained.  It  was  a  simple  axiom 
to  say  that  while  the  defects  mentioned 
there  continued  to  exist  there  must  be 
discontent  and  disaffection  in  Ireland. 
The  Irish  Party  would  in  the  most  prac- 
tical way  give  the  Government  oppor- 
tunities for  remedying  those  defects. 
Bills  embodying  all  the  reforms  they 
claimed  would  be  brought  before  the 
House.  It  would  then  be  for  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  to  say  whether 
they  were  prepared  to  deny  or  to  g^ant 
those  reforms.  He  might  say  with 
regard  to  the  defects  of  the  Land  Act 
that  the  Government  had  admitted  them. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  again  and 
again  stated  with  regard  to  the  Healy 
Clause  that  the  meaning  in  his  mind 
was  similar  to  the  meaning  in  the  mind 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  moved  the 
clause.  There,  then,  was  a  clear  instance 
in  which,  by  mere  mistake  or  mischance, 
a  measure  failed  to  give  effect  to  the  in- 
tention of  Parliament.  He  should  not 
go  over  all  the  matters  spoken  of  in  the 
Amendment.  He  preferred  to  lay  the 
greater  stress  upon  the  poverty  and 
hunger  that  existed  in  Ireland.  That 
was  a  grievance  over  which  one  mo- 
ment could  not  be  lost.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  no  more  time  could  be 
given  to  listening  to  Irish  complaints,  or 
to  endeavouring  to  redress  Irish  griev- 
ances. He  thought  that  was  not  a  posi- 
tion which  the  English  Government  or 
the  English  Parliament  could  maintain. 
They  had  taken  upon  themselves  the 
responsibility  of  governing  Ireland,  and, 
having  taken  that  responsibility,  they 
could  not  avoid  considering  the  griev- 
ances of  the  people.  There  might  be 
English  questions  which,  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  things,  would  have  good 
right  to  be  carefully  examined.  Most 
willing  would  he  be  to  hear  that  all 
English  reforms  bad  speedy  chance  of 
success.  But  not  one  of  them  was  so 
urgent  as  the  grievances  of  Ireland, 
and  while  Irish  grievances  existed  the 
English  Parliament  could  no  more  es- 
cape from  them  than  could  a  man  escape 
from  bis  own  shadow.  When  the  roof 
leaked,  l^at  must  be  mended  before  any 
decoration  of  the  walls  was  attempted ; 
when  a  limb  was  wounded,  it  claimed 
the  first  thought ;  and  in  the  same  way 
the  grievances  of  Ireland  should  receive 

J/r.  Juiiin  WCarthy 


the  first  attention  of  that  House.  The 
responsibility  of  removing  them  was  a 
burden  which  they  must  bear,  who  bad 
assumed  and  insisted  on  retaining  the 
task  of  governing  Ireland. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  said,  he 
thought  this  a  convenient  opportunity 
for  reminding    the    Ministry  and   the 
House  that  the  sole  function  of  govern- 
ment in  Ireland  was  not  repression  and 
the  detection  and  punishment  of  crime. 
Hon.  Members  had  made  the  debates  on 
Irish  affairs  in  this  Session  the  opportu- 
nity for  delivering  attacks  upon  various 
parts  of  the  past  remedial  policy  of  the 
present  Government.    The  debate  had 
bad  given  to  it  a  personal  character,  which 
be  thought  could  not  serve  any  useful 
purpose,  and  which  certainly  would  not 
tend  to  allay  the  feeling  of  irritation  ex- 
isting in  Ireland.    He  confessed  that  he 
listened  with  anxious  expectation  to  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Seoretazy ;  but  he 
must  also  confess  that  that  speech  was  to 
him  (Mr.  C.  Eussell)  of  a  somewhat  dis- 
appointing character,  and  be  would  tell 
the  House  why.  He  fully  recognized  the 
courtesy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
utterances,  but  he  should  have  liked  to 
hear  a  healthier  ring  about  them.  While 
his  right  hon.  Eriend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  laying  down  with  great  vigour 
that  the  primary  duty  of  a  Government 
was  the  protection  of  life  and  property 
and  the  maintenance  of  order,  he  should 
have  liked  to  have  gathered  from  that 
speech  that  be  considered  it  a  function  of 
Government  at  least  equally  important 
to  look  after  and  redress,  with  equal  ur- 
gency and  equal  care,  admitted  griev- 
ances.   Though  be  (Mr.  C.  Eussell)  did 
not  perceive  it  in  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  he  found  that  healthy  ring  in 
the  speech  of  another  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade ;  and  be  remarked 
that,  whereas  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  received  with  unstinted 
applause  by  the  Opposition,  the  speech 
of  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
received  but  small    approbation  from 
those  Benches.     He  would  like  to  re* 
mind  the  House  of  some  extra-Parlia- 
mentary utterances  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  junior  HeAi- 
her  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson).    In  his  recent  speech  in  the  Bo- 
tun  da,  the  junior  Member  for  the  Uni- 
verfeity  of  Dublin — not,  indeed,  by  any 
indirect  or  roundabout  insinuation,  but 
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by  direct  chargo— had  practically  laid  at 

the   door   of   the  Prime  Minister  the 

charge  that  to  his  (the  Prime  Minister's) 

recent  remedial  policy  towards  Ireland 

was  largely  to  be  attributed  the  state  of 

things  existing  in  Ireland ;  and,  at  the 

same  time,  he  lavished  praise  upon  the 

Chief  Secretary.     In  his  speech,  also,  on 

the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 

Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  G-orst)  was 

this  expression — 

r*  '^  I  regard  the  Ameadment  as  a  correct  his- 
torical Darrative  of  the  past  policy  of  the  Go- 
Ternment,  and  as  an  exhortation  to  them  to  de- 
sist from  pursuing  in  the  future  the  path  now 
universally  condemned." 

But  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  also  told  the  House 
on  that  occasion  that  they  must  not  ex- 
pect that  a  man  whose  house  was  on 
fire  would  regard  as  his  guardian  angel 
the  man  who  came  to  put  it  out,  when 
ho  believed  it  was  the  same  man  who 
had  set  it  on  fire.  What  did  that  all 
mean,  except  this — that  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 
was  lauding  the  Chief  Secretary  at  the 
expense  of  his  Colleagues  in  the  Go- 
vernment ?  That  was  praise  to  be  looked 
at  with  some  qualification  and  suspicion, 
for  the  only  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  showed  that  he 
wholly  approved  of  was  that  part 
which  related  to  the  rigorous  execu- 
tion of  the  law.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  labouring  to  show 
that  a  great  part  of  the  existing  evils 
in  Ireland  was  due  to  the  past  remedial 
policy  of  the  Government  in  that  country, 
urged  that  the  Government  should  desist 
from  bringing  in  any  further  remedial 
measures.  He  humbly  but  earnestly  pro- 
tested against  that  doctrine,  and  he  pro- 
tested that  it  was  at  least  as  much  the 
duty  of  the  Government  zealously  and 
carefully  to  search  out  and  make  itself 
acquainted  with  what  were  the  griev- 
ances, and  apply  the  remedy,  as  it  was 
vigorously  but  justly  to  insist  upon  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order.  There 
were  matters  which  had  been  pointed  out 
which  called  for  the  urgent  attention  of 
Parliament ;  and  how  was  the  demand 
for  attention  met  ?  It  was  said — **We 
will  have  no  more  legislative  redress 
for  Ireland  until  Ireland  is  quiet." 
That  was  one  way  in  which  it  was 
put.  Another  mode  was — **  There  are 
English  claims  which  press  upon  popular 
attention,  and  Ireland  has  already  re- 
ceived a  largo  share  of  the  time  of  Par- 

VOL.  OCLXXVI.    [thibd  sbkies.  ] 


liament."  As  regarded  the  last  of  these 
arguments,  he  admitted  its  perfect  jus* 
tice  as  coming  from  Englishmen.  He 
admitted  that  Ireland  had  received — and 
Members  from  Ireland  ought  to  acknow- 
ledge that  Ireland  had  used — a  large 
share  of  the  time  of  Parliament ;  but  he 
would  point  out,  at  the  same  time,  that 
that  was  an  argument  which  must  be 
very  carefully  used,  because  every  time 
it  was  put  forward  in  answer  to  a  legi- 
timate demand  for  redress  it  would 
strengthen  enormously  the  claims  of 
those  who  said  that  England  could  not 
legislate  for  Ireland.  As  to  the  other 
ground  of  objection,  he  confessed  he 
was  a  little  surprised  to  hear  it  pressed 
in  that  House.  Was  nothing  more  to 
be  done  for  Ireland  because  Ireland 
was  in  a  state  of  disquiet?  Why,  it 
was  as  if  they  were  to  say  in  the 
case  of  a  fever  patient  that  they  should 
place  him  in  a  strait-waistcoat  until 
he  was  reduced  to  a  state  of  subjec- 
tion before  proceeding  to  give  him 
remedies.  That  was  an  illustration  in 
homely  language,  it  was  true ;  but  he 
thought  it  fitted  the  occasion.  Was  it 
not  notorious  that,  although  they  might 
not  always  be  able  to  trace  the  connection 
between  crime  and  the  absence  of  legis- 
lative redress,  yet  that  between  the 
existence  of  crime  in  a  country  and  its 
political  and  social  condition  the  con- 
nection was  certain  ?  In  the  first  place, 
the  absence  of  remedial  legieJation 
created  a  sympathy  with  ofiPences  against 
the  law,  which  meant  protection  for 
those  who  offended  against  the  law 
by  immunity  from  punishment.  To 
those  who  said  that  there  should  be 
no  legislation  for  Ireland  until  she  was 
quiet,  he*  said  there  would  be  no  quiet- 
ness until  remedies  for  g^evances  which 
undoubtedly  existed  were  found.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  said  that  it  was 
a  ooncessioB  to  lawless  agitation  and 
violence.  He  knew  that  was  said ;  but 
they  must  not  forget  that  the  House  of 
Commons  had  taught  the  Irish  people 
the  bitter  lesson  that  their  best  chance 
of  legislation  was  by  showing  a  spirit 
of  disorder  and  disquiet.  They  had  that 
upon  the  authority  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  University, 
for  he  told  a  different  audience  in  the 
Dublin  Botunda  that  there  would  have 
been  no  such  Land  Act  as  that  of 
1881  but  for  what  he  described  as  ''a 
lawless   agitation."      What    were    the 
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matters  that  were  now  pressing  ?  One 
of  the  matters  most  urgently  in  need  of 
the  attention  of  the  Gk)vemment  was 
the  distress.  He  warned  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  delay  in  taking  measures  to 
relieve  the  distress  which  existed ;  and 
he  warned  them  also  not  to  try  and 
break  down  that  feeling  of  horror  and 
abhorrence — call  it  prejudice  if  they 
would — which  the  Irish  people  always  felt 
against  entering  the  workhouse.  He  d id 
not  intend  to  enlarge  upon  that  question, 
for  he  would  find  it  exceedingly  difficult 
to  supplement  the  account  they  had  had 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  and 
particularly  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Colonel  Col- 
thurst);  but  he  joined  with  them  in 
warning  the  Government  not  to  be  too 
late  in  taking  steps,  although  only  of  a 
temporary  character,  in  that  matter.  Pri- 
mary among  the  other  questions  which 
demanded  attention  was  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Act.  If  the  House 
should  be  disposed  to  resist  the  per- 
tinacity with  which  this  matter  was 
brought  under  their  notice,  let  him 
remind  the  House  and  the  Government 
that  there  was  not  one  point  now  brought 
under  their  notice  that  was  not  again 
and  again  insisted  upon  and  pressed 
upon  the  House  by  him  (Mr.  C.  Bus- 
sell)  and  others  at  the  time  when  the 
Bill  was  being  passed  into  law.  The 
points  on  which  the  Land  Bill  required 
amendment  were  summarized  in  the 
resolutions  passed  at  a  most  influen- 
tial meeting  of  farmers  recently  held 
in  Belfast,  delegates  from  all  parts 
of  the  country,  a  body  of  men  en- 
titled to  be  heard  and  to  have  their 
demands  weighed  with  attentive  con- 
sideration by  any  Government.  They 
had  insisted  on  the  amendment  of  the 
clause  called  **  Healy's  Clause" — that 
no  rent  should  be  chargeable  on  the 
tenant's  own  improvements.  That  point 
ought  to  be  made  clear.  It  had  been 
confessed  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  interpretation  supposed  to  be  put 
upon  that  clause  by  the  Appeal  Court 
in  Dublin  was  contrary  to  the  intention 
of  the  Legislature  when  the  Bill  passed, 
and  was  certainly  contrary  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government.  Another  point 
of  importance  bearing  on  the  matter 
was  that  the  decisions  in  regard  to  fair 
rent  should  be  retrospective  to  the  date 
of   the    application,   and    not    operate 
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merely  from  the  date  of  the.  decision. 
The  expectation  of  the  Prime  Minister 
that  rents  would  be  largely  settled  by 
agreement  had  not   been  realized.    It 
would  still  be  years  before  the  adjust- 
ments   were    completed;    and    it    was 
absurd    that    the    man    who    got    his 
case  tried  early  should  be  in  a  better 
position  than  the  man  who  applied  as 
soon,  but  whose  case  was  heard  later. 
The  exclusion  of  leaseholders  from  tho 
Act  was  also  a  burning  and  a  pressing 
question.     He  (Mr.  0.  Hussell)  would 
ask,  were  the  Ulster  farmers,  loyal  and 
peaceable  as  they  were — were  they  to  be 
told  that  their  just  and  legitimate  de- 
mands were  not  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
fair  manner  and  promptly  ?     That  was 
a  serious  question  for  the  Government. 
Another  of  equal,  if  not  of  grater,  im- 
portance was  the  state  of   the  magis- 
tracy in  Ireland.     That  was  a  question 
which,    without    legislation,    might  be 
largely  dealt  with ;  it  was  a  question, 
indeed,  which  came  home  to  the  daily 
lives  of  the  people  ;  and  it  had  assumed 
greater  importance  of  late  years,  owing 
to  the  large  increase  of  stipendiary  ma- 
gistrates, who  were  part  of  the  Executive 
rather  than  judicial  officers.    Therefore, 
it  became  important  to  draw  attention 
to  the  fact  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
country  there  was  a  want  of  magistrates 
in  whom  the  people    had  confidence. 
It  was  necessary  not  only  that  triba- 
nals  should  be  fair,  but  that  the  people 
should  feel  that  they  were  fair.     He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the 
state  of  the  magistracy  in  a  great  part 
of  Ireland  at  present  was  such  as  did  not 
command  the  full  confidence  of  the  people. 
Beyond  the  questions  of  the  existence  of 
distress,  the  amendment  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  the  state  of  the  magistracy, 
there  were  others  which  were  urgent  and 
pressing — for  instance,  the  question  of 
County  Government  Boards  and  Provin- 
cial Councils,  in  regard  to  which  Ulster 
was  in  complete  and  full  accord  with  the 
other  three  Provinces.  Notwithstanding 
the  censure  which  had  been  passed  on 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  , 
Gladstone)  for  a  speech  which  he  re- 
cently delivered  at  fliat  place  on  the  ne- 
cessity for  remedial  legislation  in  this 
direction,  all  he  (Mr.  C.  Bussell)  could 
say  was,  that  if  those  utterances  were, 
in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  in  that 
House,  premature,  they  were,  neverthe- 
less, wise  and  statesmanlike.  [''Oh,oh!"J 
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Ha  was  delighted  to  hear  any  expreseiou 
of  dissent  from  that  remark  from  any 
Irish  Member ;  but.  bo  far  as  he  could 
see,  the  efforts  of  Parliament  had  not 
been  received  as  they  ou^ht  to  have  been. 
The  diesatisfaction  existing  on  this  mat- 
ter North  of  the  8olway  was,  in  bis 
opinion,  justified.  The  hon.  Memberfor 
Longford  (Mr.  Juetin  M'Carthy)  spoke 
just  now  of  deceot  and  independent  men, 
of  whom  he  considered  Iriahmen  princi- 
pally consisted.  At  the  present  moment, 
if  they  looked  at  the  Betums,  they  would 
find  that  the  contribution  of  Scotland  ta 
the  Imperial  Bevenuo  was  nearly  three 
times  as  large  as  that  of  Ireland,  not- 
withstanding that  the  population  of 
Ireland  was  2,000,000  greater  than  that 
of  Scotland  ;  and  he  might  say  that  the 
Scotch  people  were  not  at  all  inclined  to 
contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  this 
population  of  decent  and  independent 
men,  who  could  not  pay  their  way  with 
regard  to  the  Empire.  At  the  present 
moment  they  had  in  Ireland  OTer 
6,000,000  of  people— 2,000,000  of  whom 
could  not  exist  there.  It  was  utterly 
impossible,  on  phyeical  conditions,  that 
they  could  live  in  the  wretched  tene- 
ments on  which  they  were  placed,  even 
though  they  had  them  rent  free  and 
farmed  the  land  well.  It  was  absurd  that 
thia  country  should  endeavour  to  intro- 
duce, by  legislation  or  by  any  other 
means,  contentment  among  such  a  popu- 
lation. He  would  venture  to  say  that 
the  cheapest  thing  the  Qovemroent  could 
do  was  to  hire  250  transports  and  send 
away  once  a  month  1,000  persons  in 
eacb  of  the  ships,  and  if  this  was  done 
for  one  year  they  would  send  away 
3,000,000  of  persons,  and  the  condition 
of  Ireland  would  thereby  be  greatly 
benefited.  He  said,  truly  and  sincerely, 
that  he  believed  that  was  a  process  by 
which  Ireland  could  be  reduced  to  a 
population  and  a  condition  with  which 
they  could  have  contentment  and  hap- 
piness. There  was  this  fact  to  ponder 
— that  in  Scotland,  with  a  population 
of  3,734,000,  and  Ireland,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  5,159,000,  there  was,  if  they 
excepted  the  potato  crop,  a  produce  in 
the  former  of  £33,000,000,  and  in  the 
latterof  only  £32,000,000.  If  theptato 
crop  came  to  maturity  in  Ireland,  it  was 
valued  at  £15,400,000,  but  it  never 
did  ;  and  in  Scotland  not  more  than 
£1,500,000  worth  of  potatoes  were  ever 
grown ;  but  when  it  failed  in  Ireland 
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there  would  inevitably  be  starvation, 
and  the  people  of  Scotland  were  to 
be  called  upon  to  help  support  this 
poorer  population,  so  many  of  whom  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  called  decent 
and  independent  men.  So  long  as  that 
state  of  affairs  lasted,  he  believed  the 
House  had  no  chance  whatever  of  bring- 
ing contentment  to  Ireland.  There  were 
two  great  statesmen  in  this  country — 
Sir  Thomas  Wentworth  and  Oliver 
Cromwell — one  on  one  side  of  the  House, 
and  the  other  on  the  opposite  side,  and 
both  recognized,  only  with  a  harsher 
and  sterner  view,  the  right  mode  of 
governing  Ireland  ;  and  he  said  what  he 
believed  to  be  true  when  he  declared  that 
the  best  thing  for  Ireland  would  be  that 
at  the  next  Dissolution  the  Writs  should 
be  suspended  for  that  country,  except 
for  the  learned  constituency  of  Dublin 
University,  which  returned  excellent 
Members.  If  that  were  done,  and  our 
best  General — who,  he  believed,  was  an 
Irishman — was  sent  to  govern  the  coun- 
try, they  should  have  in  10  years  a  con- 
tented and  happy  Ireland.  Let  them 
reduce  the  population  by  2,000,000,  and 
govern  it  satisfactorily,  and  they  would 
have  no  more  eloquent  speeches  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy),  endeavouring  to  persuade  the 
House  that,  by  some  means  or  other, 
Ireland  might  be  governed  by  legisla- 
tion. No  system  of  legislation  would 
govern  a  country  of  paupers,  who  were 
determined  to  be  disloyal  and  discon- 
tented. 

Me.  TREYELYAN  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  enter  upon  the  topics  intro- 
duced by  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  John  Hay).  They 
did  not  lie  within  the  circle  of  practical 
politics.  He  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell) 
with  the  discomfort  and  apprehension 
with  which  one  listens  to  criticism  of 
one's  conduct  from  a  friendly  source. 
But  he  was  glad  to  hear  it  said  that 
crime  was  to  be  punished  in  Ireland 
until  the  criminal  population  had  learned 
that  crime  was  criminal.  But  he  thought 
that  to  say  that  repressive  measures 
would  fail  unless  accompanied  by  re- 
medial legislation  argued  a  confusion 
of  mind.  The  Government  meant  to 
keep  the  question  of  crime  and  that  of 
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reform  absolutely  distinct.     He  would 
not  insult  Irish  Members  by  mixing  up 
the    two.      Englishmen   or    Scotchmen 
would  feel  outraged  at  the  suggestion 
that  crime  could  not  be  put  down  unless 
the  central  authority  ceased  to  interfere 
with  the  finances  of  counties,  and  any 
Member  who  made  such  a  suggestion 
would  be  rejected  by  his  constituents. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  seemed  to 
think  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  for  the  Go- 
vernment, to  indulge  in  vague  generali- 
ties and  pledges.     But  he  thought  a 
handful  of  meal  better  than  a  bushel  of 
chaff;  and  that  one  Bill,  whose  title  and 
details    could    be    named  and    recom- 
mended, was  better  than  a  million  of 
fine  phrases  about  remedial  measures. 
He  would  name  the    measures  which 
were   already  drafted,   or  as  good   as 
drafted,  which  the  Government  intended 
to  introduce  in  connection  with  Ireland. 
One  dealt  with  electoral  divisions  and 
unions;  another  was  intended  to  intro- 
duce an  improvement  with  respect  to  the 
law  of  lunatics  at  large,  and  with  the 
law  of  the  poorer  lunatics  in  Ireland. 
Another  would    enact    that  Boards  of 
Guardians  should  be  elected  by  ballot. 
The  Government  had  also  a  Bill  for  the 
Sunday  closing  of  public-houses.    He 
was  not  speaking  with  the  pride  of  an 
inventor,  for  many  of  those  measures 
were  well  known ;  but  they  would  be 
none  the    less  useful.     They  intended 
also  to  deal  with  fisheries,  and  to  ex- 
tend the  advantages  now  possessed  bj 
a  few  districts  in  the  way  of  borrowing 
for    the  improvement    of    fisheries   to 
certain  maritime  counties.     They  had, 
too,  a  Bill  for  the  better  registration  of 
Parliamentary  voters ;  and  another  more 
of  an  administrative  than  of  a  legislative 
character  by  which  Ireland  would  enjoj 
the  same  advantage  with  respect  to  the 
training  of  elementary  teachers  which 
were  already  possessed  by  England  and 
Scotland.  With  the  assistance  of  thelrish 
Members  they  might  be  enabled  to  cany 
these  Bills,  and  some  good  would  be  done; 
but  without  their  assistance,  or  with  their 
hindrance,  he  feared  little  could  be  done. 
He  listened  with  some  perturbation  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Oork 
County  (Colonel  Colthuret),  because,  im- 
portant as  the  debates  of  the  last  few 
days  had  been,  there  was  no  subject  that 
had  exercised  the  Government  of  Ire- 
landas  thequestionof  distressandthe  way. 
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to  meet  it.  He  advisedly  used  the  word 
''distress,"  though  it  might  appear  to 
conyey  an  admission  that  distress  ex- 
isted. The  very  essence  of  the  situa- 
tion, in  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, was  that  distress  always  existed 
in  certain  parts  of  Ireland,  and  always 
would  exist,  unless  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment ventured  to  face  the  situation  with 
a  courage  which,  he  helieved,  was  greater 
than  that  required  to  deal  with  assassi- 
nation and  outrage.  What  was  the  pre- 
sent situation  in  Ireland  ?  The  current 
year  had  not  been,  by  any  means,  a  bad 
year  for  Irish  farmers  with  tolerably 
sized  holdings.  Grain  had  been  a  very 
valuable  crop,  though  somewhat  short. 
The  price  of  cattle  had  been  exceedingly 
high.  One  gentleman  told  him  of  a  cer- 
tain farm  he  had  on  his  hands  of  which 
the  rent  was  £800  a-year,  which  brought 
him  a  net  profit  of  £1,400  ;  and,  taking 
into  consideration  the  condition  under 
which  gentleman  farming  was  conducted, 
that  was  a  very  fair  balance.  The 
potatoes,  undoubtedly,  had  been  bad  on 
good  siced  farms  where  the  farmers  had 
not  charged  the  soil  for  that  exhausting 
crop.  They  had  been  worse  than  bad 
on  those  miserable  patches  which  the 
peasants  were  obliged  to  continue  work- 
ing for  generations  and  centuries.  A 
certain  portion  of  the  population  of  Ire- 
land lived  under  conditionsnot  realized  in 
this  coontry,  and  more  deplorable,  per- 
haps, than  under  which  any  people  lived 
in  any  part  of  civilized  Europe.  There 
were  67,000  holdings  of  between  one 
and  Byq  acres  in  Ireland — he  did  not 
count  those  below  one  acre — as  they  were 
not,  properly  speaking,  agricultural 
holdings.  There  were  164,000  holdings 
of  between  five  and  15  acres,  many  of 
which,  in  the  more  mountainous  districts, 
did  not  afford  more  than  two,  or  two  and 
a-half  acres  of  arable  land.  In  these 
small  farms  the  ground  was  dug  year 
after  year  for  potatoes  until  the  soil  was 
completely  exhausted.  In  Donegal  he 
made  careful  inquiries,  and  he  learnt 
from  the  people  that  in  an  ordinary  year 
an  acre  of  their  land  yielded  not  more 
than  90  cwt.  of  potatoes,  instead  of  from 
six  to  nine  tons,  which  would  be  the 
yield  of  g^od  land  properly  farmed.  In 
bad  years  the  crop  was  almost  worthless. 
The  Beports  which  they  had  received 
from  those  who  best  knew  the  poorer 
districts  of  Ireland  were  that  the  popu- 
lation was  at  present  in  a  state  of  social 


and  financial  crisis.  Three  years  ago, 
when  the  crop  of  1879  was  known  to 
have  failed,  and  when  the  effects  of  the 
failure  began  to  be  felt,  the  shopkeepers 
refused  to  give  credit.  But  when  they 
began  to  give  credit  anew  the  gpreat  flood 
of  Government  aid  and  private  charity 
also  came  to  the  assistance  of  the  people. 
The  Duchess  of  Marlborough's  Com- 
mittee expended  £130,000 ;  the  Mansion 
House  Committee  £174,000?  and  con- 
siderable sums  were  expended  by  the 
Land  League  Relief  Fund,  The  New  York 
JSieraldf  and  other  American  relief  funds. 
A  sum  of  £1,500,000  was  allocated  from 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus,  and  about 
£1,250,000  of  it  was  apportioned  out  in 
loans  and  grants.  For  two  years  these 
districts  were  bolstered  up  and  kept 
going  by  artificial  aud  external  aid,  and 
in  the  third  year  there  was  an  unusually 
large  crop  of  potatoes.  There  was  also 
another  source  of  revenue  for  the  small 
farmers  in  that  year,  for  they  very  gene- 
rally withheld  their  rent.  But  it  Was  not 
only  in  that  year,  but  for  some  years  past, 
that  this  rent  was  withheld,  a  proof  of 
which  was  the  extent  to  which  the  Ar- 
rears Act  was  resorted  to  in  the  districts 
in  question.  From  Mayo  came  20,396 
applications ;  from  Donegal  18,650  ;  and 
from  Gal  way  12,559.  In  that  year  also 
there  was  an  unusually  large  crop  of 
potatoes.  This  year,  however,  there 
were  none  of  those  favouring  circum- 
stances. Potatoes  were  bad,  and,  in 
some  cases,  worse  than  bad.  A  year's 
rent  had  to  be  paid  in  order  that  the 
advantages  of  the  Arrears  Act.  might  be 
obtained,  and  the  process  of  getting  that 
year's  rent  had  in  some  districts  been  an 
exceedingly  painful  process.  The  fact 
now  was  patent — and  the  country  and 
Parliament  must  face  it — that  the  hold- 
ings on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland  were 
too  small ;  the  people  could  not  live  on 
the  land  without  running  into  debt; 
credit  could  not  easily  be  obtained,  and 
the  people  were  dependent  on  their  own 
resources,  which  were  insufficient  to 
support  them,  or  soon  would  be.  It 
might  be  asked — "  How  could  they  ever 
have  lived  upon  their  poor  holding^  ?  " 
They  had  been  able  to  do  so  because 
their  style  of  living  was  formerly  much 
simpler  than  it  had  been  lately.  They 
used  to  live  on  potatoes  and  meal.  They 
bought  absolutely  nothing  but  a  certain 
quantity  of  meal,  and  they  dressed  in 
home-made   flannel   or   frieze.      Some 
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years  ago,  however,  they  began  to  drink 
tea,  to  use  a  good  deal  of  flour,  and  to 
buy  dresses  at  stores  and  shops.  Their 
.a/ings  went,  their  debts  gr»w,  their 
Jand  got  less  and  less  productive,  until, 
at  present,  it  was  utterly  unable  to  sup- 
port  them.  They  recognized  this  state 
of  things  very  well  themselves,  and  if 
left  to  themselves  would  be  willing  to 
accept  the  only  remedy.  In  Newport 
Union  1,844  persons  had  expressed  a 
desire  to  emigrate ;  in  Oughterard  Union 
1,556  had  done  so ;  in  a  Union  in  Gal- 
way  1,821  had  expressed  the  same 
desire ;  and  ift  Belmullet,  out  of  a  popu- 
lation of  16,000,  no  fewer  than  8,000 
had  applied.  The  Inspector  had  in- 
formed the  Government  that  if  these 
3,000  people  were  to  go,  a  very  appre- 
ciable difiPerence  would  be  made  in  the 
comfort  of  those  who  would  be  left  be- 
hind ;  but  that  if  they  were  g^ven  any 
hopes  of  extraordinary  relief  they  would 
be  induced  to  stay  at  home.  If  that 
relief  were  made  permanent  it  would  be 
merely  perpetuation  of  the  evil,  and 
they  would  m  a  few  years  be  as  badly  off 
as  they  were  before.  Would  the  Govern- 
ment, he  asked,  be  justified  in  proposing 
measures  of  relief  for  the  purpose  of 
perpetuating  the  state  of  things  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  describe  ?  He 
would  first  consider  the  question  from  a 
humanitarian  point  of  view.  He  had 
himself  visited  the  most  distressed  dis- 
trict in  one  Union  in  Donegal.  The 
circumstances  of  that  visit  illustrated 
curiously  ox^e  of  the  minor  difficulties  of 
the  Irish  Government — namely,  the  con- 
stant misrepresentation,  not  only  of  their 
motives,  but  of  their  words  and  actions. 
His  visit  to  the  West  of  Ireland  did  not 
suit  the  purposes  of  certain  people,  and 
so  they  set  the  story  going  that  he  drove 
about  in  a  carriage  with  the  blinds 
down,  and  that  story  was  made  the  basis 
of  an  extraordinary  number  of  bitter 
articles  and  speeches,  some  of  which 
were  delivered  by  Members  of  that 
House.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  as  soon  as  he 
had  reached  the  border  of  the  distressed 
districts,  he  and  his  party  drove  about 
in  an  open  car,  and  they  were  well 
rewarded  for  doing  so  by  the  interest- 
ing lessons  which  they  learned.  They 
entered  a  great  number  of  cottages,  and 
questioned  the  inmates  closely  and  sys- 
tematically. The  lessons  which  he  learnt 
he  should  never  forget.  For  a  part  of 
the  time  he  had  the  advantage  of  the 
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company  of  Father  CaUaghar,  and  for 
the  rest  of  the  time  he  was  accompanied 
by  Mr.  Hamilton,  one  of  the  most  ex- 
perienced of  the  Poor  Law  Inspectors. 
He  then   saw  for  the  first  time — and 
when  one  saw  for  the  first  time  it  was 
with  truer  eyes  than  people  who  were 
accustomed  to  it — a  great  number  of 
human  beings  living  with  the  pigs,  with 
the  fowls,  and  actuaiUy  with  the  cattle,  in 
one  miserable  room,  with  a  floor  not  of 
boards,  but  simply  of  earth.    He  saw 
family  after  family  in  which  the  eldest 
children  were  in  rags,  and  the  two  or 
three  youngesthad  simply  some  wretched 
little  shirt  on,  which  was  only  a  name 
and  a  pretence  for  their  being  dressed 
at  all.    It  was  bad  enough,  and  it  was 
sad  enough,  that  such  a  state  of  things 
should  exist ;  but  it  was  worse  still  that 
the  taxpayers  of  England  and  Scotland, 
who,  in  many  cases,  had  enough  to  do 
to  keep  their  own  modest  homes  over 
their  heads,  should  be  called  upon,  year 
after  year,  and  Parliament  after  Parlia- 
ment, to  contribute  the  money,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  that  state  of  things,  which 
was  a  perfect  scandal. 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  :  I  should 
like  to  know  what  the  British  taxpayer 
has  contributed  ? 

Mr.    TREVELYAN:    In    the    first 
place,  the  English  taxpayer  lost  every 
halfpenny  he  contributed  at  the  time  of 
the  Famine  ;  and,  besides  that,  they  had 
to  consider  what  the  English  taxpayer 
was  now  asked  to  contribute,  and  that 
was    the  practical  question.      But  he 
would  come  to  that  point  more  folly 
later  on.    If  it  was  for  the  benefit  of 
Ireland,  then  they  might  have  something 
to  say  for  it — they  would  be  willing  to 
give  very  large  sums;   but  it  was  in 
order  to  perpetuate  what  was  the  greatest 
misery  of  Ireland ;    and  if  it  was  ob- 
jectionable on  the  ground  of  humanify, 
it  was  much  more  objectionable  on  the 

f round  of  social  morality.  The  utter 
estruction  of  the  self-reliance  and  self- 
respect  of  the  people  by  the  policy  of 
1879  and  1880  was  perceivable  on  eveiy 
side.  The  moneys  of  the  charities  were 
g^ven  in  large  quantities  at  first,  and 
when  the  distribution  of  the  charitable 
funds  ceased,  the  people  did  not  wish  to 
return  to  labour,  and  outdoor  relief  was 
largely  granted  by  the  Guardians.  Ho 
would  take  the  instance  of  the  Union  of 
Strokestown,  in  the  county  of  Eoscom- 
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mon.     The  Guardians  took  the  matter 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  relieving  officers 
in  February,    1880.      They  appointed 
committees  of   clergymen  and  others, 
and  distributed  outdoor  relief.    These 
oommittees  began  to  distribute  relief  to 
the  amount  of  £250  or  £300  a  week ; 
the  sums  expended  were  handed  in  in 
loose  sheets,  and  the  chairman  signed 
those  sheets.    The  numbers  of  out-poor 
relieved  rose  from  421  in  the  week  end- 
ing the  7th  of  Febrjuary,   to  7,459  in 
the  week  ending  the  6th  of  March,  and 
to  9,794  in  the  week  ending  the  ISth  of 
March,  1880.     And  what  did  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen think  was  the  population  of  that 
ITnion  ?     Very  little  more  than  *i!0,000. 
That  Union  was,  of  course,  an  exception ; 
bat  other  Unions  were  so  rapidly  be- 
coming overburdened,  that  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  had  to  be  dissolved.  Vice 
Quardians  appointed,  and  this  ruinous 
syBtem  had  to  be  checked  and  the  Union 
saved,  as  it  were,  by  fire.    There  was 
another  result  to  the  ratepayers  from 
another  form  of   this  aid.    In  certain 
parts  of   Ireland  the    Guardians    and 
borrowers  of  seed  were  led  by  unau- 
thorized statements  to  believe  that  re- 
payment of  the  loans  would  not  be  rigor- 
ously pressed  for  by  the  Government, 
and  consequently  the  extravagance  in 
some  places  was  awful.     In  one  Union 
the  isene  of  seed  was  made  to  tailors, 
shoemakers,    and  all  the  idlers  in  the 
streets.    Nothing  more  disgraceful  than 
this  jobbery  was  ever  known,  and  no 
less  than  £25,000  was  owed  at  this  mo- 
ment by  a  wretchedly  poor  Union  in  Ire- 
land to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  seed 
thus  thrown  broadcast  away.     The  Go- 
vernment could  not  be  a  party  to  enter- 
ing again  upon    this  course,  with  the 
more  serious  disadvantage  that,  whereas 
in  1879  the  country  was  not  demoralized 
in  this  manner,  it  was  now  found  to  be 
demoralized  already.     The  Government 
had  determined  upon  reverting  to  the 
machinery    of  the    Poor  Law    as  ap- 
pUed    between    the    years    1849     and 
1879.     What  the  effect  of   the  work- 
house test  had  been  during  that  period 
was  well  known  to  everyone  who  had 
studied  the  social  history  of  Ireland.  In 
July,  1879,  there  were  784,000  persons 
receiving  outdoor  relief  in  Ireland,  and 
until  the  workhouse  test  was  applied 
the  number  showed  no  symptoms  of  a 
decrease.    After  the  test  was  applied,  in 
t}ka  course  of  three  months  the  number 


fell  from  784,000  to  120,000,  and  it 
never  ceased  falling  until,  in  the  year 
1855,  it  reached  685.  The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  in  Ireland  were  not  of 
opinion  that  it  was  necessary  to  relax 
the  workhouse  test  in  times  of  excep- 
tional distress.  A  Eeport  had  been  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Longley  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  on  that  subject, 
which  Beport  had  been  adopted  by  the 
Board.  In  that  Eeport  Mr.  Longley 
stated  that  it  was  not  too  much  to  say 
that  all  Poor  Law  administration  since 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  had  been 
successful  in  proportion  to  its  approach 
to  the  system  of  the  workhouse  test,  and 
it  had  not  been  found  that  such  condi- 
tions as  locality,  trade,  or  population 
interfered  with  its  applicability.  That 
was  the  principle  upon  which  the  Eng- 
lish Poor  Law  authorities  acted. 

Mb.  OALLAN  asked  if  the  test  was 
the  same  in  England  as  it  was  in 
Ireland  ? 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  said,  that  in 
England  the  people  were  not  asked  to 
go  into  the  workhouse,  but  the  Local 
Government  Board  found  it  necessary 
to  apply  the  test.  The  extent  to  which 
the  workhouse  test  had  been  applied  in 
England,  and  the  result,  might  be  shown 
by  a  few  figures.  In  the  year  1871, 
£1,524,000  was  paid  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  poor  in  the  workhouses ;  in 
1881,  £1,838,000  was  so  expended;  but 
in  the  former  year  £3,663,000  was  spent 
on  outdoor  relief,  and  in  the  latter  year 
only  £2,660,000.  The  figures  showed 
that  by  spending  an  extra  £300,000  in 
maintaining  the  poor  in  workhouses  the 
country  had  saved  £1,000,000  in  out- 
door relief ;  and  the  entire  cost  of  main- 
taining the  poor  was  £700,000  less  in 
1881  than  in  1871,  notwithstanding  an 
increase  of  3,200,000  in  population. 
And  the  saving  in  self-respect  and  self- 
reliance  might  be  estimated  from  the 
fact  that,  in  1871,  as  many  as  880,000 
persons  were  in  receipt  of  outdoor  relief, 
while  in  1881  their  number  had  fallen 
to  607,000 ;  and  the  totals  showed  that, 
by  the  workhouse  test,  the  rate  per 
1,000  of  paupers  in  England  had  been 
reduced  from  46  to  30.  He  would  take 
the  case  of  a  single  Union.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
County  (^Colonel  Colthurst)  had  quoted  a 
letter  from  a  clergyman  in  the  East  of 
London ;  and  he  would  now  cite  the 
case  of  a  single  Union  where  the  test 

[Ninth  NighL'] 


1071 


Address  in 


I  COMMONS  I 


Annctrio  Iltr 


1C72 


had  beon  put  into  operation.  In  August, 
1872,  720  paupers  were'^in  the  work- 
house in  question ;  in  the  same  month, 
in  1873,  there  were  803;  but  in  1872, 
there  were  2,584  persons  on  outdoor 
relief,  and  in  1873,  only  1,366,  the 
result  being  a  net  Baving  of  £2,900 
a-year.  In  Scotland  the  results  of  the 
change  were  the  same ;  the  indoor 
paupers  had  increased  from  14,000  to 
15,000,  but  the  number  of  persons  on 
outdoor  relief  had  greatly  diminished; 
and,  as  was  well  known,  the  decrease  had 
not,  for  the  most  part,  been  among  the 
able-bodied  paupers.  In  England  and 
Scotland,  then,  the  tendency  was  to- 
wards the  more  rig^d  enforcement  of 
the   workhouse   test,    with    notoriously 

food  results.  What  was  the  case  in 
reland  ?  In  Ireland  the  figures  showed 
that  the  tendency  was  the  other  way. 
In  1861,  £9,600  was  spent  in  outdoor 
relief;  in  1871,  69,000;  and  in  1881, 
£182,000.  Well,  then,  were  they  to  re- 
lax in  Ireland  the  principles  which  they 
were  rendering  more  conspicuous  every 
day  in  England  and  Scotland  to  the 
immense  advantage  of  these  countries, 
and  ought  they  to  allow  the  ratepayers 
of  Ireland  to  be  'overburdened  to  the 
disadvantage  and  general  harm  of  the 
population.  If  they  relaxed  the  system 
of  relief,  the  result  would  be  that  that 
would  happen  all]  over  Ireland  which 
had  happened  in  one  Union  in  Mayo. 
He  noticed  that  hon.  Members  some- 
times spoke  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  as  if  it  stood  between  the  people 
of  Ireland  and  the  intended  shower  of 
comfort  and  prosperity.  Still,  as  all 
that  comfort  and  prosperity  came  from 
the  pockets  ^of  the  ratepayers,  it  was 
necessary  to  provide  against  its  being 
poured  forth  too  lavishly.  *'  But," 
argued  some  Members,  ''there  are  the 
Guardians.  In  England  the  Guardians 
represent  the  people,  and  they  are  not 
allowed  to  do  what  they  please  with 
their  own."  Well,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment  Board  in  England,  in  the  majority 
of  cases,  enforced  a  prohibitory  order. 
The  same  thing  might  be  done  in  Ire- 
land. It  had  been  done  in  some  poor 
Unions  like  the  Swinford  Union,  where 
£25,000  of  debt  had  been  run  up  almost 
in  a  single  day.  It  was  contended 
that  it  was  only  in  such  Unions  that 
there  was  distress,  as  it  was  in  the 
case  of  such  poor  Unions  that  the 
Government  were  asked  to  relax  the 
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order.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
money  spent  by  the  Guardians  in 
those  years  was  not  exactly  the  mone^ 
of  their  constituents,  nearly  all  of  whom 
might  be  fairly  said  to  be  under  the 
£4  valuation,  the  rates  being  paid  by 
others ;  and  it  would  be  a  gpxias  injustice 
to  allow  the  Guardians  to  play  ducks 
and  drakes  with  the  money  of  people 
who  were  not,  in  fact,  the  people  who 
elected  them  as  Guardians.  The  present 
view  of  the  Government  was  contained 
in  a  letter  addressed  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  to  the  Poor  Law  autho- 
rities in  Donegal,  for  the  purpose  of 
being  read,  if  asked  for,  by  those  gen- 
tlemen who  had  great  influence  with  the 
people  of  the  district,  including  the  Bev. 
Father  Gallaher,  who  had  shown  great 
affection  for  the  people.  There  was 
one  paragraph  in  that  letter  which 
he  thought  he  ought  to  communicate 
to  the  House.  The  Lord  Lieutenant 
said — 

*'  The  QoTemment  have  already,  in  the  most 
unmistakable  and  distinct  terms,  announced  that 
their  policy  is  to  rely  solely  on  the  administrs- 
tion  of  relief  through  the  ordinary  channel 
provided  by  law ;  and  the  true  friend  of  poor 
persons  in  want  of  the  necessaries  of  life  is  not 
the  man  who  encourages  false  hopes  that,  if 
they  hold  out  long  enough,  relief  will  be  afforded 
in  the  more  acceptable  shape  of  relief  works,  but 
the  man  who  uses  his  influence  to  oTeroome 
their  repugnance,  which  would  otherwise  be 
honourable,  to  enter  the  workhouse." 

The  accommodation  in  the  workhouse 
was  ample,  and  arrangements  had  been 
made,  by  increasing  the  number  of  work- 
houses, to  increase  the  means  of  relief. 
The  fact  was  it  was  the  case  in  1847, 
and  it  would  be  the  case  again,  that 
when  the  first  pinch  of  distress  came, 
the  people  would  lose  all  their  indispo- 
sition, which  was  never  very  serious,  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  workhouse.    In 
1847,  when  the  people   began  to  feel 
the  pinch  of  starvation,  they  went  most 
readily  into  the  workhouse.    They  did 
so  also  in  1879,  and  they  would  do  90 
now  if  they  were  not  advised  to  do  other- 
wise.    He  should  have  liked  to  make  a 
few  remarks  on  another  point  kindred 
to  this ;  but  he  thought  he  had  detained 
the  House  quite  long  enough.  He  would, 
therefore,  only  call  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members  to  the  fact  that  this  distress 
existed  almost  entirely  in  overcrowded 
districts — those   districts  in  which  the 
population  had  not  been  diminished.  In 
the  prosperous  districts  of  Ireland— the 
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prosperottfl  districts  of  Munster,  Tippe- 
rary,  and  Cork — the  diminution  had 
been  yery  large  indeed,  sometimes  80 
per  cent,  down  to  50  and  40  per  cent ; 
whereas,  in  the  poorest  districts,  the 
diminution  since  1841  had  been  scarcely 
perceptible.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment, it  would  be  a  cruel  kindness 
to  go  on  expending  the  public  money 
upon  a  system  which  was  neither  advan- 
tageous to  the  Exchequer  nor  to  Ireland. 
They  thought  they  would  do  much  better 
by  encouraging  in  the  Irish  people  greater 
self-reliance  at  home,  and  if  they  gave 
assistance,  without  exercising  compul- 
sion, to  those  who  wished  to  go  else- 
where and  seek  a  home.  This  policy 
might  be  considered  cruel  to  some.  He 
was  sorry  it  should  he  so  considered; 
but,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Qovernment, 
it  was  the  only  kind  and  wise  policy, 
and,  therefore,  the  Government  thought 
they  would  do  very  wrong  if  they  did 
not  cany  it  out. 

Mr.  Gibson  and  Mr.  O'Donnell  rose 
together. 

Mr.  speaker  called  upon  Mr.  Gib- 

BOK. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  wish  to  reply 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  on  the  question 
of  distress. 

Mr.  SPEAKBE:  I  have  already 
called  upon  Mr.  Gihson. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  He  is  no  Repre- 
sentative of  Ireland. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  wished  to  make 
a  very  few  observations  on  the  Motion 
before  the  House.  The  Motion  was  one 
framed  with  various  intentions ;  but  the 
debate  had  turned  only  upon  one  aspect 
of  the  subject.  The  Motion  dealt,  no 
doubt,  with  a  variety  of  matters,  which 
might  be  divided  into  two  heads — one 
that  the  legislation  suggested  might 
have  been  tried  ^  and  the  other  topic 
was  the  distress.  He  did  not  propose  to 
deal  with  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  C.  Bussell),  who  had  alluded  to 
him  (Mr.  Gibson)  in  the  course  of  his 
speech ;  but  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  did  not  think  it  proper  to  reply 
to  him  upon  the  previous  Motion,  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  passing  over 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
now  simply  with  an  expression  of  cordial 
thanks  to  him  for  the  kind  way  in  which 
he  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  been  referred  to. 
He  would,  however,  make  an  allusion 


to  the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  behind  him  (Sir  John 
Hay).  He  had  listened  to  that  speech 
with  attention ;  but  he  was  unable  to 
look  at  the  question  from  exactly  the 
same  point  of  view  as  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  because,  after  all,  what- 
ever hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way might  say,  he  was  an  Irishman, 
and,  therefore,  he  must  look  at  the 
question  from  an  Irish  point  of  view. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  think  that  the 
remedy  for  Irish  distress  was  to  be 
anything  at  all  in  the  shape  of  a 
forcible  deportation  of  the  people.  He 
should  be  glad  to  think  that  Ireland 
could  be  made  a  happy,  peaceful,  and 
loyal  home  for  a  substantial  peaceful, 
and  tranquil  population.  He  hoped 
that  the  future  of  Ireland's  happiness 
would  not  be  found  in  very  violent  or 
drastic  remedies.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  one 
which  went  fully  into  both  of  the  topics 
raised  by  the  Amendment.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  passed  by,  as  almost  all 
previous  speakers  passed  by,  any  details 
dealing  with  the  suggestion  of  legisla- 
tion. The  debates  had  not  dealt  largely, 
nor  in  any  detail-,  with  that  topic  at  all. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however, 
used  some  expressions  which  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  thought  it  would  be  well  should 
be  constantly  borne  in  mind  upon  this 
subject.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  al- 
luding to  Ireland  and  Irish  affairs,  said 
that  it  would  be  unwise  and  unstates- 
manlike  to  indulge  in  any  vague  gene- 
ralities, and  to  give  vague  promises  and 
pledges.  He  said  that  it  was  a  great 
deal  more  the  part  of  a  true  stetesman 
and  a  true  friend  of  Ireland  to  g^ve  a  list 
of  the  practical  measures  intended  to  be 
submitted  for  Ireland,  and  not  to  indulge 
in  vain  and  dangerous  phrases  about  pos- 
sible future  legislation.  Those  words, 
he  hoped,  would  be  considered  and  pon- 
dered over  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
before  he  next  made  another  remedial 
speech  to  the  House.  The  way  in  which 
the  question  of  distress  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  was  a  matter  calling 
for  a  very  different  observation.  Every- 
one must  regard  that  topic  as  one  of  ex- 
treme importance,  and  they  were  bound 
to  consider  it  with  an  anxious  desire  to 
arrive  at  the  truth.  They  were  further 
bound  to  consider  the  disclosures  that 
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were  made  with  sympathy.  He  thought 
everyone  must  he  conscious,  who  listened 
to  the  interesting  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  of  this  point,  whether  they 
agreed  with  his  conclusions  or  argu- 
ments— that  he  had,  at  all  events,  consi- 
dered the  subject  fully.  It  was  essen- 
tially the  duty  of  the  Irish  Government 
to  consider  and  to  weigh  this  great 
difficulty  in  their  path,  because  the  re- 
sponsibility rested  broadly  and  mainly 
on  their  shoulders.  It  was  impossible 
for  any  man  to  deny  that  there  was  at 
present  substantial  distress  in  several 
parts  of  Ireland.  Everyone  must  admit 
that.  It  was  a  painful  fact.  It  was  of 
no  use  to  attempt  to  extenuate  or  deny 
it,  or  to  attempt  to  exaggerate  it ;  but 
once  the  question  was  looked  at,  and 
once  it  was  understood,  and  once  the 
Government  admitted  and  showed  that 
they  realized  the  fact,  then  at  once  they 
admitted  and  assumed  the  responsibility 
which  rested  upon  them,  and  which  the 
Irish  Members  in  that  House  had  a  right 
to  believe  they  would  assume.  In  con- 
sidering the  question,  the  debate  had 
unnecessarily  touched  upon  the  causes  of 
this  distress.  Whether  the  causes  were 
temporary  and  exceptional,  or  insepar- 
able from  the  permanent  condition  of 
the  country,  he  did  not  propose  to  dis- 
cuss. It  was  unquestionably  impossible, 
in  the  face  of  the  great  statistical  fact 
of  the  number  of  small  holdings  to  be 
found  mostly  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  not 
to  expect  the  repeated  appearances  of 
great  distress.  It  had  been  repeatedly 
pointed  out  that  even  if  the  poorer  tenants 
on  the  small  holdings  had  no  landlords 
at  all,  and  had  to  pay  no  rent,  and  got 
constant  outdoor  reUef,  it  would  not 
keep  them  from  occasional  periods  of 
almost  famine.  Then  the  distress  should 
be  dealt  with  in  such  a  way  as  to  prevent, 
not  only  the  extremity  of  famine,  but 
the  acute  pressure  of  suffering  in  occa- 
sional times  of  distress.  The  Govern- 
ment stated  that  they  were  prepared 
to  undertake  this  responsibility  by  the 
agency  of  the  Poor  Law.  A  great  variety 
of  the  figures  which  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  were  well  worth  attentive 
consideration;  but  the  matter  could 
hardly  be  gone  fully  into  in  an  in- 
cidental debate  like  that.  Then,  again, 
emigration  had  been  suggested  as  a 
remedy.  He  had  no  doubt  that  it  was 
a  remedy  which,  if  presented  in  such  a 
way  as  not  to  wound  the  susceptibilities 
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of    the  people,  might  afford    a  large 
amount  of  relief.     But  if  emigration  was 
suggested  to  the  people,  as  if  they  were 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  them — if  emigra- 
tion was  suggested  to  the  people  in  a 
way  that  would  wound  their  suscepti- 
bilities, treating  them  as  mendicants, 
always  asking  for  alms,  it  would  not 
bring  about  a  satisfactory  state  of  things, 
from  a  people,  who,  with  all  their  faults, 
had  pride — great  and  just  pride — and 
had  fidways  shrunk  from  the  possibiHty 
of  falling  into  pauperism.    Emigration, 
if  considered  from  a  sympathetic  stand- 
point,  as    it  was    suggested    now   by 
many  agencies  in  Ireland,  and  notably 
hy    a    gentleman    whom    he    did   not 
know,  except  by  name — Mr.  Tuke,  who 
must  be  held  in  the  highest  praise  in 
Ireland  for  the  way  in  which  he  had 
devoted  his  time  and  money  to  that 
country — might  be  productive  of  much 
good.    Mr.  Tuke  had  suggested  agencies 
by  which  individuals  might  be  relieved 
in  groups  and  in  families,  and  taken  to 
places  where  they  would  find  themselves 
not  deported,  friendless,  and  unassisted, 
but  where  they  would  find  companions, 
new  homes,  and  the  prospect  of  future 
happiness.    If  emigration  were  brought 
to  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  they 
were  made  acquainted  with  it,  and  it 
were  made  an  important  supplement  to 
the  judicious  working  of  the  Poor  Law, 
it  might  do  much  towards  preventing 
the  possibility  of  a  future  return  of  dis- 
tress.    There  was  one  point  in  connec- 
tion with  this  subject  which  he  desired 
to  mention,  and  it  was  a  matter  which 
the  right    hon.   Gentleman   the    Chief 
Secretary  referred  to — namely,  the  Ar- 
rears Act.     He  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  re- 
ceived many  complaints  as  to  the  work- 
ing of  the  Arrears  Act.     He  had  been 
told    that    in    many    cases   where  the 
tenants  had  lodged  their  year's  rent,  and 
where  the  landlord  and  tenant  had  prac- 
tically agreed,  neither  party  was  a  bit 
nearer  to  a  settlement,  as  the  landlord 
had  neither  received    the    money  the 
tenant  had  lodged,  nor  the  money  it  was 
arranged  the  State  should  pay.     He 
had  received  this  statement  from  gentle- 
men of  the  highest  character  who  were 
on  the  best  terms  with  their  tenants,  and 
it  had  been  agreed  that  bvgones  should 
be  bygones.     The  tenant  had  been  told 
to  lodge  his  rent ;  he  had  done  so ;  but 
yet  neither  landlord  nor  tenant  was  one 
whit  the  better  off.    A  large  proprietor 
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in  Xreland,  who  had  allowed  arrears  to 
accumulate,    told    him  yesterday   that 
although  the  tenants  had  lodged  their 
year's  rent,  and  there  was  no  question 
whatever  in  dispute,  he  had  not  yet  re- 
ceived  1«.  of  the  money,  and  he  could 
not  find  out  when  he  was  to  receive  it 
from    the    Land    Oommissioners.      All 
this  placed  the  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  the  greatest  confu- 
sion.    The  tenant  considered  that  by  the 
fact  of  payment  and  the  landlord  being 
willing  to  accept  payment,  he  was  en- 
titled to  a  receipt  in  full  up  to  the  last 
day ;  but  the  landlord  had  not  yet  been 
told  by  the  Land  Oommissioners  when 
the  matter  was  going  to  be  settled,  and 
everyone  was  kept  in  the  gpreatest  un- 
certainty. As  to  the  distress,  the  Qovern- 
ment  were  fixed  with  the  distinct  re- 
sponsibility of  watching  over  it,   and 
with  the  grave  responsibility  of  seeing 
that  the  machinery  of  the  Poor  Law  was 
adequate  to  deal  with  it.     They  were 
fixed  further  with  the  responsibility  of 
seeing  that  all  judicious  and  humane 
schemes  of  emigration  were  fairly  as- 
sisted and  encouraged  by  them.    It  was 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  watch  and  see 
fairly  and  firmly  that  the  Government 
discharged  these  grave  duties,  which, 
indeed,  they  appeared  to  recognize  in 
reference   to   the   present  existence  of 
distress  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR   POWER  said,  he 

was  very  glad  that  the  right  hon.  and 

learned  Oentleman   who  had  just   sat 

down    was    prepared    to    support   any 

measure  that  might  be  devised  for  the 

purpose   of  remedying   the  great  evil 

of  over-population  in  certain  districts 

of  Ireland,  and  which  did  not  involve 

necessarily    the    deportation    of   large 

masses  of  the  Irish  people.     Oertainly, 

he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  hoped  that 

before  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Q-en- 

tleman  sat  down,  he  would  give  some 

indication    of   what    the    remedy   was 

by  which  he  desired  to  carry  out  that 

desirable    object.      He    had    been    as 

much  disappointed  with  the  right  hon. 

And   learned    Oentleman's    speech    as 

he  had  been  last  night  in  listening  to 

similar  observations  made  by  the  hon. 

GMitleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln 

(Mr.  Chaplin),  who  repudiated  the  idea 

that  the  Conservative  Party  sought  to 

govern  Ireland  by  repression  alone,  and 

gave  a  catalogue  of  the  measures  which 

h^  said  the  Conservative  Party  would  be 


glad  to  pass  in  order  to  improve  the 
condition  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  emigration  as  one  remedy,  of 
migpration  as  another,  and  the  encourage- 
ment of  industrial  pursuits  in  Ireland. 
He  was  not  going  to  comment  upon  the 
observations  of  the  hen.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
which  were  made  upon  another  question ; 
but  he  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  they  were  very  often  favoured 
from  that  side  of  the  House  with  sug- 
gestions as  to  what  might  be  done,  but 
he  was  sorry  to  say  that  when  they 
asked  for  a  distinct  proposal  their  Con* 
servative  Friends  invariably  took  refuge 
in  unbroken  silence. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  proposed 
emigration  as  a  remedy  for  over- 
crowding. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  if 
that  was  all  ? 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  what  was  his  own 
suggestion  ? 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  confessed 
that  he  did  not  know  how  to  estimate 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
interruption.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  deplored  the  poverty  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  admitted  the  miserable 
condition  in  which  they  were.  Then, 
what  was  to  be  the  remedy  ?  If  it  was  an 
economic  fact  that  they  could  not  feed  and 
clothe  the  Irish  people  at  home — if  that 
were  the  admitted  fact,  it  was  a  hollow 
and  false  sentiment  to  shed  crocodile 
tears  in  lamenting  the  past  and  present, 
and  still  refuse  to  find  a  remedy.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  recommending  a  policy  to  the 
House  without  suggesting  something  in 
the  nature  of  a  remedy,  and  he  hoped  he 
would  not  be  guilty  of  occupying  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  without  saying  some- 
thing as  to  the  practical  remedy  in  this 
case.  He  would,  in  the  first  instance,  call 
attention  to  an  interruption  he  had  made 
during  the  delivery  of  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  He  was  surprised  to 
find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
new  life  to  a  wretched  Parliamentary 
common  phrase  in  talking  about  the 
relief  of  Irish  distress  in  connection  with 
the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer.  He 
had  heard  that  phrase  used  constantly  in 
the  House  during  the  last  few  years,  and 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  drive  a  nail  in  it 
before  he  sat  down.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  discussing  the  sub- 
ject, he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  felt  un- 
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able  to  restrain  himself,  and  accordingly 
he  interrupted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
by  asking  \vhat  the  British  taxpayer  had 
given  towards  the  relief  of  Irish  distress  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
refer  to  that  matter  before  he  got  to  the 
end  of  his  speech  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  closed  his  speech  without 
dealing  with  that  part  of  the  subject. 
If  the  Chief  Secretary  and  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  John  Hay),  who 
spoke  for  all  Scotland  a  short  time  ago, 
had  not  got  the  facts  and  figures  of  the 
subject,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had. 
If  they  repudiated  figures  of  speech  in 
dealing  with  Ireland,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that  they  were  dealing  with  figures 
of  speech  alone  when  they  referred  to 
the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer  having 
been  expended  in  the  relief  of  distress 
in  Ireland.  They  had  had  in  the  year 
1880  two  Acts  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  distress  in  Ireland.  The  first 
Act  was  introduced  and  passed  by  the 
late  Government  shortly  before  the  Dis- 
solution of  the  late  Parliament ;  and  that 
Act  authorized,  not  a  grant  of  money  out 
of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  the  relief 
of  Irish  distress,  but  an  advance  of 
money  to  the  extent  of  £750,000  out  of 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund.  What 
had  the  money  of  the  British  taxpayer  to 
do  with  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  ? 
Why,  in  this  hour  of  their  humiliation, 
should  the  people  of  Ireland  be  subjected 
to  the  additional  humiliation  of  being 
falsely  charged  with  levying  taxation  on 
England  and  Scotland  towards  the  relief 
of  their  distress  ?  Another  Act  was 
passed  in  August  in  the  same  year  by 
the  present  Gt>vemment  and  Parliament; 
and  by  that  Act  the  sum  of  £750,000, 
authorized  as  an  advance  out  of  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund,  was  in- 
creased to  the  sum  of  £1,500,000.  Per- 
haps hon.  Gentlemen  would  say  now, 
at  least,  they  touched  the  Consolidated 
Fund  ;  but  the  money  authorized  to  be 
advanced  did  not  come  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  British  taxpayer,  but  out  of  the 
same  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund.  The 
only  Act  he  could  find  in  recent  Acts  of 
Parliament  in  which  there  was  any  trace 
of  the  application  of  the  money  of  the 
British  taxpayer — and  he  supposed  that 
Ireland  was  included  in  that  generic 
name  of  British  taxpayer — was  in  the 
Arrears  Act,  by  which  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Dublin  was  authorissed  to 
make   a  grant  of  £100,000  in  aid  of 
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Irish  emigration.  If  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  tell  him  what  proportion  was  paid 
by  the  British  taxpayer  of  that  aiim  of 
£100,000,  which  the  Board  of  Wofks 
in  the  late  Arrears  Act  was  authorized 
to  grant  in  this  grand  scheme  of  Im- 
perial transplantation,  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  professed  to  have  so 
much  faith,  then,  as  far  as  he  coold  do 
so,   he  would  g^ve  him  a  Parliamen- 
tary receipt  for  the  paltry  amount.     He 
was  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  say  a  short  time  ago  that 
it  was  really  too  bad  that  the  British  tax- 
payer should  be  called   on    to  relieve 
this  intolerable  load  of  Irish  distress. 
It  was  quite  time  that  this  fallacy  should 
be  exposed.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he   (Mr.   O'Connor  Power)   had 
ventured  to  interrupt  him  by  his  ques- 
tion, fell  back  on  th^  great  Famine  of 
1846.     He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  invited    him    or    the  Insh 
Members  to  enter  into  a  discussion  on 
that  part  of  the  matter.     He  had  no  de- 
sire whatever  to  shirk  it,  if  this  were  the 
appropriate  time  and  the  appropriate 
occasion.     The  right  hon.   Uentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  opened  his  speech 
in  a  manner  which  indicated  that  he 
realized  the  magnitude  of  the  evil.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  certainly  re- 
lieved him  from  one  obligation  under 
which  he  felt  himself  at  an  earlier  stage 
of  the  discussion.  He  had  felt  thoroughly 
convinced  that  the  time  had  come  when, 
by  some  effort,  a  vivid  picture  should  be 
presented  to  the  House  and  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  of  the  frightful  misery 
in  which  thousands  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  the  population  of  the  Sonth 
and  West  of  Ireland  had  been  steeped. 
He  was  glad  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
relieved  him  of  any  attempt  at  pictorial 
eloquence  in  giving  that  description,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  when  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  be 
carefully  studied,  it  would  show  that  in 
five  or  six  of  the  Western  counties— and, 
unhappily,  the  county  which  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present— the  county  of  Mayo — was  one 
of  them — there  were  tens  of  thoasands 
of  tenants,    and    at   least    a  hundred 
thousand  people,  in  a  condition  which 
was  not  only  a  reproach  to  the  GK>vem- 
ment,  which,  as  a  Government,  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  management  of  Irish 
affairs,  but  a  reproach  to  their  common 
humanity.  When  he  looked  at  this  larg« 
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amount  of  Buffering  humanity  in  the 
West  and  on  the  South- West  Coast- 
when  he  looked  at  Ireland,   with  its 
population  of  5,000,000,  as  a  poor  coun- 
try, and  oontemplated  the  wealth,  and 
power,    and   greatness   of  the    people 
of  England  and  Scotland,   with  their 
aO,000,000    of   population,    and    their 
great  capacity  of  4oing  an  act,  in  the 
name  of  humanity,  with  the  object  of 
rehoTing  distress,  and  when  he  recol- 
lected, at  the  same  time,  that  their  Irish 
fellow-citizens  and   fellow-countrymen, 
within  so  short  a  distance  of  them,  were 
in  such  an  unhappy  condition,  he  felt 
that  if  the  people  of  Great  Britain  could 
realize  that  picture,  they  would  say  at 
once — **  We  will  take  measures,  without 
delay,  to  put  an  end  to  it ;  and  we  will 
not  be  slow,  if  necessary,  to  recognize 
that  this  is  an  Imperial  danger  and  an 
Imperial  necessity ;  nor  shall  we  be  re- 
luctant to   employ  Imperial    funds  in 
applying  the  necessary  remedy."    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  referred  to  some 
Unions  in  his  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power's) 
county,    and    also    to    the    Union    of 
Swinford,  and    another  Union,  in  the 
adjoining  county  of   Roscommon,  and 
he  had  deplored  the  insolvency,  or  the 
repudiation  of  indebtedness,  of  which 
those  Unions  were  guilty.  The  right  hon. 
Qenileman  alluded  indirectly,  and  there- 
fore he  could  not  say  to  whom  the  allu- 
non  referred,  to  certain  persons  who  had 
led  the  Board  of  Guardians  and  rate- 
payers to  believe  that  if  they  held  out 
long  enough,  and  refused  to  pay  the 
loans  advanced  for  the  relief  of  distress, 
the  time  would  come  when  the  Local 
Qoyemment  Board  in  Ireland  would  get 
tired  of  the  matter,  and  g^ve  a  receipt. 
He  did  not  know  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred. 

Mr.  TEEYELYAN  :  I  did  not  assume 
that  ihey  had  that  idea. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
recollected  very  well  in  the  town  of 
Ballina,  the  largest  town  in  his  county, 
during  the  progress  of  an  election  con- 
test, he  was  asked  by  an  enterprizing 
Poor  Law  Guardian  whether,  in  the 
event  of  being  returned  to  Parliament, 
he  would  promise  to  secure  the  remis- 
sion of  the  seeds  loan,  and  in  the  pre- 
sence of  from  8,000  to  10,000  persons 
he  distinctly  refused  to  give  any  promise 
of  the  kind.  So  far  as  he  knew  the 
feeling  of  the  country,  and  so  far  as  he 


had  read  the  speeches  of  his  hon.  Friends 
near  him — the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  and  others — 
he  did  not  know  that  any  such  promise 
had  been  made  or  any  such  dishonour- 
able encouragement  held  out.  He  had 
ventured  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  a 
few  questions  the  other  day  touching 
the  distress  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  In 
the  Autumn  Session  of  Parliament  they 
found  some  difficulty  in  discussing  the 
question  of  advances  to  tenants  for  the 
improvement  of  their  holdings ;  and  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Galway  (Colonel  Nolan),  in  putting  a 
Question  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea*' 
sury,  was  met  by  the  reply  that  a  diffi- 
culty would  arise  in  many  oases  on 
account  of  the  expense  attending  the 
necessary  inspection  of  the  holdings,  and 
also  that  other  circumstances  had  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  before  advanc- 
ing any  loan.  It  was  said  that  there 
would  be  a  difficulty  on  the  part  of 
tenants  under  a  £10  valuation  in  finding 
security,  and  he  had  himself  suggested 
that  tenants  under  the  £10  valuation 
should  be  allowed  to  make  a  joint 
application  for  loans  on  the  joint  security 
of  their  tenant  right.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  since  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  the  tenant's  property 
in  his  holding  was  a  distinct,  tangible, 
and  realized  thing.  It  was  not  a  vague 
amount;  it  was  something  which,  in 
the  majority  of  cases  in  some  parts  of 
the  country,  was  already  determined  by 
the  judicial  rents  fixed  on  the  holding, 
consideration  being  given  to  the  interest 
which  the  tenant  had  in  his  farm.  He 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last 
Thursday  what  decision  had  been  come 
to  on  that  important  question.  He  had 
written  to  the  Treasury  on  the  subject 
as  far  back  as  the  4th  of  last  December. 
He  had  written  to  the  Chief  Secretary  a 
few  days  later,  and  he  had  received 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — he 
thought  on  the  1 8th  of  December — a 
letter  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  him  that  the  subject  was  under  tho 
consideration  of  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  Irish  Government.  But 
up  to  this  moment,  notwithstanding  the 
elaborate  speech  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  delivered,  not  the  slightest 
reference  had  been  made  to  one  of  the 
most  important  questions  connected  with 
the  resources  of  the  country.  What  was 
the  use  of  mentioning  loans  in  connec- 
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tion  with  a  Yote  of  Parliament  ?  Hon. 
Members  heard  a  certain  buzz  outside 
the  House  upon  difiPerent  matters.  They 
heard  the  question  raised  of  the  reclama- 
tion of  land ;  they  heard  the  question 
of  emigpration  talked  of,  and  it  was  said 
that  something  must  be  done  with  re- 
gard to  it ;  and  next  they  heard  of  Irish 
distress  and  some  talk  about  guarantee- 
ing a  loan  of  £100,000.  To  his  mind, 
that  was  simply  trifling  with  the  gravity 
of  the  question.  The  diagnosis  of  the 
disease  was  the  first  step  to  be  taken ; 
and  this  was  the  true  diagnosis.  But 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  when  he  came 
to  the  remedy,  had  no  remedy  at  all  but 
the  rigid  application  of  the  Poor  Law, 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  economists,  had 
done  more  to  impoverish  and  demoralize 
the  people  of  Ireland  than  any  other 
known  system  of  relief  ever  devised. 
He  thought  it  was  time  the  House  should 
realize,  notwithstanding  the  army  of 
Inspectors  and  clerks  with  which  the 
authorities  in  Dublin  surrounded  the 
Executive,  that  they  had  not  yet  ob- 
tained a  true  conception  either  of  the 
distress  in  Ireland  or  of  the  true  remedies 
yet  to  be  applied,  and  which  were  con- 
stantly being  suggested  by  the  power- 
less and  despised  Irish  Hepresentatives. 
There  were  difficulties  in  the  way,  of 
course:  After  the  description  which  the 
Ohief  Secretary  gave  of  the  magnitude 
and  gravity  of  this  evil,  it  was  idle  to 
suppose  there  were  not.  But  it  was  the 
business  of  statesmanship  not  to  sit 
down  and  repine  under  those  difficul- 
ties; and  if  the  Government  could 
not  master  them,  then  he  said  they 
were  not  qualified  to  administer  the 
affairs  of  the  country.  He  would  like 
to  know  whether  it  was  not  possible, 
considering  that  four-fifths  of  the  tenant 
farmers  in  the  distressed  Unions  in  Ire- 
land could  not  be  reached  by  those  pro- 
visions of  the  Land  Act  which  contem- 
plated the  advance  of  money  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  tenants  to  improve 
their  holdings  ?  He  would  like  to  know, 
if  the  rule  limiting  the  advances  to  tenant 
farmers  with  holdings  of  £10  rental  and 
upward  were  not  relaxed,  whether  some- 
thing could  not  be  done  to  enable  tenants 
of  lower  valuations  to  make  application 
for  loans  on  their  joint  security  ?  As  to 
the  remaining  portion  of  the  seeds  rate 
which  was  due  in  the  Union  of  Swin- 
ford  and  other  Unions  the  position  taken 
up  was  this.    It  was  said  not  to  be  an 
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extravagant  demand,  recollecting  that 
the  advances  were  made  to  the  people 
under  the  Belief  of  Distress  Acts,  and 
recollecting  that  those  advances,  though 
made  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
were  made  to  meet  a  national  calamity, 
and  an  emergency,  the  burden  of  which 
should  fall  equally  on  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Mb.  TBEYELYAN  said,  that  up  to 
the  present  time  £10,000,000  had  been 
written  off  on  account  of  Ireland  by  the 
Treasury. 

Mb.  PABNELL:  How  much  for 
England  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  £760,000. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  fur- 
ther  taxes  were  imposed  upon  Ireland, 
by    which    she    lost    more    than   the 
amount  written  off;    and  he  had  yet 
to  learn,  with  regard  to  the   Famine 
of    1846-1848,   if   the  neople    of   Ire- 
land were  really  brougnt  face  to  face 
with  the  horrors  of  that  period  caused 
by  a  great  national  calamity,  that  the 
people  of  England  refused  to  acknow- 
ledge any  responsibility.     Why,  not  a 
year  elapsed  without  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
London  opening  funds  for  calamities  in 
all  parts  of  the  world ;  but  it  now  ap- 
peared from  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    that  he    invited   his 
countrymen    to    express    regret    only 
for  their  own  misfortunes.     His  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power's)  contention  was  that 
no  grants  had  been   made  to  Ireland 
in  relief  of  the  recent  distress,  and  as 
it   had  been   said  frequently  in  that 
House  that  Ireland  was  dependent  on 
the  British  taxpayer,  it  was  time  to  oon- 
tradict  that  statement,  and  to  show  that 
it  had  no  foundation.    The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  accounted  for  some  of  the  dis- 
tress which  now  prevailed  in  Ireland  by 
saying  that  a  change  had  taken  place  in 
the  habits  of  the  small  tenant  farmers, 
and  he  attributed  it  in  some  part  to 
their  families  drinking  tea  and  wearing 
cotton  dresses,  instead  of  the  frieze  and 
flannel  formerly  manufactured  in  their 
own  looms.     He  did  not  think  he  could 
endorse  the  description  of  the  right  hon. 
Q-entleman — on    the  contrary,  he  was 
afraid  that  the  clothing  and  diet  of  the 
people  they  were  mainly  considering  in 
reference   to  the  present  distress  had 
undergone  very  little,  if  any,  change 
during  the  last  30  or  40  years.    He  ad- 
mitted that  the  better  class  of  farmers 
had  improved  in  this  respect.    He  ad- 
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xnitted  that  the  yarious  Land  Acts  which 
had  been  passed  had  brought  some 
amount  of  relief  to  this  class;  but  he 
denied  that  they  had  ever  brought  relief 
to  those  who  most  needed  it— namely, 
the  small  farmers  of  £4  and  £5  renters 
in  the  Western  districts.  Those  who 
were  best  qualified  to  speak  as  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland — namely,  the  re- 
presentative men  living  in  the  distressed 
localities — had  already  approached  the 
(Government  upon  this  question,  and  on 
Thursday  last  he  had  directed  an  inquiry 
on  the  same  subject  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  without  receiving  any  satis- 
factory reply.  He  had  asked  the  right 
hon.  Genueman  what  decision  had  been 
arrived  at  in  reference  to  the  proposals 
laid  before  His  Excellency  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  by  the  deputation  of  Catholic 
Bishops  who  waited  upon  him,  on  the 
9th  of  January  last,  and  who  made  cer- 
tain suggestions  with  the  view  of  reme- 
dying the  existing  distress  and  perma- 
nently improving  the  country?  Well, 
he  had  looked  in  vain  for  any  reference 
to  this  subject  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  deputation,  which 
included  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  and 
three  other  Bishops,  stated  that  the 
people  in  many  districts  were  short  of 
food,  destitute  of  money,  and  hopeless  of 
credit.  To  meet  that  serious  situation  of 
affairs,  the  Prelates  suggested  that  loans 
should  be  advanced  by  the  Board  of 
Works  to  all  holders  of  land  for  the  im- 
provement of  their  farms.  But  there 
was  not  the  slightest  reference  to  that 
suggestion  in  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  which  they  had  listened 
that  evening.  Unlike  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  did  not  believe  in  the 
adequacy  or  e£Bcienoy  of  the  Poor  Law 
system  as  it  at  present  existed — on  the 
contrary,  they  said  that  the  existing 
Poor  Law  arrangements  were  wholly 
inadequate  to  meet  the  present  distress, 
and  that,  to  insure  any  permanent  re- 
lief to  the  vast  districts  in  question,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  establish  a  sys- 
tem for  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands, 
and  to  open  up  railway  communications. 
The  Prelates,  he  was  informed,  made 
several  other  suggestions,  but  he  only 
quoted  those  mentioned  in  the  paragpraph 
before  him.  Let  it  be  supposed  that  the 
only  way  to  benefit  the  congested  popu- 
lation of  the  various  districts  of  Ireland 
was  emigration.  He  asked  the  Govern- 
nient    whether   they  believed   in  that 


remedy,  and,  if  so,  what  steps  had  they 
taken  to  see  it  effectually  carried  out  ? 
They  had  authorized  a  paltry  grant  of 
£100,000,  if  somebody  reported,  after 
many  inquiries,  that  this  sum  would  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  emigration.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
profit  by  his  suggestions  he  asked  him 
respectfully  to  listen  to  some  figures 
bearing  on  this  subject  which  had  been 
furnished  by  Mr.  Tuke.  That  gentleman 
went  into  facts  and  figures  with  the 
greatest  possible  care,  and  although  he 
could  not  bind  himself  to  endorse  every 
proposal  made  by  him,  he  heartily  re- 
echoed the  praise  bestowed  upon  him 
by  the  junior  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  and  was 
sure  his  benevolence  entitled  him  to  the 
respectful  consideration  of  every  pa- 
triotic Irishman.  Mr.  Tuke  calculated 
that  at  least  20,000  families,  or  100,000 
persons,  must  be  removed  from  their 
present  holding^,  and  because  of  the 
aifiiculties  which  he  said  were  insepa- 
rable from  any  scheme  of  migration 
he  thought  the  only  way  was  to  proceed 
by  emigration.  But  he  also  pointed  out 
that  the  cost  of  moving  20,000  famUies, 
equivalent  to  100,000  persons,  at  £7  per 
head,  was  £700,000,  or  an  annual  sum 
of  £140,000  for  five  years.  He  said, 
moreover,  what  would  naturally  suggest 
itself  to  any  person  of  a  practical  turn 
of  mind,  that  if  this  plan  was  to  be 
carried  out,  it  must  be  made  the  busi- 
ness of  some  persons  to  see  that  it  was 
done,  and  he  suggested  that  Commis- 
sioners should  be  appointed  specially  for 
making  arrangements  for  the  reception 
of  the  families  who  were  to  be  emi- 
grated in  the  country  to  which  they 
were  sent.  He  said,  further,  that  if  a 
Government  grant  were  obtained,  it 
might  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  a 
Commission  for  the  purpose  of  allocating 
the  fund  to  the  different  Unions  on 
some  general  principles  to  be  laid  down 
for  their  guidance,  and  having  regard 
to  the  population  and  taxation  therein. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary must  have  seen  Mr.  Tuke's  Cir- 
culars, and  the  figures  he  had  quoted ; 
and,  that  being  so,  he  was  surprised  that 
the  Government  had  not  availed  them- 
selves of  the  valuable  suggestion  of  this 
gentleman  to  make  it  the  business  of 
some  properly  constituted  body  to  carry 
out  a  system  of  emigration,  if  emigra- 
tion must  be  resorted  to. 
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Mb.  TBEVELYAN  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  appointed  two  paid  officers  for 
the  purpose,  and  were  now  considering 
the  appointment  of  a  third. 

Me.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  a 
special  Commission  was  wanted  for  the 
purpose ;  but  he  was  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  doing  some- 
thing in  the  matter.  At  the  same  time, 
he  would  remind  him  that  people  in 
Ireland  were  of  opinion  that  the  wheels 
of  the  Government  coach  moved  very 
slowly.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  the  question  one  of  magni- 
tude, he  must  say  that  he  had  not 
realized  the  magnitude  of  the  remedy 
necessary  to  cope  with  it.  He  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  was  reluctant  to  see 
large  masses  of  the  population  leaving 
Ireland;  but  he  would  rather  see  the 
distressed  populations  emigrated  than 
see  them  remain  steeped  in  their  present 
misery,  and  he  would  hail,  as  a  wise  and 
beneficent  act  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  appoint  a  properly  con- 
stituted body  to  see  that  they  were  emi- 
gprated  on  proper  conditions.  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  the  value  attaching 
to  emigration  consisted  in  the  fact  that 
the  departure  of  some  would  relieve 
those  who  remained.  Well,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  that  emigration, 
as  at  present  conducted,  in  face  of  the 
figures  supplied  by  Mr.  Tuke's  Com- 
mittee and  his  agents,  would  perma- 
nently relieve  the  condition  of  the  dis- 
tressed Unions,  he  ventured  to  tell  him 
that,  as  far  as  his  information  went,  he 
was  mistaken.  When  the  Government 
had  emigrated  families  from  their  hold- 
ings, did  they  intend  to  prevent  those 
holdings  being  subsequently  re-occu- 
pied ?  He  hoped  to  be  able  to  obtain 
from  Mr.  Tuke — who  was  then  in  Mayo 
— an  answer  to  a  few  questions  which 
he  had  ventured  to  address  to  him 
through  an  hon.  Friend.  His  first  ques- 
tion was — "  What  becomes  of  the  hold- 
ings from  which  the  families  are  emi- 
grated ? ' '  Were  they  consolidated,  were 
they  permanently  cleared,  or  were  they 
subsequently  re-occupied  ?  If  the  latter 
were  the  case,  it  was  nothing  more  than 
a  process  similar  to  that  of  letting  water 
into  a  pipe  at  one  end,  and  letting  it 
run  out  at  the  other.  He  contended  that 
if  emigration  was  to  be  scientifically 
applied  to  the  relief  of  Irish  distress,  a 
great  deal  more  remained  to  be  done 
than  had  yet  been  dreamed  of  by  Her 


Majesty's  Government.     But  then  the 
hon.  Member    for   the  City  of   Cork 
wished  to  know  what  was  to  become  of 
the  people  who  remained.     Well,  he 
should  say  that  if  by  any  process  you 
sufficiently  cleared  a  district,  it  would 
enable  you  to  make  by  consolidation 
farms  of  sufficient  size  to  afford  a  live- 
lihood to  their  occupiers ;  but  this  he 
believed  could  not  be  done  by  means  of 
the  machinery  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment.    He  came  now  to  the  proposal 
which  had  always  been  favoured  by  the 
bulk  of  Irish  Members  as  a  means  of 
remedying  the  evil  of  congested  popu- 
lation.   They  had  always  preferred  to 
advocate  a  system  of  migration,  because 
they  had  never  admitted,  and  he  was 
not  prepared  to  admit,  that  Ireland,  as  a 
whole,  was  over-populated.     They  had 
always  spoken  of  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land in  this  respect  as  one  of  congestion, 
not  of  over-population ;  and  he  said  now 
that  in  all  the  districts  referred  to  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  where  there  was  a  sur- 
plus population,  if  the  Government  could 
not  meet  it  by  a  scheme  of  migration,  if 
they  could  not  take  possession  of  un- 
occupied lands  elsewhere  in  Ireland,  and 
advance  the  tenants  sufficient   money 
wherewith  to  build  houses  and  culti- 
vate   their    holdings,    why,    then,    of 
course,  the  only  alternative  was  that  of 
emigration.   For  his  own  part,  he  would 
like  to  see  the  Government  bringing  these 
two  proposals  of  emigration  and  migra- 
tion to  the  test  of  practical  operation.  Not 
only  would  he  wish  to  see  power  given 
to  Commissioners  to- advance  money  to 
enable  persons  to  emigprate,  but  a  Com- 
mission also  appoint^  to  consider  the 
existing  distress  having  power  to  pre- 
sent the  alternative  of  migration  to  those 
who  had  no  wish  to  emigrate.  Upon  that 
subject  some  valuable  suggestions  had 
been  made  before  the  Richmond  Com- 
mission, and  had  been  from  time  to 
time  laid  before  the  Gt>vemment  from 
other  sources.     He  referred  to  Professor 
Baldwin,  who  had    collected    evidence 
upon  the  subject  which  appeared  in  a 
small    book    recently    pubushed,    and 
which  he  ventured  to  say  should  be  in 
the  possession  of  every  Member  of  Par- 
liament who  wished  to  understand  the 
real  remedies  to  be  applied  in  Ireland. 
Professor  Baldwin  said,  that,  if  they  went 
before  the  people  of  Ireland  with  a  pro- 
posal for  emigration  alone,  that  proposal 
would  never  be  carried  into  practice,  • 
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because  the  public  feeling  was  so  strong 
against  it,  but  that  if  thej  went  with  the 
alternative  remedy  of  migration,  fullj 
one-half,  and  in  many  diBtncts  the  larger 
majority  of  the  people  concerned,  would 
be  prepared  to  accept  emigration.    If 
that  were  so,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  the  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
two  plans  to  the  test  of  practice.     Oon- 
sidering  what  had  happened  in  Ireland 
side  by  side  with  the  increase  of  popu- 
lation— what  had  happened  side  by  side 
with  the  increased  area  of  land,  waste 
and  out  of  cultivation,   he  thought   it 
would   be  a   pity  if    the    Government 
confined  themselves  solely  to  the  attempt 
to  get  the  people  to  emigprate,  without 
doing  anything  for  migration  and  the 
reclamation  of  land.     His  own  opinion 
was,  therefore,  in  accord  with  the  scientific 
knowledge  and  experience  of  Professor 
Baldwin.  He  said  that  in  Mayo  alone — 
and  he  was  supported  by  Dr.  M^Cormack 
— there  was  sufficient  land  that  could 
he  purchased  for  a  small  sum  to  accommo- 
date with  farms  of  a  respectable  size  the 
whole  of  the  surplus  population  in  the 
county.     The  same  statement  was  made 
by  him  as  to  Galway  and  Donegal,  and 
some  step   might  be  taken  to  test  the 
accuracy  of  these  statements.     Whether 
it  was  right  or  wrong,  it  was,  at  all 
events,  a  proposal  which  came  before  this 
House  in  the  name  of  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  Irish  Eepresentatives,  and 
which  was,  so  recently  as  January  last, 
solemnly  laid    before   the  Lord   Lieu- 
tenant by  four  Bishops  who  lived  in  that 
part  of  the  country  and  were  in  daily 
contact  with  the  masses  of  the  people. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had 
dealt  with  this  question  of  migration 
during  the  Eecess,  as   also  had  done 
several  other  right  hon.  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
fallen  into  the  mistake  of  saying  that 
niigration  was  impossible  for  the  reason 
which  he    mentioned.     He   said    that 
they  had  heard  a  good  deal  of  the  cry 
about  migration  instead  of  emigration. 
He  believed    that    to    be    impossible. 
They  could  not  go  to  other  districts  in 
Ireland  without  taking  away  the  land 
from  those  who  already  occupied  it.  But 
that  was  not  the  fact,  as  was  shown  by 
the  figures  in  regard  to  unoccupied  land, 
or  land  over  which  the  landlord  had  the 
slightest  hold,  where  the  tenant  some- 
times might  have  the  run  of  the  moun- 
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tain  side,  but  possessed  little  or  no  ten- 
ant right.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
therefore,  thought  he  was  justified  in 
contradicting  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  reason  why  uiis 
question  of  migration  ought  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  the  Government  was  this. 
Turning  to  the  eight  years  which  had 
elapsed  between  1874  and  1882,  what  did 
they  find  ?  They  found  that  as  Ireland 
decreased  in  population  the  area  of  the 
waste  and  uncultivated  land  increased. 
In  1874  the  area  of  waste  land  was  set 
down  at  4,250,621  acres.  In  1875  it  was 
4,255,525  acres  ;  in  1876  it  had  risen  to 
4,278,214  acres;  in  1877  it  went  up  to 
4,572,216  acres;  in  1878  it  went  up  to 
4,651,524  acres ;  in  1879  it  was  4,653,55 1 
acres ;  in  1 880  it  seemed  to  have  been 
stationary.  In  1 881  it  rose  to  4,680,059 
acres,  and  in  1882  it  rose  to  4,787,275. 
So  that  in  the  space  of  eight  years  over 
500,000  acres  of  Irish  land,  which  had 
been  previously  cultivated,  had  gone  out 
of  cultivation  and  become  waste.  What 
did  that  show  ?  If  it  showed  anything 
at  all,  it  showed  a  want  of  the  employ- 
ment of  labour  under  proper  conditions 
in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  He  agreed 
with  Professor  Baldwin — whose  name 
he  had  mentioned,  and  whose  sugges- 
tions he  hoped  they  would  have  some 
subsequent  opportunity  of  discussing — 
that  a  better  system  of  migration  would 
bring  about  a  better  system  of  farming, 
which  they  might  hope  for  if  they  had 
proper  agricultural  schools  and  proper 
technical  instruction  bearing  upon  agri- 
culture imparted  to  the  peopU  in  various 
parts  of  Ireland.  He  did  not  like  to 
weary  the  House  by  going  further  into 
•these  matters  at  this  particular  time. 
He  could  only  regret  that  the  subject 
had  not  been  brought  before  the  House 
on  the  very  first  night  of  the  Session. 
During  the  last  eight  or  nine  years  he 
had  had  the  painful  experience  of  seeing 
that  the  great  Parties  in  that  House 
were  more  interested  in  the  political 
aspect  of  questions  than  in  their  econo- 
mic or  industrial  utility,  and  that  it  was 
only  by  sheer  perseverance,  and  by  the 
exercise  of  that  quality  which  some 
people  might  characterize  as  obstinacy, 
that  Members  who  held  strong  views  on 
these  matters  and  advocated  reforms  of 
this  nature  could  produce  any  serious 
impression  on  the  House.  He  must  ex- 
press extreme  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
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Lord  Lieutenant,  in  the  speech  he  had 
made  that  night,  had  lent  himself  to  a 
gross  fallacy.  He  regretted  that  the 
only  remedy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  offer  the  people  of  Ireland  for  the 
terrible  evils  he  had  described  was  to  be 
found  in  a  rigid  application  of  a  law 
which  had  hitherto  proved  to  be  lament- 
ably inadequate,  and  which  bore,  on 
every  trace  of  its  operation,  the  marks  of 
a  humiliating  and  disgraceful  failure. 

Mr.  EATHBONE  said,  that,  on  behalf 
of  himself  and  others  who  were  working 
with  Mr.  Tuke,  he  must  entirely  reject 
the  view  that  they  had  experienced  any 
want  of  full  support  from  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Me.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
had  spoken  of  the  amount  of  money 
granted  by  the  Government.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  any  amount  of  sympathy 
had  been  lavished  upon  Mr.  Tuke  and 
his  Committee. 

Me.  EATHBONE  said,  he  was  not 
speaking  of  sympathy,  but  of  money. 
They  had  had  as  much  money  placed  at 
their  disposal  as  they  would  be  able  to 
use  in  the  present  year.  The  question 
was  not  so  much  one  of  money  ;  but  they 
could  not  throw  a  number  of  Irishmen 
on  the  coast  of  America,  to  find  no  homo 
or  place  ready  to  receive  them.  That 
was  the  real  difficulty — that  was  the 
limit  to  their  work.  If  any  attempt 
were  made,  such  as  that  proposd  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite,  to 
throw  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Irish- 
men on  the  shores  of  America,  without 
places  having  been  provided  to  receive 
them,  they  would  all  be  sent  back  on 
their  hands.  The  Committee  were  de- 
termined not  to  send  unsuitable  parties 
to  America.  At  that  time  of  the  night 
(12.50  a.m.)  he  would  not  go  fully  into  the 
matter ;  but  there  was  just  one  point  he 
should  like  to  answer,  because  it  was  one 
which  occurred  to  everybody  who  ap- 
proached the  subject.  An  hon.  Member 
asked — **  How  are  you  to  secure  that 
when  you  remove  men  from  these  con- 
gested districts,  their  places  are  not  very 
soon  filled  up  by  individuals  of  the  same 
class  ?  '*  They  had  the  principle  of  self- 
interest  to  guard  them  to  a  large  extent 
against  that.  Formerly  when,  in  years 
of  distress,  a  large  number  of  the  popu- 
lation were  removed,  as  soon  as  pros- 
perity returned  to  the  country  the  places 
of  those  who  had  been  removed  were 
filled  up  by  people  from  neighbouring 
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districts,  for  the  landlord  had  an  inte- 
rest in  allowing  it.    The  landlord,  under 
the  system  of  divided  tenancies,  could 
secure  a  far  higher  rent  from  his  tenants 
than  he  could  possibly  get  if  he  let  out 
his  land  in  large  farms,  or  in  farms  on 
which  the  tenants  could  live  desently. 
The  Land  Act,  however,  had  done  away 
with  the  state  of  things  under  which  the 
system  of  divided  tenancies  flourished. 
Now,  the  landlord  could  get  no  more 
from  the  tenant  of  a  small  farm  than 
from  the  tenant  of  a  large  one,  whilst 
he  knew  that  directly  a  period  of  dis- 
tress recurred,  his  rent  disappeared  alto- 
gether.  Therefore,  it  was  perfectly  dear 
it  was  to  the  interest  of  the  most  selfish 
landlord  to  prevent  the  filling  up  aad 
re-division  of  holdings, if  once  they  could 
relieve  the  most  congested  districts  of 
some  portion  of  their  population ;  and 
though,  no  doubt,  Mr.  Tuke's  estimate 
was  correct  as  to  the  total  amount  of 
relief,  in  the  first  place,  they  could  not 
proceed  without  great  caution.  He  hoped 
that  emigration  would  take  place  at  an 
increasing   rate,    and   he  was   sure  it 
would  do  so  if  places  were  provided  to 
receive  the  stream  of  emigration  as  it 
arrived  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic. 
The  Emigration  Committee  found  by  ex- 
perience that  almost  every  emigrant  who 
went  out  to  the  United  States  became 
himself  an  agent  for  emigration,  draw- 
ing other   emigrants  to  nim.    It  was 
found  that  people  sent  to  certain  dis- 
tricts communicated  with  their  friends, 
giving  a    flourishing    account    of   the 
places  in  which  they  were  located,  and 
of  their  prosperity ;  and  the  number  of 
people  who  were  induced  to  go  oat  by 
representations  of  that  kind  was  most 
extraordinary.     This  year  they  found 
that  many  families   in  the   congested 
districts  were  anxious  to  go  out  to  ex- 
actly the  same  places  as  those  to  which 
they  had   sent  families  last  year.    He 
had  stated,  he  thought,  enough  to  show 
hon.  Members  that  what  they  were  doing 
was  not  limited  by  any  niggardliness  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  but  that 
they  were  only  proceeding  with  conside- 
ration, which  in  the  end  would  prove 
more  effectual  than  if  they  were  now  to 
attempt  a  more  rapid  progress. 

Me.  MOLLOY  said,  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  of  such  importance  that  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  at  the  present  moment 
to  reply  to  it.    It  contained  such  a  mass 
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of  figures,  that  hon.  Members  had  found 
it  impossible  to  take  them  down  while 
the  speech  was  being  delivered.  There 
were  some  17  or  18  hon.  Members  who 
wished  to  explain  their  views  on  the 
subject.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Hon.  Members 
seemed  to  receive  that  statement  with 
disapprobation  ;  but  this  subject  was 
clearly  of  importance  to  many  of  the 
Irish  Hepresentatives.  There  was  no 
subject  that  would  come  before  the 
House  that  Session  which  was  of  such 
first-rate  importance,  not  only  to  Ire- 
land, but  to  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that,  for 
this  reason,  it  would  not  be  improper  to 
ask  them  to  adjourn  the  debate.  He 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
"{Ilr.  Molloy.) 

Tub  Mahquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  had  hoped,  and  he  thought 
the  House  had  hoped,  that  it  might  have 
been  possible  to  have  concluded  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address  to-night;  and  it 
was  very  much  to  be  regretted  that, 
owing  to  the  delay  in  the  preliminary 
proceedings,  there  was  now  no  likelihood 
of  that  result.  He  perfectly  admitted 
that  the  subject  debated  during  the  last 
three  or  four  hours  was  infinitely  more 
important  and  deserving  of  the  conside- 
ration of  the  House  than  some  subjects 
which  they  had  discussed  upon  that  Ad- 
dress, and,  therefore,  ho  need  not  offer 
opposition  to  the  proposal.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  was  mistaken  in  thinking 
that  it  would  be  necessary  for  so  large 
a  number  of  Members  to  take  part  in 
the  debate  to-morrow,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  they  would  be  able  to  bring 
the  discussion  to  a  close  in  the  course 
of  that  day,  and  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  take  a  long  discussion  on 
Heport.    To-morrow  he  would  move — 

••That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  bo  postponed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resaming 
the  Dehate  on  the  Motion  for  an  Address  to 
Uer  Malesty,  and  the  further  proceedings 
thereon.'^ 

If  the  Address  was  disposed  of  before  6 
o'clock,  ho  should  ask  the  House  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Beport,  and  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  it  would  be  the  will  of  the 
House  to  go  on  and  finish  that  stage  at 
once.    The  urgency  for  Supply  was  be- 


coming very  great  indeed.  The  length 
of  the  Session  before  Easter  this  year 
would  be  very  short  indeed — very  much 
shorter  than  usual.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer told  him  that  unless  they  were 
able  to  obtain  Thursday  and  Monday 
next, 'and  Thursday  in  next  week,  for  the 
Votes  in  the  principal  branches  of 
Supply,  the  House  would  be  placed  in 
a  position  of  great  inconvenience,  and  it 
would  be  necessary  to  resort  to  the  ex- 
tremely objectionable  practice  of  Satur- 
day Sittings,  or  else  the  House  would  be 
compelled  to  sit  so  late  as  Thursday  in 
Passion  Week.  Either  of  these  courses 
would  be  extremely  inconvenient  to  the 
House,  and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that 
some  attempt  would  be  made  to  make 
progress  with  the  Address. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
only  one  remark  to  make.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  taken  the  course  he  was 
expected  to  take  on  this  important 
matter.  The  discussion  could  hardly 
have  been  concluded  to-night ;  but  if  he 
was  not  out  of  Order  in  just  making  this 
one  suggestion,  he  would  point  out  that 
it  would  help  the  House  very  much  in 
the  consideration  of  the  matter  if  some 
Member  of  the  Government — perhaps 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland — 
would,  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to- 
morrow, give  them  the  last  information 
obtained  by  the  Government  as  to  a 
possibility  of  a  considerable  increase  or 
not  in  the  distress  between  now  and  the 
next  harvest.  That  seemed  to  him  to 
be  the  practical  matter  with  which  they 
had  to  deal ;  and,  most  interesting  as  was 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  it  did  not  appear  to 
give  them  information  on  that  point. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  thought  it 
would  conduce  very  much  to  the  con- 
venience of  the  Irish  Members  gener- 
ally, if  the  Chief  Secretary  would  to- 
morrow bring  down,  for  the  use  of  those 
who  wished  to  see  them,  a  number  of 
copies  of  the  Memorial  presented  to  him 
by  the  Archbishop  of  Tuam  and  the 
three  Bishops  who  accompanied  him  as 
a  deputation  to  the  Castle.  In  that 
Memorial  they  had  the  official  state- 
ment of  the  four  Bishops  who  be- 
longed to  the  distressed  districts.  It 
was  not  an  official  Beport,  but  an  official 
statement  of  the  most  trustworthy  re- 
presentatives of  the  distressed  districts 
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in  Ireland.  Some  private  promise  had 
been  made  on  the  subject  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  he  was  aware;  but  he 
would  ask  for  a  public  statement.  He 
would  also  express  his  surprise  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  not  referred  to  the 
celebrated  letter  of  the  Bev.  Mr.  Gal- 
lagher, who  accompanied  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  through  Donegal.  This  letter 
was  important,  because,  if  the  statements 
made  in  it  were  true — and  they  had  not 
been  contradicted — it  endorsed  officially 
other  Reports  that  they  could  not  get  at 
before  to-morrow. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  must  point  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  confining  him- 
self to  the  Question  before  the  House — 
namely,  that  this  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  I  will  merely  ask,  is 
the  statement  true  that  the  sad  condition 
of  the  districts  referred  to  exceeds  every- 
thing that  has  appeared  in  the  Press  ? 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morroto. 

PATENTS  FOR  INVENTIONS  (No.  2) 

BILL.— [Bill  83.] 

(^i>  John  Lubbock,  Mr,  William  H$nry  Smith, 

Mr,  J,  Lawranee.) 

8E0OND     BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  HeadiDg  read. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  it  was  the  same  as  the  Bill 
he  introduced  last  Session,  which  the 
House  read  a  second  time  without  dis- 
cussion. He  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time 
now,  and  refer  it  to  the  Committee  to 
which  the  Government  Bill  on  the  same 
subject  would  be  referred.  There  were 
many  questions  involved  which  could 
be  better  discussed  by  a  Committee  than 
by  the  House.  The  Bill  was  a  compre- 
hensive, and,  he  believed,  a  good  mea- 
sure, and  he  thought  he  was  consulting 
the  general  feeling  of  those  interested 
in  it  by  moving  the  second  reading. 
Whatever  merit  attached  to  the  Bill  be- 
longed to  the  Society  of  Arts — and  especi- 
ally to  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell — on 
whose  behalf  he  introduced  it  last  year, 
and  now  again  asked  the  House  to  con- 
sent to  the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."--(iSir  John  Luhhoek.)  | 

Mr.  CaUan 


Mb.  E.  N.  fowler  inquired  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Baronet  contemplated  re- 
ferring the  Bill  to  one  of  the  Qrand 
Committees  ? 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  Yes. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  do  not  like 
to  objeot  to  the  course  my  hon.  Friend 
proposes  to  take,  and  I  shall  not  opnose 
the  second  reading.     Neither  shall  I 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  a  similar 
Bill  of  which  Notice  has  been  given  by 
the    hon.   Member  for  Glasgow    (Mr. 
Anderson).    But  I  feel  bound  to  say 
this.  My  hon.  Friend  proposes  the  second 
reading  at  a  time  when  it  is  impossible 
to  discuss  the  measure,  and  asks  us  to 
assent  to  the  second  reading,  as  it  were, 
iub  silentio.    That  is  rather  against  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  House ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  there  is  considerable  in- 
terest taken  in  both  Bills,  and  I  do  not 
like  to  take  the  strong  course  of  opposing 
them.     But  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
Friend  will  be  very  much  advantaged 
by  the  course  he  proposes  to  take,  be- 
cause I  assume  that  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee will,  in  the  first  place,  consider  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  on  this 
subject,    and    they  might  come  to  a 
decision  upon  those  proposals.    Having 
done  80,  I  doubt  wheUier  they  would 
then  consider  the  Bills  now  brought 
forward.      I    presume    that    my   hon. 
Friends  will  adopt  the  course  of  moving 
such  portions  of  their  Bills  as  are  not 
in  the  Government  Bill,  or  as  they  think 
it  desirable  to  insert  in  the  shape  of 
Amendments  to  that  measure;  and  I 
should  have  thought  it  more  convenient 
to  do  that,  than  to  carry  both  these  BiUfl 
formally  through  their  several  stages. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiited 
for  Tuesday  6th  March. 

PATENTS  FOR  INVENTIONS  (No.  3) 
BILL.— [Bill  89.] 
{Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Breum^   Mr,  Broedhwrtt, 
Mr,  Jaehton,  Mr.  Minds  Falmsr,) 

SBCOin)  BSADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  ANDERSON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  did  so  for  the  same  reason  as  that 
given  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John 
Lubbock).  The  objection  mentioned 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
did  not  apply  to  thia  Bill,  beoaoBeit  was 
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read  a  second  time  after  full  discussion 
two  years  ago.  The  principle  of  this 
Bill  was  the  same  as  that  of  which 
the  House  then  approved. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Ifr,  Anderson.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Tuesday  6th  March. 

Hoase  adjonmed  at 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  2%th  February,  1883. 


MINUTES.]  -PtJBLio  Bills—  Ordered-^Firtt 
iKeatftn^— Public  Worship  Regulation  Act 
(1874)  Amendment*  [109]. 

Stcond  Reading — Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  * 

[43]. 

MOTION. 

— •o.;o:*^— 

PARLIAMENT— ORDEKS  OP  THE  DAY. 
BiOTIOK  FOB  POSTPONEMENT. 

Thk  MabquessopHAETINGTON,  in 
rising  to  moTO — 

"  That  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
suming tiie  Adjonmed  Debate  on  the  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  and  further 
proceedings  thereon," 

aaid,  he  wished  to  make  an  urgent 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  sitting  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  endeavour  to  con- 
elude  the  remaining  stages  of  the  Ad- 
dress that  day,  in  order  to  enable  the 
Business  of  Supply  to  be  entered  upon 
to-morrow.  Me  trusted  there  might  be 
a  disposition  to  make  arrangements  that 
would  matly  facilitate  the  progress  of 
Public  Business. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
suming the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  and  further 
pzooeedings  thereon." — (The  Marqueu  of  Sar- 
tingtam.) 

potion  ayreed  to. 


ORDER   OF  THE  BAT. 


4>H 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS   SPEECH. 

[adjotjbned  debate.]    [tenth  nioht.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [27m  February] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [16th  Feb- 
ruary.]— [See  page  98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  insert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph, 
after  the  word  "Executive,"  the  words: — 
"  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty,  that  the  state 
of  distress  among  the  population  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland ;  the  inadequate  machinery  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  its  partial  and  imperfect  charac- 
ter, especially  with  re^d  to  leaseholders,  the 
right  of  tenants  to  their  improvements,  the  pur- 
chase system,  and  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation  of 
the  Arrears  Act ;  the  state  of  the  Law  of  Par- 
liamentary and  Municipal  Franchises  in  Ire- 
land ;  ana  the  condition  of  Local  Government 
in  that  Country,  are  all  questions  demanding 
the  urgent  attention  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government ;  and  that  the  absence  of  any  un- 
dertaking to  legislate  on  any  of  these  questions, 
or  on  any  question  a£fecting  the  welfare  of  the 
Irish  People  must  tend  to  promote  discontent 
and  intensify  disaffection  in  Ireland." — {Mr, 
Arthur  0* Connor.) 

Question  again  proposed, ''  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  said,  that  he  had  no 
desire  to  prolong  the  debate  one  mo- 
ment beyond  what  was  necessary ;  but 
the  speech  made  last  night  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  regarded  as  a 
very  important  declaration,  and  reading 
oyer  the  report  of  it  this  morning,  he 
thought  it  even  of  greater  importance. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  allow  it  to  pass 
without  remark.  That  speech,  he  felt 
convinced,  would  have  an  exceedingly 
bad  effect  when  it  came  to  be  read  in 
Ireland.  He  did  not  deny  the  courtesy 
and  the  kindly  feeling  of  the  Ohief  Se- 
cretary, and  elBO  his  honesty  of  inten- 
tion ;  but  still  he  did  believe  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  of  last 
night — a  speech  not  of  a  practical  states- 
man, but  of  a  doctrinaire  indulging  in 
a  literary  effort — would  be  the  cause  of 
very  g^ave  dissatisfaction  in  Ireland. 
There  was  nothing  in  it  to  indicate  what 
the  Qovemment  policy  would  be.  There 
was  nothing  in  it  to  give  the  least  satis- 
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faction  to  any  person  concerned  in  the 
question  of  distress  in  Ireland.  It  was 
simply  and  solely  a  literary  success. 
The  Chief  Secretary  spoke  as  if  distress 
in  Ireland  was  something  that  was 
already  past,  and  he  did  not  seem  to 
realize  the  fact  that,  instead  of  being 
passed,  the  disease  was  only  now  be- 
ginning. The  Chief  Secretary  then 
went  on  to  discuss  the  oomparative  suc- 
cess in  England  and  non-success  in  Ire- 
land of  the  system  of  Poor  Law  relief, 
which  was  really  outside  the  question ; 
and  the  only  practical  attempt  at  a  sug- 
gestion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  was  in  the  reference  to  emigra- 
tion. The  House,  however,  would  re- 
member that  although  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary dealt  with  the  question  of  emi- 
gration, he  did  not,  at  the  same  time, 
tell  them  by  what  methods  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  carry  out  their  inten- 
tions with  regard  to  it.  For  years  that 
question  of  emigration  was  being  de- 
bated in  that  House,  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, who  at  least  might  be  supposed  to 
know  something  of  the  wants  of  their 
own  country,  and  what  was  most  likely 
to  satisfy  those  wants,  had  invariably 
opposed  this  idea  of  emigration,  and 
they  had  stated  invariably  that  it  was  a 
proposition  that  was  contrary  to  the 
wishes  of  the  people,  and  contrary  to 
their  prejudices.  The  Irish  Members, 
as  an  alternative,  had  advocated  from 
time  to  time  what  was  known  by  the 
name  of  migration,  and  migration  re- 
solved itself  into  this — that  whereas  the 
Government  desired  to  transjiort  the 
people  of  the  poorer  parts  of  Ireland  to 
a  prosperous  home,  4,000  miles  away, 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives  desired  that 
they  should  be  removed  to  a  home 
equally  prosperous  in  their  own  country. 
Migration  was  a  matter  which,  it  ap- 
peared to  hhn,  was  never  clearly  under- 
stood by  the  Government.  They  always 
preferred  emigration,  which  they  seemed 
to  think  the  easier,  although  the  more 
cowardly,  way  of  getting  rid  of  a  peo- 
ple, the  real  difficulties  in  connection 
with  whom  they  had  never  the^courage 
to  face  properly.  Notwithstanding  all 
that  had  been  said  in  that  House  on  the 
subject  of  migration,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, in  his  speech  of  last  night,  ap- 
peared to  treat  the  matter  as  if  it  were 
something  new,  and  as  if  this  propo- 
sition to  populate  the  rich  waste  lands 
of  Ireland  with  the  surplus  people  of 


the  poorer  districts  were  a  sort  of  ob- 
structive Motion,    brought   before   the 
House  to  embarrass    their    proposals. 
Now,  what  was  the  real  history  of  the 
migration  question  ?    By  whom  was  it 
first  introduced  ?    He  would  inform  the 
House.    In  the  year  1842,  Sir  Robert 
Peel  obtained  from  Parliament  a  grant 
of  money  for  the  reclamation  of  1,000,000 
acres  of  waste  land  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, and  that  money  having  been  granted 
by  the    Government,  it  passed  under 
the  administration,  or  rather  he  should 
say  the  domination,  of  Dublin  Castle. 
What  was  the  result  ?    So  far  as  it  wa9 
possible,  the  intentions  and  policy  of  the 
Legislature  were  strangled  by  the  offi- 
cials of  Dublin  Castle.   Out  of  the  grant 
for  the  reclamation  of  1,000,000  acres 
of  land,  which  that  House  passed  after 
a  long  consideration  and  a  long  debate 
on  the  subject,  on  the  suggestion  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  only  270,000  acres  were 
ever  reclaimed,  and  the  money  for  the 
reclamation  of  the  other  three-fourths 
was  dispensed  in  some  extraordinary 
manner  that  he  could  never  discover, 
and  it  was  still  a  secret  in  the  pigeon- 
holes of  Dublin  Castle.     Now,  with  re- 
gard to  that  scheme  of  migration,  for 
migration  was  nothing  more    or   less 
than  reclamation,  it  necessitated  recla- 
mation.   It  might  be  suggested  that  the 
non-success  of  what  was  done  in  the 
reclamation  of  270,000  acres  proved  the 
uselessness  of  proceeding  with  the  whole 
scheme.     Such,   however,   was  not  the 
case.   Amongst  those  270,000  acres  they 
would  now  find  some  of  the  richest  land 
in  Ireland.     The  accuracy  of  that  state- 
ment he  could  vouch  personally  for.  He 
had   the  good  fortune,  or  perhaps  he 
might  say,  in  these  days,  he  had  rather 
the  misfortune,  of  having  an  interest  in 
land  BO  reclaimed.     That  land  before 
its  reclamation  was  utterly  worthless, 
whereas  it  now  supported  a  comfortable 
population,   and  parts  of  it  paid  the 
owner  25«.  an  acre.     Nor  was  there  a 
trial,  a  successful  trial,  of  the  policy  of 
migration.    It  would  appear  that  the 
full  effect  of  that  trial  was  strangled 
almost  at  its  birth  by  the  red-tapism  or 
what  not  of  the  administrators  in  Dablin 
Castle.      Again,   in   1849,   Sir   Bobert 
Peel  brought  forward  this  subject,  and 
in  a  speech  then  delivered  by  him  in 
the  House  he  said  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  consider  eyeiy 
means  by  which  a  better  state  of  things 
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might  be  introduced  into  Ireland,  and, 
amongst  other  matters,  he  suggested  the 
further  reclamation  of  waste  lands  and 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission  of 
men  of  the  highest  character,  who  would 
devote  their  time  gratuitously  to  carry- 
ing out  a  scheme  of  reclamation;  and 
then  Sir  Kobert  Peel  added — 

"  I  look  to  the  West  of  Ireland  in  perfect 
despair  if  the  present  state  of  things  is  to  con- 
tinae  to  exist." 

And,  further,  he  said — 

''  The  West  of  Ireland  afforded  opportuni. 
ties  for  improrement  which  no  other  part  of  the 
world  appeared  to  give." 

That  was  a  prophecy  made  in  1849,  and 
had  they  not  the  fulfilment  of  that 
prophecy  on  the  present  day,  These 
were  the  words  of  an  English  States- 
man, not  of  an  Irish  Member ;  and  here 
they  were  now,  because  of  the  interven- 
tion of  Dublin  Castle,  because  of  the 
manner  in  which  it  strangled  the  scheme 
passed  by  Parliament  in  1842 — ^here 
they  were  now,  in  the  present  day,  dis- 
cussing the  fulfilment  of  a  prophecy 
made  by  Sir  Eobert  Peel  so  far  back  as 
1649.  Well,  there  was  another  extract 
which  he  would  like  to  read  on  this  sub- 
ject. It  was  from  the  pen  of  a  man  who 
was,  perhaps,  the  greatest  authority  on 
the  question  of  land  in  Ireland,  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin ;  and  this  extract  stated 
that  there  were  in  Ireland  1,000,000 
acres  of  worthless  land,  because  it  was 
surcharged  with  water,  and  that  land 
would,  in  his  (Professor  Baldwin's)  opi- 
nion, by  judicious  drainage  repay  the 
outlay  upon  it  in  a  short  time.  Further 
on.  Professor  Baldwin  added,  that,  with 
a  mixed  system  of  husbandry  in  the 
land  reclaimed,  the  gross  yield  would  be 
three-fourths.  Now,  for  these  state- 
ments they  had  the  authority  of  a  man 
who  had  made  Irish  agriculture  a  life 
study,  a  man  to  whom  there  was  scarcely 
a  part  of  Ireland  which  was  unknown, 
who  had  been  into  nearly  every  cabin  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  and  what  that  au- 
thority proposed  was  exactly  what  Irish 
Representatives  had  been  for  years 
pressing  on  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
what  the  Irish  Bishops  were  press- 
ing on  the  Executive  in  Ireland;  and 
yet,  notwithstanding  all  these  combined 
efforts  to  press  these  matters  on  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  they  were  now 
met  with  nothing  more  than  what  he 
CQuld  not  help  describing  as  the  cowardly 


attempt  of  the  Government  to  avoid  the 
real  difficulties  of  the  question.  Now, 
the  Chief  Secretary,  in  his  speech  last 
night,  complained  that  some  news- 
papers described  him  visiting  the  dis- 
tressed districts  in  Donegal  in  a  close 
carriage,  with  the  blinds  pulled  down ; 
and  then  he  proceeded  to  say,  in  the  most 
jubilant  tones,  that  the  accusation  was 
wrong,  for  he  had  spent  three  days 
driving  through  the  country  on  an 
Irish  jaunting  car.  Well,  let  that  be 
admitted  ;  but  was  the  experience  of 
three  days  on  an  Irish  jaunting  oar 
an  experience  equal  to  the  life-long 
experience  of  Professor  Baldwin  ?  Did 
the  Chief  Secretary  presume  to  say  that 
the  experience  he  derived  from  a  ride 
for  three  days  on  an  Irish  jaunting  car 
was  sufficient  to  rebut  the  proposals  made 
by  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1842  and  1849— 
the  proposal  of  Professor  Baldwin,  the 
proposal  of  all  the  Bishops  of  Ireland, 
time  after  time  repeated,  and  the  proposal 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives  were  con- 
tinually pressing  on  the  attention  of  the 
House  ?  Was  it  not  heartbreaking  that 
a  doctrinaire,  because  he  had  the  ex- 
perience of  a  three  days'  drive  on  an 
outside  car  in  the  county  of  Donegal, 
should  on  that  account  set  up  his  opi- 
nion against  the  accumulated  opinions 
of  the  men  who  knew  Ireland  best,  and 
who  could  say  best  what  should  be  done 
on  this  question  of  distress  ?  For  him- 
self, he  could  not  understand  the  Chief 
Secretary  coming  forward  with  such  an 
explanation,  and  the  only  moral  he  could 
derive  from  it  would  be  this — the  utter 
condemnation  of  the  whole  system  of 
government,  as  it  was  called,  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  a  farce  rather  than  a 
Government  which  existed  in  Ireland 
in  the  present  day.  It  might  be  said 
that  it  was  not  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  the  works  proposed ; 
but  he  would  say  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
all  Governments  to  undertake  whatever 
was  necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the 
people  they  ruled,  and  he  would  place 
no  limit  on  their  duty  in  this  respect. 
If  they  would  ask  for  examples  of  Go- 
vernments that  had  so  acted,  let  them 
look  to  Holland  and  elsewhere.  Holland, 
because  of  its  reclamations,  had  a  pros- 
perous population  living  where  a  few 
years  ago  ships  were  suling ;  and,  for- 
sooth, this  rich  Empire  was  not  able  to 
undertake  a  similar  reclamation  in  Ire- 
land, even  for  the  purpose  of  saving 
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Btnrying  people  there.  Again,  Prussia 
reclaimed  1,000,000  acres  and  planted 
it  with  trees  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people ;  but  though  Prussia  was  not  as 
rich  as  England,  yet  Prussia  had  states- 
men, which  England  never  had,  at  least 
in  regard  to  questions  connected  with 
Ireland.  Three  days  on  an  Irish  jaunt- 
ing car  was  all,  it  would  appear,  that  an 
English  Statesman  required  to  solve  the 
difficult  problem  of  the  reclamation  of 
wasteland.  He  had  only  to  say,  again,  that 
he  regretted  very  much  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  The  courtesy,  the 
good  feeling,  the  kindliness  of  heart  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  he  would  admit ;  but 
he  felt  bound  to  say  that  his  speech, 
doctrinaire  as  it  was,  useless  as  it  was, 

Proposing  nothing,  solving  nothing,  had 
one,  he  was  sure,  when  read  in  Ireland 
that  morning,  more  harm  than  all  the 
speeches  for  which  men  were  now  suf- 
fering in  Irish  prisons. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  that  neither 
in  the  speech  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment,  nor  in  those  of  his  sup- 
porters, had  a  single  suggestion  been 
made  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
relieving  any  of  the  distress  prevalent 
in  Ireland.  The  first  and  more  import- 
ant question  was,  how  could  that  dis- 
tress be  alleviated ;  and  the  second,  what 
was  the  cause  of  the  distress  ?  Outdoor 
relief  might  be  at  once  dismissed  as  a 
remedy,  because  its  effect  would  be  to 
utterly  demoralize,  and  in  a  short  time 
to  ruin,  the  whole  agricultural  popula- 
tion. He,  therefore,  dismissed  that  sys- 
tem from  consideration.  Many  people 
thought  the  Government  ought  to  insti- 
tute public  works ;  but  public  works 
oould  be  set  going  only  in  a  very  few 
districts,  and  not  where  the  greatest 
destitution  existed.  Nor  was  it  likely 
that  the  Government  would  set  about 
draining  bogs  and  undertaking  the  re- 
clamation of  land,  which  would  require 
an  enormous  expenditure  to  bring  into 
and  keep  up  anything  approaching  a 
condition  which  might  be  called  arable. 
Public  works  would  only  give  partial 
and  transient  relief.  He  could  never 
bring  himself  to  have' anything  to  do 
with  Beclamation  of  Waste  Land  Bills. 
People  seemed  to  forget  that  the  soil  of 
the  country  had  been  occupied  and  tilled 
for  generations,  and,  therefore,  that  it 
was  almost  certain  that  there  was  not  a 
spot  which  could  be  grazed  which  had 
not  been  found  out.    ^y  waste  land,  he 

Mr.  MoUoy 


understood  land  of  which  the  present 
occupiers  made  no  use ;  and,  even  sup- 
posing it  were  taken  from  the  occupiers, 
they  would  insist  upon  compensation, 
and  another  result  of  dispossessing  them 
would  be  to  plant  upon  some  of  the 
most  wretched  land  in  Ireland  a  race  of 
cottiers  living  in  a  state  of  abject  poverty. 
Of  the  many  impracticable  proposals  of 
which  he  had  heard,  he  had  never  heard 
any  so  impracticable  as  what  was  called 
migration.     It  was  never  heard  of  until 
it  was  stated  by  Mr.  Parnell,  and  he 
never  heard  that  the  Bishops  or  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  in  favour  of  it. 
Migration  could  not  be  carried  out  with- 
out the  dispossessing  the  present  owners 
of  the  land.    If  they  put  people  on  bad 
land,  they  would  not  be  able  to  exist.  If 
they  attempted  to  take  good  land,  the 
result  would  be  civil  war.     He  still  be- 
lieved that  if  occupiers  had  good  terms 
and  security  of  tenure,  cultivation  of  the 
land  would  follow  naturally.     The  Land 
Act  of  1881  gave  occupiers  all  they  coald 
reasonably  expect;  and,  no  doubt,  within 
a  comparatively  limited  time  every'avail- 
able  acre  in  Ireland  would  be  brought 
into  a  state  of  profitable    cultivation. 
His  own  suggestion  for  the  relief  of  dis- 
tress was  suggested  by  its  cause,  and 
the  cause  furnished  the  justification  for 
the  remedy  he  would  apply.    Want  of 
employment  was  the  cause,  and  the  ne- 
coesity  for  emigration  rei/ted  upon  the 
undoubted  fact  that  there  was  not  the 
remotest  probability  of  that  cause  being 
diminished  in  any  appreciable  degree. 
He  would  enable  everyone  in  the  agri- 
cultural districts  who  desired  to  emigrate 
to  do  so,  provided  they  were  not  dis- 
qualified by  mental  orphysical  disability. 
He  could  understand  the  people  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  being  opposed  to  emi- 
gration as  a  measure  for  the  relief  of 
distress,  because  in  those  countries  dis- 
tress was  never  more  than  temporary  in 
its  character ;  but  he  oould  not  compre- 
hend their  being  opposed  to  it  if  no  one 
could  see  a  chance  in  the  future  of  the 
cause  of  the  distress  being  removed.  No 
one  would  go  away  who  saw  the  re- 
motest prospect  of  lives  of  even  tolerable 
comfort ;  but  only  those  who  saw  before 
them  the  prospect  of  semi-starvation. 
Multitudes  in  Lreland  were  desirons  to 
emigrate,  and  would  bless  the  Goveni- 
ment  that  sent  them  out.     Hundreds  of 
people  in  Killazney  district  had  applied 
to  him  with  re^;ard   to  the  qnestioD, 
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tlimldng  that  the  Land  Act  of  1881  pro- 
vided for  emigration,  and  they  had  ex- 
pfeerad  to  him  their  disappointment,  if 
not  amazement,  that  the  patriots  thought 
it  better  they  shouldremain  at  home,  half- 
starved,  and  wait  for  political  changes 
which  they  might  nerer  live  to  see.  It 
was  said  by  these  patriots  that  ''if  we 
had  the  management  of  our  own  affairs, 
there  would  be  no  necessity  for  emigra- 
tion." He  never  knew  whether  to  attri- 
bate  this  observation  to  ignorance,  or 
silliness,  or  sheer  audacity.  The  fact 
was,  if  the  theories  of  some  of  their 
great  patriots  were  to  be  carried  out,  the 
ahnost  immediate  result  of  Irish  legisla- 
tive independence  would  be  to  bring 
Ireland  down  to  one  dead  level  of  pau- 
perism. He  desired  to  see  a  better  state 
of  things^  but  he  knew  the  improvement 
must  be  gradual;  and  he  would  like 
anyone  to  indicate  by  what  immediate 
political  changes  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  to  be  placed  in  a  limited  period  in 
positions  of  comfort.  Ho  regretted  the 
GoYemment  had  not  acted  in  this  mat- 
ter with  their  usual  thoroughness  and 
enezgy.  They  appeared  to  have  listened 
to  the  theories  which  were  in  vog^e  on 
this  side  of  the  Channel  against  emigra- 
tion, and  to  have  been  afraid  of  clamour 
on  tiie  other.  All  that  had  been  done 
at  present  with  regard  to  emigration 
had  been  absolutely  useless.  Ho  hoped 
that  now  they  would  take  some  sys- 
tematic action  in  that  respect,  and  would 
give  the  thousands  of  suffering  people 
of  Ireland  the  only  possible  escape  from 
lives  of  misery. 

CoLoinsL  NOLAN  said,  that  he  should 
never  have  accused  the  Chief  Secretary 
of  going  through  the  country  with  the 
blinds  of  his  carriage  down,  and  it  was 
quite  evident  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech,  that  he  thoroughly 
realized  the  condition  of  the  people. 
He  did  not  think  any  Irish  Member 
would  quarrel  with  the  description 
which  the  right  hon  Gentleman  gave ; 
only  when  he  talked  of  people  sleeping 
with  their  pigs  and  their  fowls,  and  even 
tibeir  cattle,  he  forgot  to  add  that  many 
of  the  people  now  had  neither  fowls,  nor 
pigs,  nor  cattle.  It  was  quite  evident 
mm.  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  well  as  from  the  correspon- 
dence which  had  taken  place  between 
Ae  Local  Gk>Temment  Board  and  the 
Poor  Law  authorities,  what  the  policy 
(rf  the  GoTemment  was  to  be.    During 


the  last  Eecess  he  attended  the  meetings 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  in  his  neigh- 
bourhood, of  which  he  was  a  member, 
and  he  knew  the  train  of  thought 
which  ran  through  all  those  communica- 
tions, and  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary only  further  carried  out  the  spirit 
of  those  letters.  The  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  was  sorry  to  say,  was 
this,  that  they  wanted  they  people  to 
emigrate,  and  were  ready  to  use  this 
distress  as  a  means  of  furthering  emi- 
gration. He  did  not  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rejoiced  at  the  distress; 
but  the  Irish  Government  seemed  to 
rejoice  at  the  want  which  hurried  on  this 
emigration.  The  same  thing  had  been 
done  before.  He  remembered  reading 
of  a  man  at  a  public  meeting  who  said 
that  good  had  been  brought  about  by 
the  Irish  Famine  in  encouraging  emi- 
gration ;  whereupon  one  man  in  the 
room  called  out,  '*  Three  cheers  for  the 
Irish  Famine."  The  speech  of  the  right^ 
hon.  Gentleman  might  almost  be  said  to* 
be  in  that  spirit.  It  was  as  much  as  to 
say  that  the  country  would  have  to  be 
worse  before  it  was  better,  and  that  this 
extreme  want  would  force  the  people  to 
emigrate  in  large  numbers.  He  had  no 
objection  to  tne  Government  encour- 
aging emigration  in  every  possible  way, 
and  he  believed  that  the  emigrants 
ought  to  be  well  looked  after  when  they 
got  to  their  destination ;  but  what  he 
did  object  to  was,  that  present  and  future 
distress  should  be  used  to  hurry  on 
emigration  and  to  force  people  to  leave 
the  country  in  very  large  numbers. 
That  he  believed  to  be  the  policy  of  the 
present  Government — a  policy  so  cruel 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  got  back 
he  would  not  enforce  it,  but  would  try 
and  adopt  some  other  remedy.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke 
last  night  (Mr.  Bathbone)  that  there 
was  a  great  danger  in  taking  too  many 
people  out  at  once,  for  emigration  to  be 
effective  should  be  perfectly  natural. 
He  agreed,  too,  with  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  the  workhouses  in  Ireland  were 
large  enough  to  meet  any  demands  that 
might  be  made  upon  them ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  people  would  endure 
great  privations,  would  even  die  of 
diseases  contracted  by  want  of  food 
sooner  than  go  into  those  workhouses. 
He  could  not  quite  agree  with  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Colthurst) 
that  the  relaxation  of   the  workhouse 
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test  would  meet  all  the  difficulties  of  the 
case. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  :  What  I  in- 
tended to  convey  was,  that  the  abolition 
of  the  workhonse  test  was  the  first  step 
in  any  system  of  reform. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Although  in  a 
short  time  such  a  step  would  un- 
doubtedly become  necessary,  yet  the 
extension  of  outdoor  relief  would  lead 
to  a  large  number  of  people  being  pau- 
perized. It  was  the  opinion  of  a  very  large 
number  of  ratepayers  that  if  they  had 
to  pay  5«.  or  6«.  as  the  pound -rate  they 
would  be  driven  upon  the  rates  them- 
selves. There  had  oeen  a  g^eat  change 
in  the  Land  Laws  of  Ireland,  and  he 
thought  the  Government  ought  to  let 
the  country  go  on  for  three  or  four  years, 
and  so  try  their  own  measure,  and  try 
to  tide  over  the  present  difficulties. 
The  whole  mass  of  the  population  were 
not  very  poor  at  the  present  moment. 
There  were  a  large  number  of  the 
people  who  had  got  only  small  holdings, 
or  no  land  at  all,  and  these  men  were 
in  abject  poverty  or  on  the  verge  of 
starvation,  because  there  was  no  em- 
ployment. He  thought,  therefore,  the 
Gk)vernment  ought  to  come  forward 
with  some  scheme  of  public  works. 
They  need  not  be  of  a  very  expensive 
nature,  and  if  the  money  were  advanced 
in  the  form  of  loans  there  would  be  very 
little  absolute  loss.  The  question  of 
railways  and  tramways  might  be  gone 
into  at  once,  and  the  Government  should 
inaugurate  a  few  schemes  on  the  system 
adopted  in  France.  If  they  threw  them- 
selves with  any  energy  into  the  matter, 
a  large  amount  of  public  work  of  a  re- 
munerative and  necessary  character 
would  be  at  once  provided.  Emigration 
had,  in  fact,  become  necessary  only  be- 
cause no  employment  was  given.  An- 
other class  of  work  that  might  be 
undertaken  was  the  reclamation  of  waste 
and  flooded  land,  work  which  he  believed 
no  one  but  a  Government  could  pro- 
perly undertake.  They  could  appoint 
officials  in  districts  where  drainage  was 
required,  for  the  present  system,  under 
existing  local  public  bodies,  was  only 
permissive,  and  therefore  inadequate. 
The  Government  itself — and  when  he 
used  that  term  he  meant  Government 
for  the  last  15  years  or  so — were  to 
blame  for  a  good  deal  of  the  distress 
which  existed.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  Ireland  was  better  suited  for 
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grass  than  anything  else;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  land  in  grass  required 
very  little  labour  and  very  little  manage- 
ment.    The  reasons   why  he    thought 
the  Government  to  blame  were  two— one 
simple,   and  the  other  more  complex. 
The  first  reason  was  that  until  the  Land 
Act  a  landlord  had  a  good  many  legal 
advantages  by  keeping  his  land  in  grass, 
and  the  natural  consequence  was  that  a 
great  deal  of  land  tolerably  suited  for 
tillage  never  got  cultivated  at  aU.    The 
present  Land  Act  placed  g^aas  land  on 
somewhat  different  terms ;  but  as  it  only 
applied  to  new  lettings,   and  as  new 
lettings  were  very  few,  it  would  take  a 
loDg  time  to  operate.    The  second  reason 
was  that  grass  land,  giving  the  owner 
less  trouble  of  management,  it  was  the 
more  easy  for  the  landlord  to  spend  all 
his  time  out  of  the  country,  more  espe* 
cially  as  no  advantages  were  offered  to 
tempt  people  to  reside  in  the  country. 
It  was  true  that  small  holders  went  to 
the  other  extreme ;  but  there  were  vast 
tracts  in  the  counties  of  Galway,  Bos- 
common,  and  Mayo  entirely  given  over 
to  grass.    In  his  opinion,  however,  it 
would  be  much  better  for  the  country  if 
more  land  was  tilled,  although  he  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  improbable  Ireland 
would   ever  be  a  great  corn-growing 
country.      The  right    hon.   Gentleman 
dwelt  very  much  last  night  on  the  point 
that  English  taxpayers  were  asked  to  pay 
money  to  keep  the  Irish  people.     If  that 
were  so,  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  would  feel 
a  sense  of  humiliation ;  but  for  the  last 
10  years  the  Government  had  been  re- 
peatedly challenged  in  that  House  to 
g reduce  an  Irish  balance  sheet,  and  they 
ad  never  done  so.     He  believed  the 
taxpayers  in  Ireland  contributed  alto- 
gether about  £7,400,000  or  £7,500,000 
a  year.     The  cost  of  the  Army  and  Con- 
stabulary— ^he  did  not  include  the  wea- 
pons and  the  expenses  of  training,  but 
the  actual  cost  of  maintenance  alone,  to- 
gether with  the  several  other  things,  such 
as  education — did  not  amount  to  more 
than  £3,000,000.     There  was  another 
£1,000,000  or  £2,000,000  spent  in  extra 
military  force,  which  would  not  be  re- 
quired in  a  happier  condition  of  the  coun- 
try.   All  the  Irish  people  asked  for  was  a 
loan   of  £2,000,000  for  three   or  four 
years,  on  the  security  of  the  resources  of 
the  country,  until  the  Land  Act  had  had 
time  to  work.    That  was  a  very  mode- 
rate request.      But  then  the  English 
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people  would  say  that  Ireland  ought  to 
contribute  to  the  expenses  of  the  general 
policy  of  England,  inasmuch  as  she 
shared  in  all  the  advantages  and  the 
g^oiy  of  foreigpi  victories'  and  foreign 
arrangements.  But  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  be  asked  to  pay  for  the 
military  victories  of  England,  many  of 
vhich  were  undertaken  for  commercial 
purposes  in  which  Ireland  had  no  in- 
terest. At  any  rate,  they  ought  not  to 
be  asked  to  pay  for  them  until  they  were 
in  a  better  position.  It  was  true  that 
outdoor  relief  and  charitable  funds  could 
not  be  administered  without  a  certain 
amount  of  demoralization ;  but  a  system 
of  useful  public  works  which  paid,  or 
very  nearly  paid  for  themselves,  would 
not  produce  that  evil,  and  it  was  to  this 
matter  that  the  Government  should  turn 
its  eaniest  attention. 

Mr.  cobby  said,  that,  as  an  Ulster 
Conservative  Member,  he  desired  to 
place  his  views  before  the  House.  He 
could  not  at  all  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  King's  County  (Mr.  Molloy) 
that  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
last  night  would  have  a  bad  effect  upon 
Ireland.  On  the  contrary,  it  would 
show  those  who  were  waiting  for  out- 
door relief  and  schemes  for  public 
works,  that  they  had  nothing  to  hope 
from  the  Government.  He  (Mr.  Corry) 
believed  that  the  speech  would  do  a 
great  deal  of  good,  especially  to  those 
who  had  the  real  interests  of  Ireland  at 
heart.  The  distress  in  Ireland  was  a 
subject  which  must  occupy  the  attention 
of  everyone  who,  like  him,  had  lived  all 
his  life  in  the  country.  He  could  not 
bnt  feel,  when  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
speaking  of  the  wretched  hovels  he  had 
visited  in  Donegal,  that  he  himself  had 
precisely  the  same  impression  made  on 
his  mind  the  first  time  he  travelled  in 
the  West.  One  thing  struck  him,  how- 
ever, and  that  was  the  healthy  appear- 
ance of  the  children.  If  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary had  gone  into  some  of  the  dis- 
tricts in  Donegal  on  a  Sunday  and  seen 
the  people  going  to  their  places  of  wor- 
ship, he  would  have  been  struck  with 
the  difference  in  their  appearance  from 
that  presented  on  his  recent  visit.  With 
respect  to  the  measures  enumerated  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  as  forming  the  Irish 
ftogramme  of  the  Session,  they  were 
not  Hkely,  on  the  whole,  to  be  produc- 
tive 'of  any  great  conflict  of  opinion ; 
but  there  was  at  least  one  of  them  which 


would  provoke  considerable  criticism. 
The  system  of  outdoor  relief  such  as 
was  e,dvocated  by  popular  Members,  as 
they  called  themselves  in  Ireland,  he 
felt  very  strongly  would  be  the  ruination 
of  Ireland.  He  had  had  some  experi- 
ence of  a  relief  fund,  and  he  must  say 
that  even  in  Belfast,  without  a  test,  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  prevent  the 
absolute  demoralization  of  the  people. 
From  the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary he  was  pleased  to  notice  that  the 
Government  were  taking  the  right  step, 
that  nothing  was  to  be  expected  from 
them  in  the  way  of  extending  outdoor 
relief,  and  that  the  workhouse  test  was 
the  right  test  that  should  be  imposed. 
The  instances  given  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary of  how  local  government  was  under- 
stood by  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland 
would  show  the  House  that  any  exten- 
sion in  that  direction  at  the  present  time 
would  be  disastrous.  The  fact  that  in 
some  cases  the  Board  of  Guardians  had 
had  to  be  dissolved  and  administrators 
appointed  by  the  Local  Govei*nment 
Board  was  not  a  hopeful  augury  of  the 
success  of  any  such  scheme  for  the  ex- 
tension of  local  self-government.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  had  stated  that  loyalty  was  no 
better  in  Ulster  than  in  the  other  parts 
of  Ireland ;  but  he  (Mr.  Corry)  knew 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  loyalty  of 
that  Province  the  government  of  the 
country  would  be  even  more  difficult 
than  it  was  at  present.  It  was  the  self- 
reliance  and  industry  of  Ulster  that  made 
it  so  different  from  any  other  part  of  the 
country;  and  while  it  was  a  fact  that 
many  of  the  manufacturers  there  could 
employ  more  hands  at  their  works,  those 
who  lived  on  the  shores  of  the  Atlantic 
were  not  fitted  for  that  kind  of  work. 
He  should  like  to  see  industries  scattered 
over  the  country;  but  until  they  had 
some  guarantee  that  capital  would  be 
safe  they  could  not  look  for  this  being 
done.  If  the  Covemment  gave  assist- 
ance by  way  of  loans  in  promoting  rail- 
ways and  tramways,  it  would  be  of  g^eat 
advantage  to  the  country.  The  Treasury 
had  been  too  stringent  in  its  regulations 
with  reference  to  some  of  these  loans, 
and  they  could  not  do  better  than  relax 
them  somewhat. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  four  Eepresentatives  of  maritime 
constituencies — County  Cork,  County 
Mayo,  County  Galway,  and  Tralee— had 
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not  mentioned  the  means  of  employing 
the  public  money  which  would  be  most 
advantageous  to  that  part  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  who  lived  near  the  sea 
coast.  Nothing  was  more  desirable 
than  that  the  expenditure  should  be,  if 
possible,  of  a  reproductive  character, 
and  no  expenditure  he  believed  would 
be  more  remunerative  than  that  which 
was  devoted  to  increasing  the  fishing 
capabilities  of  the  country.  The  He- 
ports  of  the  Fishery  Inspectors  showed 
that  there  was  great  need  of  increased 
harbour  accommodation  for  the  fisheries, 
and  that  very  good  results  would  follow 
from  an  outlay  for  that  purpose.  A 
Committee  had  reported  upon  the  eligi- 
bility of  70  sites,  and  groat  hopes  were 
entertained  that  the  Government  would 
make  a  substantial  grant.  It  had  now, 
however,  been  announced  that  £3,200 
only  would  this  year  be  applied  to  har- 
bour extension.  That  was  but  a  drop 
in  the  ocean ;  about  £200,000  sterling 
was  required  at  the  least.  With  respect 
to  emigration,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power),  that  if  emigration 
was  to  do  any  good  the  holdings  from 
which  families  had  been  removed  must 
be  consolidated  and  prevented  from  again 
being  sub-divided.  There  were  several 
causes  to  account  for  the  depressed  state 
of  Irish  ag^culture.  In  the  first  place, 
Ireland  suffered  from  want  of  sun  fully 
as  much  as  any  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  According  to  an  eminent  as- 
tronomer, a  hole  had  been  burnt  in  the 
sun  since  the  creation,  into  which  ten 
worlds  at  least  could  be  thrown.  If  this 
went  on,  it  would  some  day,  like  the 
moon,  become  a  burnt-out  cinder.  When 
that  change  should  have  been  effected  the 
inhabitants  of  the  earth  would  either  be 
frozen  or  drowned.  The  power  of  the 
sun  was  really  decreasing  very  rapidly, 
and  the  yield  of  crops  was  insufficient 
in  consequence.  Another  factor  to  be 
taken  into  account  when  considering  the 
gloomy  prospects  of  Irish  agriculture 
was  American  competition  ;  and  we  were 
threatened^with  competition  from  a  fresh 
quarter — namely,  Canada.  The  Pacific 
Bailway  would  soon  bring  within  the 
reach  of  civilization  millions  of  fertile 
acres.  One  most  fertile  belt  of  land  to 
which  that  railway  would  give  access 
was  1,000  miles  long  and  300  miles 
broad.  When  the  resouroes  of  Canada 
should  bo  fully  developed,  it  would  be 
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difficult  to  measure  the  loss  to  the  agri- 
cultural population  of  Ireland.     At  the 
present  moment  in  Connemara,  Mayo, 
and  other  districts,  the  people  were  in 
such  a  hopeless  state  of  misery  that  if 
land  were  g^ven  to  them  for  nothing  they 
could  not  support  themselves  properly. 
In  the  districts  to  which  he  referred  the 
misery  of  the  people  even  in  good  times 
was  more  hopeless  than  anywhere  else. 
Thousands  of  people  during  the  greater 
part  of  the  year  never  tasted  a  cbop  of 
milk  and  existed  on  bad  potatoes.  What 
that  meant  would  be  better  understood 
when  it  was  remembered  that  physiolo- 
gists laid  down  that  in  order  to  obtain  suf- 
ficient nourishment  out  of  potatoes  a  man 
must  consume  1 4  lbs.  of  them  per  (/i>m, 
but  that  it  was  impossible  for  any  man 
to  consume  more  than  5  lbs.  in  that  time. 
He  was  now  about   to  say  something 
which  he  knew  would  be  received  with 
dissatisfaction  in  Ireland.     He  bad  said 
many  things  in  the  past  to   please  his 
constituency;   but  he  was  now  under 
notice   to  quit,    as   the   hon.  Member 
below  him  (Mr.  Hichard  Power)  knew 
uncommonly    well,    and    he    intended 
unhesitatingly  to  speak  the  truth.    As 
long  as  he  was  a  little  popular,  he  was  to 
a  g^eat^extent  tongue-tied,  but  he  did  not 
intend  to  be  so  any  longer.     His  advice 
to  his  countrymen  who  intended  to  emi- 
grate was  that  they  should  emigrate  to 
British  America.    He  had  been  over  the 
whole  of  the  United  States  and  over  the 
whole  of  Canada,  and  he  had  found  that 
in  the  latter  country    the  Irish    were 
treated  with  infinitely  more  consideration 
than  in  the  former,  both  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  people.    In  the  United 
States,  Irishmen  who  were  unwilling  that 
their  children  should  receive  the  State 
education,   which,    in    the    opinion  of 
Boman  Catholics,  was  a  godless  educa- 
tion, were  nevertheless  compelled  to  pay 
the  education  tax.     In  British  America 
the  case  was  very  different.     If  they  did 
not  avail  themselves  of  the  State  educa- 
tion, they  were  allowed  the  tax  to  educate 
their  children  as  they  pleased.  There  the 
Dominion  Qovemment  took  great  care 
of  emigrants.    In  the  United  States  the 
contrary  was  the  case,  and  but  for  the 
association  over  which  Mr.  Tuke  pre- 
sided, and  similiar  societies,  emigrants 
would  often  be  placed  in  very  difficult 
positions.  Nothing  could  be  more  absurd 
than  to  put  poor  emigrants  from  Sh'go, 
Kerry,  or  Boscommon,  into  possession  of 
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land  immediately  upon  their  arrival  in 
America.      He  had  himself  seen  some 
30  or  40  families  who  were  each  given  160 
acres  of    land  in  Minnesota,  and  who 
did  not  know  what  to  do  with  it.    The 
land,  in  fact,  was  a  white  elephant  to 
them.     One  of  these  settlers  told  him 
that  at  home  he  spent  half   his  time 
in  idling  outside  his  house  door,  and  the 
other  half  in  fighting  with  the  landlord. 
What  could  such  men  know  about  farm- 
ing ?    The  Oanadian  Government,  see- 
ing the  disadvantage  of  giving  [land  to 
emigrants   immediately  after  their  ar- 
rival, proposed  to  convey  them  to  On- 
tario, where  work  would  be  g^ven  them, 
for  which  they  would  get  £40  a-year 
and  their  maintenance,  and  after  some 
time,   when  they  should  have  acquired 
Colonial  experience,  each  man  would  be 
given  160  acres  of  land  in  the  GreatWest. 
^Aggoi^ted  ideas  prevailed  about  the 
inclemency  of  the  weather  in  the  West. 
It  was  true  that  it  was  very  cold  there, 
and  at  one  time  this  year  the  thermo- 
meter stood  at  50  degrees  below  zero.  But 
the  dryness  of  the  atmosphere  rendered 
the  country  healthy,  and  as  a  proof  that 
it  was  BO  he  might  state  that  the  des- 
cendants of  the  settlers  who  went  there 
at    the    instigation    of   Lord    Selkirk 
many    years    affo  were    some    of   the 
finest  people  whom  he  had  ever  seen. 
A  great  number  of  emigrants  had  told 
him  that    they  preferred    the  climate 
of  Manitoba  and  the  West  to  that  of 
their  own  country.     In  Manitoba  the 
people  were  compelled  by  law  to  be  total 
abstainers,   and    many  physicians  had 
told  him  that,  in  spite  of  the  cold,  they 
had  never  even  had  occasion  to  order 
their  patients  to  take  alcohol  medicinally. 
For  the  reasons  which  he  had  stated,  he 
trusted  that  in  future  a  fair  number  of 
emigrants  would  be  directed  to  British 
America ;  and,  in  conclusion,  he  desired 
to  lay  stress  upon  the  fact  that  it  was  a 
great  mistake  to  suppose  that  all  emi- 
grants ought  to  be  provided  with  land 
AB  soon  as  they  landed  in  America. 

Ma.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  felt  very 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  dis- 
train Ireland  did  not  prevail  generally ; 
hut  it  was  well  known  that  the  people 
of  Donegal,  parts  of  the  County  of  Cork, 
and  parts  of  Kerry,  were  in  very  great 
distress ;  in  fact,  it  was  as  bad  as  in  1879. 
He  was  astonished  to  hear  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
say  in  his  speech  on  the  previous  even- 
ing that  he  had  no  remedy  to  offer  for 
the  distress  except  the  workhouse.  Bad 
as  the  Conservative  Party  were,  he  did 
not  think  they  would  allow  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  die  of  starvation,  which  many 
of  them  would  undoubtedly  do  rather 
than  enter  the  workhouse.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
knew  very  Httle  of  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  on  the  subject  of  the 
workhouse  test,  or  he  woula  not  have 
made  that  statement.  From  his  (Mr. 
0' Sullivan's)  experience,  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  there  were  widows  and 
children  who  would  have  starved  to- 
gether in  their  miserable  hovels  rather 
than  become  paupers.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  idea  of  the  pride  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  this  matter  of 
the  workhouse.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  no  idea  of  the  spirit  of  pride 
which  these  poor  people  nad,  or  their 
hatred  of  becoming  paupers.  Had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  any  experience 
how  children  reared  in  workhouses 
turned  out,  and  what  bad  members  of 
society  they  became?  Surely,  had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  known  the  de- 
moralizing effect  of  the  workhouse  on 
Irish  children,  he  would  not  have  en- 
couraged the  idea  of  workhouse  relief  to 
children  as  he  had  done  on  this  occasion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  afraid,  if 
he  gave  additional  powers  to  Guardians, 
he  would  increase  the  tax  on  the  rates. 
He  foimd  that,  as  a  general  rule,  the 
majority  of  Guardians  were  reluctant  to 
relieve  even  the  worst  cases.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  givo 
the  people  relief,  he  might  at  least  give 
them  employment.  There  were  many 
ways  of  doing  so.  There  was  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands.  Let  the  Go- 
vernment give  the  power  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  make  advances  by  way 
of  loans  of  such  an  amoimt  of  money  as 
they  might  see  fit  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
claiming waste  lands.  They  would  see 
the  great  amount  of  good  that  would  do 
in  many  ways.  It  would  give  employ- 
ment to  the  people,  it  would  reclaim 
waste  lands,  it  would  ultimately  make 
additional  homes  for  the  people  who 
had  no  homes  at  present.  There  were 
many  parts  of  Ireland  with  thousands 
and  thousands  of  acres  lying  waste  at  pre- 
sent which,  if  planted  with  trees,  would 
repay  the  outlay  threefold.    Then  there 
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was  another  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  g^ve  relief.  If 
the  Government  would  grant  loans  to 
small  tenants  under  £10  valuation,  they 
would  be  enabled  to  improve  their  land, 
and  it  would  give  employment  to  them- 
selves and  their  families  as  well  as  im- 
proving the  general  wealth  of  the 
country.  Many  things  would  be  done 
with  these  loans,  and  there  would  not  be 
the  slightest  danger  of  their  not  being 
repaid.  The  Government  might  also 
do  something  to  forward  arterial  drain- 
age, which  was  so  badly  wanted  in  many 
parts  of  the  country.  In  Ulster  there 
were  thousands  of  acres  going  to  waste 
for  want  of  £20,000  or  £30,000.  He 
was  quite  sure  if  the  Government  would 
lend  that  sum  on  easy  terms,  it  would 
bring  in  £7,000  or  £8,000  a-year  to  the 
farmers,  and  in  a  few  years  the  capital 
and  interest  would  be  repaid.  This  was 
only  one  of  the  many  ways  in  which 
employment  could  be  given  to  the  people 
without  any  loss  to  the  Government  or 
ratepayers.  Then  there  was  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Act.  Not  a  word  had 
been  said  by  the  Government  as  to  the 
amendment  of  that  Act,  though  it  was 
80  urgently  wanted.  That  part  of  the 
Act  dealing  with  leaseholders  was  very 
badly  in  need  of  amendment.  Anyone 
who  knew  Ireland  could  not  be  unaware 
of  the  dissatisfied  condition  of  the  lease- 
holders. A,  By  and  C,  simply  because 
they  had  no  leases,  might  have  their  rents 
reduced  from  20  to  30  per  cent,  while 
another  man,  because  he  was  industrious 
and  had  more  capital,  was  obliged  to 
pay  largely  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the 
land  in  the  district.  There  was  nothing 
more  calculated  to  make  the  people  dis- 
satisfied and  disloyal  than  this.  He 
knew  many  leaseholders  who  could  not 
have  paid  their  rent  had  it  not  been  for 
the  aid  they  received  from  other  sources. 
In  the  county  which  he  represented  and 
in  the  County  Cork,  there  were  many 
poor  tenants  who  had  given  notice  to 
the  Court  for  a  re-valuation  of  their  land 
nine  and  even  12  months  since,  and  the 
case's  had  not  yet  been  heard.  These 
people  were  satisfied  that  they  would 
receive  a  reduction  of  from  30  to  40  per 
cent,  and  yet  they  had  to  live  into  the 
second  year  since  the  passing  of  the  Act 
at  a  rack  rent  owing  to  their  cases  not 
having  been  decided.  He  thought  one 
remark  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  ought 
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not  to  go  uncontradicted.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  taxpayers 
of  England  had  on  many  occasions  come 
forward  to  relieve  the  poor  of  Ireland. 
He  had  been  nine  or  ten  years  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  he  did  not 
know  any  occasion  upon  which  the  Eng- 
lish taxpayers  had  been  called  upon 
to  assist  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of 
the  Seeds  Loan ;  but  he  omitted  to  tell 
the  House  that  the  Seeds  Loan  had  to  be 
paid  back  again.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  the  right  to  tell  the  House 
that  the  English  taxpayer  was  relieved 
.by  the  Irish  Church  Fund,  and  by  the 
Maynooth  Grant ;  so  that  the  case  lay 
the  other  way.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man admitted  that  he  saw  misery  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  ;  but,  in  spite  of 
what  he  saw,  he  admitted  that  he  had 
no  remedy  to  propose  except  the  work- 
house. He  knew  the  poor  people  of 
Ireland,  and  he  knew  that  thousands 
would  die  of  starvation  in  their  miser- 
able homes  sooner  than  accept  the  shel- 
ter of  the  workhouse. 

Mr.  J.  N.  EICHARDSON  said,  that 
he  had  voted  against  the  two  Amend- 
ments which  had  already  been  proposed 
on  this  subject  to  the  Address ;  but  he 
had  extreme  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  which  had  now  been  brought 
forward.    He  believed  it  to  contain  mat> 
ter  which  might  well,  indeed,  be  debated 
in  the  House,  and  he  could  only  regret 
that  the  time  occupied  in  debating  those 
previously  moved  had  not  been  devoted 
to  the  debating  of  the  Amendment  now 
before    the    House.     The   Amendment 
might  be  divided  into  two  or  three  parts. 
It  pointed  out  that  no  allusion  was  made 
in  the  Speech  on  the  subject  of  local  or 
county  government,  and  on  the  subject 
of  amendments  to  the  Land  Act.    The 
matter  of  distress  had  been  bo  fuUy  and 
ably  alluded  to  by  the  Irish  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  his  duty  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  in  speaicing  upon  it,  except, 
perhaps,  to  allude  to  what  fell  from  his 
two  hon.  Friends  opposite.    He  listened 
with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Waterford 
(Mr.  Blake),  and  was  delighted  to  hear 
him  declare  that  from  that  time  forward 
he  meant  to  speak  the  truth  in  the  House 
— not  that  he  meant  to  insinuate  for  a 
moment  that  he  had  ever  heard  him  say 
anything  which  was  not  true — and  he 
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only  alluded  to  the  matter  for  the  pur- 
pose of  sayings  that  he,  too,  intended  in 
futare  to  fearleselj  speak  the  truth  in 
that  House.  If  the  Government,  from 
the  remarks  which  had  been  made  in 
the  course  of  that  debate,  saw  their  way 
to  instruct  an  officer  of  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board  to  come  forward  with  a 
ttheme  for  the  relief  of  the  distress,  or 
if  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lnd  of  the  Treasury  could  see  his  way 
to  bring  forward  a  loan,  he  would  re- 
spectfully impress  upon  the  Chief  Secre- 
taxy  for  Ireland  that  he  did  not  think 
the  money  could  be  better  spent  or  de- 
TOted  to  a  better  purpose  than  to  the 
purpoee  so  well  advocated  by  his  hon. 
Friend — namely,  in  the  erection  of 
fishery  piers  around  the  coast  of  Ireland. 
He  did  not  altogether  agree  with  the 
speech  which  had  been  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Corry) ; 
but  there  was  one  part  of  it  which  he 
would  like  to  emphasize  if  he  could. 
It  was,  that  if  there  were  more  con- 
fidence in  some  parts  of  Ireland,  there 
was  an  abundance  of  capital  in  England 
and  Scotland — he  would  go  further, 
there  was  an  abundance  of  capital  in 
Ulster  itself — to  promote  industries  in  the 
other  parts  of  Ireland.  If  there  existed 
in  England  and  Scotland,  or  in  Ulster,  a 
little  more  confidence  that  a  fair  com- 
mercial return  for  capital  invested  would 
not  be  interfered  with  by  agitation,  he 
believed  that  capital  would  be  forth- 
coming. Knowing  something  of  the 
state  of  trade  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
he  believed  hon.  Gentlemen  would  bear 
him  out  in  saying  that  they  had  not  too 
many  workers  at  the  present  time  to 
conduct  that  trade.  There  were  two 
ways  of  supplying  the  want  of  the 
workers — one  was  to  bring  the  workers 
to  the  work,  and  the  other  was  to  take 
the  work  to  the  workers.  He  believed 
that  under  the  special  circumstances  of 
the  linen  trade,  and  knowing  that  shel- 
tered valleys,  away  from  large  towns, 
with  water  power,  were  pre-eminently 
suited  for  the  erection  of  linen-weaving 
factories,  considerable  capital  would  be 
distributed  throughout  Ireland  in  the 
erection  of  factories,  if  the  ,hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  professed  to  be  leaders  of 
the  people  would  sternly  and  boldly 
lay  —  ''  We  must  have  no  agitation 
directed  against  trade."  In  a  speech 
vhich  some  of  them  might  have  read, 
the  American  people  had  been  asked  to 


*'  Boycott "  Irish  linen.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  the  Americans  "  Boycotted  *'  the 
linen ;  but  still  it  showed  the  tone  and  * 
temper  of  some  people,  and  such  a  sug- 
gestion would  have  the  effect  of  prevent- 
ing English  or  Scotch  capital  flowing 
into  Ireland.  He  would  like  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  amendment  of  the  Land 
Act.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber (Sir  John  Hay)  stated  on  the  pre- 
vious night  that  he  was  sick  of  the 
Irish  Land  Question.  He  heard  that 
statement  without  the  slightest  surprise. 
He  was  not  surprised  that  English  and 
Scotch  Members  were  sick  of  the  Irish 
Land  Question,  and  he  could  assure  them 
that  they  were  not  as  sick  of  it  as  the 
Irish  Members  themselves  were  —  at 
least,  on  his  side  of  the  House — and  on 
the  Benches  occupied  by  Conservative 
Members.  They  would  gladly  allow  the 
question  to  rest ;  and  he  should  be  con- 
tent to  retire  to  the  Back  Benches  to 
listen  to  the  racy  humour  with  which 
Scottish  subjects  were  always  discussed. 
But  their  duty  to  their  constituents  com- 
pelled them  to  continue  bringing  it  be- 
fore the  attention  of  the  House.  All 
that  the  tenantry  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land required  in  the  amendment  of  the 
Land  Act  was  that  what  he  believed 
was  the  intention  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  what  he  believed  was  the  intention 
of  the  Liberal  Party,  should  be  carried 
into  effect.  He  would  not  read  any 
extracts  from  the  Prime  Minister's 
speeches,  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  always 
kept  every  one  of  his  pockets  stuffed 
with  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
made  a  very  remarkable  simile  in  intro- 
ducing the  Land  Bill  in  1881,  to  which 
he  would  refer.  It  was  this — he  likened 
the  Land  Bill  to  a  policeman,  who  should 
be  within  reach  of  every  person  who 
was  in  danger — of  unfair  rent ;  and  all 
they  asked  at  the  present  time  was  that 
every  tenant  should  really  be  brought 
within  reach  of  the  Act.  At  the  present 
time  two  classes  of  men  were  within 
hail  of  it,  but  they  were  not  within 
reach  of  the  Court.  One  of  them  was 
the  class  of  leaseholders.  A  very  large  . 
and  important  class  of  those  men,  he 
submitted,  deserved  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  What  was  the  position 
in  which  they  found  themselves  ?  A  man, 
on  account  of  continued  good  character, 
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and  on  account  of  being  a  favoured  man, 
and  with  a  desire  to  protect  himself 
» against  a  change  of  policy  on  the  part 
of  a  future  landlord,  had  taken  out  a  lease 
in  perpetuity  at  £100.  Owing  to  the 
altered  state  of  the  law,  he  found  him- 
self for  ever  tied  to  pay  £100  a-year, 
when  his  neighbour,  with  not  so  good  a 
character,  and  who  a  few  years  ago 
would  not  have  been  favoured  as  he 
was,  had  his  rent  fixed  at  a  fair  calcula- 
tion of  £76.  But  the  leaseholder  found 
himself  in  a  worse  position  still.  If  fur- 
ther facilities  were  given  for  the  pur- 
chase of  property  by  tenants— and,  see- 
ing that  a  scheme  of  that  kind  had  been 
mentioned  by  right  hon.  Oentlemen  on 
the  Opposition  Bench,  he  thought  it 
probable  that  some  further  legislation 
would  take  place  in  that  direction — a 
direction  tending  to  create  every  occu- 
pier an  owner — where  would  the  per- 
pertual  leaseholder  find  himself?  He 
would  find  himself  in  this  position,  that 
at  the  end  of  52  years  he  would  have 
paid  £5,200,  and  remain  still  a  tenant; 
whilst  the  man  who  had  not  taken  out  a 
perpetual  lease  obtained  his  holding,  got 
his  rent  reduced  immediately,  paid  a 
less  rent,  and  at  the  end  of  52  years  be- 
came the  owner  of  his  own  property. 
Having  regard  to  that  state  of  things, 
he  was  not  surprised  that  the  lease- 
holders should  look  to  the  House  for 
redress.  He  must  say  that  he  was  dis- 
appointed with  the  speech  of  Lord  Car- 
lingford  in  ''  another  place."  There 
were  two  Bills  to  be  brought  in  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Land  Act  this  Session 
— one  from  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House,  and  one  by  Irish  Members  sitting 
opposite.  He  should  have  frequent  op- 
portunities of  expressing  his  views  on 
the  subject,  and  would  not,  therefore, 
detain  the  House.  Before  sitting  down, 
however,  he  should  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  impressing  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  desirability  of  rounding  off 
the  comers  of  the  Land  Act.  In  view 
of  a  large  number  of  Home  Eule  candi- 
dates being  returned  at  the  next  General 
Election,  he  would  suggest  to  the  Go- 
vernment the  necessity  of  amending  the 
Land  Act,  so  that  there  would  be  nothing 
but  sentimental  g^evances  to  agitate 
over  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  M^COAN  said,  he  thought  the 
whole  subject  of  this  Amendment  had 
received  a  very  incomplete  measure  of 
attention  from  the  Government,  and  one 
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of  the  points  he  specially  referred  to  was 
the  relief  of  distress.  Although  that  had 
been  the  principal  topic  to  which  hon. 
Members  had  addressed  themselves,  yet 
he  did  not  think  that  the  real  urgency  of 
the  question  had  been  sufficiently  pressed 
upon  the  Government.    The  speeoh  of 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the    Chief 
Secretary  had  so  completely  proved  the 
existence  of  very  severe  distress  along 
the  Western  Coast  of  Ireland,  as  to  dis- 
pense with  need  of  any  further  argu- 
ment or  evidence  about  the  fact.    But, 
while  he  recognized  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary made  out  that  case  to  demonstra- 
tion, he  regretted  deeply  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  thrown  out  no  hint 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  take  immediate  steps  for  the  relief 
of  the  distress.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  dealt  with  some  of  the  argu- 
ments of  previous  speakers,  and  showed 
that  there  was  much  to  be  said  agaiust 
a  system  of  outdoor  relief;  but  he  seemed 
to  confine  his  own  view  of  the  possi- 
bilities of  what  might  be  done  to  the  sole 
remedy  of  emigration.  He  (Mr.  M'Coau) 
was  not  one  of  those  who  had  an  in- 
superable objection  to  a  well-regulated 
scheme  of  emigration.     He  thought  it 
might  bo  tried  usefully  and  with  great 
advantage  to  the  people  themselves,  be- 
cause they  all  knew  that  if  many  of  the 
suffering  peasantry  of  the  West  of  Ire- 
land had  their  small  patches  of  land  for 
nothing,  they  were  not  sufficient  to  sup- 
port thom.     Little  or  nothing  was  to  be 
done  by  migration — that  he  regarded  as 
an  impracticable  method  ;  bo  &at  there 
only    remained    emigration,    which  he 
thought  would  afford  greater  and  ulti- 
mately more  adequate  relief  than  any 
other  remedy  that  could  be  applied.    So 
far  as  he  understood  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  he  had  not  attempted 
to  grapple  with  the  fact — that  there  was 
existing  starvation  in  the  country  which 
it  was* the  first  duty  of  any  Government  to 
relieve  and  prevent.    There  were  two 
primary  obligations  of  a  (Government— 
to  relieve  famine  where  it  existed,  and 
to  suppress  and  punish  crime.  As  to  the 
extent  to  which  the  Government  had 
discharged  its  obligation  in  the  latter 
regard,  he  confessed  it  had  his  approval 
and  would  have  his  dupport ;  and  if  the 
Crimes  Act  were  again  before  the  IIouso, 
ho  would  give  it  his  vote;  but  he  re- 
garded it  as  an  obligation  of  equal  force 
to  press  upon  the  Government  to  afford 
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relief  to  bucIi  distress  as  now  unhappily 
existed  in  the  Western  counties  of  Ire- 
land. It  was  idle  to  talk  of  theories 
of  indoor  relief  and  outdoor  relief,  when 
they  had  the  fact  before  them  that  there 
were  thousands  of  families  sustaining 
life  on  seaweed  and  such  like  garbage. 
Such  a  state  of  things  was  not  only  a 
scandal  to  the  Government,  but  an 
outrage  on  our  whole  civilization ;  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  in  the 
teeth  of  any  and  every  economical  law,  to 
at  once  put  its  hand  into  its  pocket 
and  give  the  necessary  relief.  They  had 
had  a  promise  from  the  Chief  Secretary 
during  the  Autumn  Session  that  if  the 
ordinary  Poor  Law  did  not  meet  the 
distress,  the  action  of  the  Government 
would  be  found  adequate  to  the  occasion. 
But  although  in  December  and  January 
the  distress  had  become  much  accen- 
tuated, yet  they  had  not  heard  that  a 
shilling  had  yet  been  advanced,  either  in 
the  shape  of  free  grant  or  in  the  way  of 
loan.  The  distress  was  now  worse  than 
ever,  and  he  felt  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  force  upon  the  Govern- 
ment recognition  of  the  fact  that  its 
primary  duty  was  to  deal  with  this  dis- 
tress. The  duty  of  devising  the  form  in 
which  the  relief  should  be  given  lay  upon 
the  Government ;  and  it  was  not  for  any 
mere  private  Member  of  the  House  to 
take  the  responsibility  off  their  shoulders 
by  suggesting  this  or  that  plan.  But 
certain  it  was,  if  they  did  not  do  so,  they 
would  lay  themselves  open  to  the  cen- 
Bore,  not  merely  of  Parliament,  but  of 
the  nation.  He  would  take  lower  ground, 
and  say  that  it  was  a  course  suggested 
by  considerations  of  mere  policy,  which 
he  recommended ;  for  if  it  was  not  done, 
it  might  and  would  fairly  be  said  that 
while  the  Government  could  sternly 
enough  administer  Coercion  Acts,  they 
could  do  nothing  better  towards  relieving 
distress  than  throw  out  suggestions  of 
shipping  off  the  sufferers  to  the  United 
States  or  Canada.  The  Housq,  however, 
was  quite  familiar  with  methods  of  re- 
lief other  than  those  through  the  Poor 
Law  Guardians.  The  Government  were 
not  asked  to  put  their  hands  into  the 
Treasury  and  make  gifts,  but  by  making 
loans  at  low  rates  of  interest  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  partly  met.  He  did  not 
profess  to  be  familiar  enough  with  the 
counties  of  Munster  and  Connaught  to 
he  able  to  say  how  far  the  accounts  given 
of  the  distress  were,  or  not,  exaggerated ; 
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but  from  all  he  had  heard,  he  was  con> 
viuced  there  was  great  need  of  reclama- 
tion works,  which,  if  promptly  begun, 
and  carried  out  on  a  large  scflJe,  would 
afford  such  relief  as  was  now  needed, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  do  much  per- 
manent good  to  the  country. 

Mb.  BEEESFOED  said,  that  the 
gi'eat  want  of  Ireland  was  capital  to 
employ  the  surplus  population  on  the 
Western  Coasts.  But  why  was  there  no 
money  in  the  country  ?  Why  did  people 
not  go  and  spend  their  money  there? 
It  was  because  of  the  perpetual  agitation 
which  had  been  carried  on  during  late 
years,  and  which  had  driven  every  shil- 
ling away,  and  frightened  everybody 
who  had  money  from  investing  it  in  the 
country.  He  resided  in  Armagh  among 
a  peaceful  and  prosperous  people.  The 
acreage  of  Armagh  was  828,000,  its 
valuation  £420,000,  and  its  population 
168,000.  The  neighbouring  county — 
Donegal — had  an  area  of  1, 1 97,000  acres 
and  a  population  of  260,000.  Armagh 
was  thus  able  to  support  in  comfort, 
relatively  to  its  size,  a  population  double 
that  of  Donegal,  whose  inhabitants  were 
in  a  state  of  chronic  poverty.  The  cause 
of  the  difference  was  that  in  Armagh  the 
people  had  ample  occupation  and  ample 
capital.  He  considered  the  state  of  the 
country,  though  better  than  it  was  two 
years  ago,  was  not  improving  as  one 
would  wish  to  see.  There  was  a  great 
under-current  of  agitation  still  in  the 
country.     He  would    like    to    see   the 

Eeople  attending  to  their  industries; 
ut,  excepting  the  North,  where  the 
agitation  had  not  gained  a  footing,  the 
people  were  not  settling  down  as  they 
ought,  but  they  appeared  to  be  on  tip- 
toe for  new  legislation  in  their  favour. 
Going  South — say  to  Cavan — he  observed 
a  great  change  from  Armagh  and  the 
North  generculy.  The  cause  that  there 
was  no  employment  for  the  labourers 
except  what  the  farmers  gave  was  that 
there  were  no  resident  gentry.  In  the 
parish  where  he  resided,  for  instance — 
a  large  one — he  was  the  only  person  who 
gave  any  sort  of  employment,  and  he 
only  employed  some  16  or  17  men 
on  a  farm  of  150  acres.  The  farmers 
generally  relied  as  much  as  possible  on 
the  labour  of  their  sons.  Consequently 
there  was  hardly  any  employment  in  the 
country  for  the  surplus  population.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Government 
was  now  called  upon  to  depopulate  the 
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country  in  a  great  measure  by  emigra- 
tion ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  believed 
that  if  they  could  see  their  way  to 
employ  the  people  permanently  either 
by  encouraging  manufactures  or  making 
railways,  and  improving  the  resources 
of  the  country,  it  would  tend  more  to 
produce  peace  and  quiet  than  any  other 
Act  that  could  be  passed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  said  that  the  Province  of  Ulster- 
was  no  more  loyal  than  the  Province  of 
Munster.  He  emphatically  denied  that. 
The  Province  of  Ulster  was  essentially 
loyal,  and  its  inhabitants  were  loyal  to 
the  Constitution  of  this  country,  and 
were  determined  to  show  their  loyalty, 
and  their  determination  to  preserve  the 
Union,  no  matter  what  the  sacrifice  might 
be. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  he  rose  princi- 
pally to  express  his  deep  regret  at  the 
speech  delivered  the  previous  evening 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  also  to  dis- 
agree with  some  sentiments  expressed  by 
hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  in  this 
debate.  Of  the  three  Amendments  placed 
on  the  Paper  in  connection  with  Irish 
affairs,  this  he  thought  was  the  most  im- 
portant, and  he  was  sorry  it  had  not 
occupied  the  first  place  on  the  Paper. 
This  debate  had  had -one  good  effect — it 
had  induced  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  to 
speak  the  truth  in  reference  to  an  Irish 
question.  To  a  certain  extent  he  agreed 
with  the  last  speaker  that  capital  would 
not  come  into  their'  country  because  of 
agitation,  and  he  regretted  that  agitation 
should  exist.  But  if  they  wanted  to  kill 
agitation  they  must  remove  its  cause. 
So  long  as  there  were  grievances  in  Ire- 
land, so  long  would  they  have  agitation. 
If  the  people  resorted  to  agitation  it  was 
because  they  had  been  taught  to  believe 
in  it  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
front  Treasury  Bench.  The  last  recruit 
to  the  Liberal  Party,  Lord  Derby,  in  a 
recent  magazine  article,  had  told  the 
Irish  people  that  anything  they  had 
gained  up  to  the  present  time  was  by 
agitation,  and  that  it  was  not  likely  they 
would  thank  the  Government  for  legis- 
lation which  their  agitation  had  forced 
from  Parliament.  He  should  not  dwell 
on  the  danger  of  teaching  such  doctrines; 
but  he  wished  that  those  who  accused 
the  Irish  people  of  agitating  would  first 
bring  home  the  charge  to  the  Govern- 
ment.   Something  had  been  said  during 
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this  debate  about  the  Land  Act,  and  he 
would  admit  that  it  had  done  a  great 
deal  for  the  farmers.  But  there  remained, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  a  great  deal  to  be 
done  for  them  still.    The  question  was 
by  no  means  settled.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  0' Sullivan) 
had  adverted  to  the  question  of  leases. 
He  was  in  favour  of  including  leases 
within  the  principle  of  the  Land  Act. 
But  one  thing  ought  to  be  remembered. 
During  the  period  of  the  Irish  Famine, 
when  the  landlords  were  in  many  cases 
driven  towards  bankruptcy,  leases  at  low 
rents  for  long  terms  were  offered  to  ten- 
ants in  consideration  of  heavy  fines.  No 
records  existed  of  the  money  paid  in 
that  way,  and  there  was  great  danger,  if 
leases  were  broken,  of  the  farmers  hav- 
ing to  pay  largely  increased  rents.  How- 
ever, that  was  a  question  for  the  farmers 
themselves  to  consider.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake) 
had  referred  to  the  question  of  fisheries. 
He  quite  agreed  that  money  could  not  be 
more  wisely  spent  than  in  encouraging 
the  fisheries  on  the  West  Coast.    There 
were,  however,  certain  difficulties  in  the 
way.     There  was  an  incompetent,  neg- 
ligent, and  unpopular  body  in  existence 
known  as  the  Irish  Board  of  Works.  In 
one  case  a  pier  was  wanted,  and  a  local 
contractor  offered  to  do  the  work  for 
£3,700.  The  Board  thought  the  estimate 
too  high,  and  gave  the  work  to  a  con- 
tractor from  a  distance,  who  agreed  to 
take  the  contract  at  a  cheaper  rate.  Bat 
the  first  storm  destroyed  the  pier,  and 
it  was  found  that  the  work  had  been 
scamped,  and  all  kinds  of  rubbish  used 
instead  of  mortar.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  seemed  to  put  faith  in 
the  two  systems  of  emigration  and  con- 
solidation of  the  holdings.     He  (Mr.  B. 
Power)  maintained  that  if  the  people 
emigrated,  it  would  be  the  interest  of 
the  landlords  to  consolidate  the  farms, 
and    there    could   be    no    fear   of  its 
not  taking  place.     The  difficulty  he  felt 
with  regard  to  emigration  was  this— 
the    Canadian    or    any  other  Govern* 
ment  was  prepared  to  do  certain  things 
for  able-bodied  persons,  but  not  for  the 
infirm  or  aged.     It  would  be  all  very 
well  if  the  people  were  taken  like  her- 
rings in  a  barrel — mixed — but  there 
would  be  no  advantage  in  having  the 
able-bodied  removed  and  the  aged  and 
infirm  left  to  be  supported  by  £e  rates 
of  Ireland.    At  the  present  moment  the 
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price  of  labour  had  risen  in  Ireland  to 
an  extravagant  extent,  particularly  in 
Waterford  and  many  parts  of  Cork  and 
Limeriok  ;  and  if  this  beneficent  scheme 
of  emigration  was  carried  out,  labour 
would  be  made  scarcer  than  ever.  It 
might  be  said  that  farms  should  be  laid 
down  in  g^ass ;  but  everyone  knew  that 
thousands  of  acres  in  Ireland  were  to- 
tally unfitted  for  that  purpose.  The  hon. 
and  gaUant  Member  for  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan)  had  pointed  out  that  whole- 
sale emigration  would  also  have  a  serious 
effect  on  recruiting  for  the  A.rmy.  For 
his  part,  he  had  always  opposed  emigra- 
tion, and  he  always  should ;  he  looked 
upon  it  as  one  of  the  greatest  curses  that 
could  be  inflicted  upon  the  country.  No 
doubt,  in  the  West,  in  Mayo  and  in  Gal- 
way, there  was  a  congestion  of  popula- 
tion ;  but  the  evil  could  not  be  cured  by 
sending  the  able  and  strong  men  away 
and  keeping  the  aged  and  infirm  at 
home.  The  Chief  Secretary,  in  a  speech 
to  which  he  listened  with  feelings  of 
very  great  pain,  said  that  in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland  there  was  always  dis- 
tress. That,  no  doubt,  was  true.  Ever 
since  the  connection  of  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land there  had  been  distress  in  certain 
parts;  but  the  difficulty  now  was  that 
there  was  hardly  any  part  of  Ireland 
free  from  distress.  In  his  own  part  of 
the  .country  the  other  day  400  or  600 
able-bodied  men  sought  from  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  not  charity  or  relief,  but  work. 
The  Guardians  had  no  power  to  give  them 
employment ;  and  when  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers came  to  that  House,  and  asked 
that  these  men,  and  thousands  of  others, 
who  were  able  and  willing  to  work, 
should  have  employment,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  was  supposed  to  be  a 
beneficent  Chief  Secreta^,  said — "  If 
they  want  work,  let  them  go  into  the 
workhouse,  or  upon  the  emigrant  ship." 
That  was  not  the  way  to  grapple  with 
the  Irish  difficulty.  If  they  wanted  to 
remove  the  Irish  discontent,  and,  he  ad- 
mitted, the  Irish  disloyalty,  do  not  let 
the  Chief  Secretary  speak  in  that  way  to 
a  sensitive  and  high-strung  people.  They 
had  had  bitter  experiences  of  the  work- 
house ;  and  they  distrusted  very  much 
Government  schemes  of  emigration.  Of 
the  thousands  of  his  countrymen  who 
had  gone  to  Amoricay  many  had,  no 
doubt,  risen  to  eminence ;  but  hundreds 
had  been  lost  in  iziiqaity— the  great  ma- 
iorilVt  iiKked,  e^eciaUj  the  men  who 


loitered  about  the  cities,  had  gone  to 
utter  ruin.  He  gave  the  Chief  Secretary 
credit  for  the  best  motives;  but  if  he 
failed  in  his  efforts  to  bring  peace  and 
quietness  to  the  country,  it  would  be 
one  of  the  strongest  proofs  of  how  utterly 
impossible  it  was  for  any  Englishman, 
however  gifted,  to  administer  &e  affairs 
of  Ireland.  Emig^tion  had  always  been 
the  cure.  Lord  Carlisle  propounded  it 
when  he  went  to  Ireland.  He  was  fol- 
lowed shortly  afterwards  by  the  Earl  of 
Kimborley,  who  also  advocated  it,  and 
said  that  Ireland  ought  to  be  turned  into 
a  sheep  farm  for  feeding  the  manufac- 
turers of  England.  It  was,  indeed,  a 
sad  thing  that  after  800  years  of  connec- 
tion with  England,  and  after  80  years  of 
their  legislation  and  misrule,  Ireland 
should  now  be  in  as  great  a  crisis  of 
distress  as  could  visit  any  country,  and 
English  statesmen  should  come  forward 
and  say — **  The  only  thing  we  can  do  is 
to  send  you  into  the  workhouse  or 
abroad." 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  that,  as  an 
Irish  Member,  he  could  not  but  regret 
the  valuable  time  that  had  been  wasted 
during  the  last  10  days,  and  that  some 
really  practical    consideration  had  not 
been  given  to  Irish  affairs.     He  agreed 
that  the  question. was  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance,  and  should  have 
been  discussed   before   subjects  which 
had    wasted  the  time  of   the   House. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  real  diffi- 
culty lay  in  the  congested  districts  of 
Mayo,  Donegal,  and  the  West  of  Ire- 
land;  and   how  these  places    were  to 
be  relieved  was  the   difficult  problem 
which  the  right  hon.    Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secreta^  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevel- 
yan)  had  to  solve.    As  regarded  it,  he 
(Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson)  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  that  difficulty  would  not 
be  surmounted  by  any  system  of  Poor 
Law  administration  in  the  shape  of  out- 
door temporary  relief,  nor  even  by  filling 
all  the  workhouses  of  Ireland,  while  he 
thought  it  would  be  unwise  and  impos- 
sible to  force  emigration.    At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  the  Government  were 
bound    to    hold    out   and    give    every 
psssible  facility  to  people  who  wished  to 
emigrate  from  the  congested  districts  in 
order  to  try  their  fortunes  in  a  foreign 
land.     With  regard  to  migration,  that, 
he  thought,  on  a  certain  scale,  might  be 
made  useful.    There  was  plenty  of  room 
in  Ulster  for  10,000  or  20,000  families; 


2  0  2 


ITevUh  ITighLl 


1127 


Jddre8%  in 


(COMMONS) 


Answer  to  Oer 


1128 


and  sucb  a  migration  would  be  of  tbo 
greatest  benefit,  if  tbose  families  were 
settled  satisfactorily  around  tbe  large 
manufacturing  towns  of  tbat  Province ; 
and  it  was  only  by  permanent  measures, 
by  judicious  migration  and  emigration, 
that  tbe  people  of  Ireland  could  possibly 
be  lifted  out  of  tbe  chronic  and  hopeless 
state  of  distress  into  which  they  had 
faUen.  But  what  was  to  be  done  with  the 
miserable  holdings  from  which  people 
were  taken  ?  It  was  said  that  land- 
lords would  consolidate  them  and  make 
large  farms ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dick- 
son) thought  the  probability  was  rather 
the  other  way,  as  the  largest  amount  of 
rent  was  obtained  comparatively  from 
small  holdings;  and,  unless  the  Go- 
vernment put  some  barrier  in  the 
way  of  the  small  holdings  thus  vacated 
being  again  occupied,  emigration  and 
migration  would  be  no  solution  of  the 
difficulty.  He  fully  concurred  with  the 
suggestions  that  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast  (Mr.  Corry),  as 
to  the  granting  of  loans  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  railway  and  tramway  system 
of  the  country.  That  was  a  subject  that 
had  been  pressed  on  the  Treasury  by 
them  year  after  year.  He  had  no  hope 
for  Gal  way  until  Connaught  had  been 
opened  up  by  railways.  There  was  no 
use  in  talking  about  developing  fisheries 
unless  they  could  provide  railway  ac- 
commodation. Fish  were  around  the 
coast  in  abundance — in  fact,  when  cap- 
tured, were  lying  on  the  shores;  but 
there  was  no  means  of  bringing  them 
rapidly  to  market,  and  they  had  to  be 
sold  below  their  value.  He  knew  of  no 
"way  by  which  the  Government  could  so 
quickly  civilize  the  whole  of  the  Western 
counties  as  by  promoting  a  system  of 
narrow-gauge  railways,  and  not  leaving 
it  to  private  enterprize.  Every  shilling  of 
money  that  was  invested  would  find  its 
way  back  to  the  Treasury  ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  encouraged  railway 
extension  in  Ireland.  The  Treasury, 
through  the  Board  of  Works,  placed 
all  the  difficulties  they  could  in  the  way 
of  the  development  of  Irish  industries, 
and  the  result  was  that  the  Board  of 
Works  was  one  of  the  most  unpopular 
institutions  in  the  country.  Although  it 
was  called  **  Irish  Board  of  Works,"  it 
might  as  well  be  in  London.  It  was 
entirely  under  the  control  of  a  few 
officials  at  the  Treasury,  and  could  nei- 
ther inaugurate  nor  carry  out  any  great 
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scheme  in  connection  with  Irish  enter- 
prize.    A  proof  of  that  would  be  found 
in  the  Return  placed  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  during  the  last  few  days. 
That   Eetum    showed  that  the  entire 
amount  advanced  to  Irish  railways  was 
only  about  £700,000,  and  in  these  figures 
there  was  ample  proof  of  the  obstruction 
which  had  been  offered  by  the  Treasury 
and  the  Board  of  Works  to  the  extension 
of  railways  in  Ireland.     He  knew  of  one 
railway,  that  from  Ballymena  to  Lame, 
which  had  benefited  the  North  of  Ireland 
to  an  enormous  extent,  and  for  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  County  Antrim  (Mr. 
Chaine)  deserved  credit  for  expending 
his  capital  and  incurring  an  enormous 
amount  of  trouble  and  risk.     That  hon. 
Gentleman  obtained  a  loan  of  £45,000, 
but  at  what  interest?    Five  per  cent. 
Last  year  a  deputation  waited  on  the 
Treasury,  and  asked  them  to  reduce  the 
interest  to  4  per  cent ;  but  the  Treasury 
promptly  refused  ;  and  now  the  Govern- 
ment were  in  this  position,  in  connec- 
tion with  this  Irish  enterprize — that  as 
debenture-holders  they  were  paid  5  per 
cent,  whilst  the  shareholders  were  only 
getting  2  per  cent.    He  certainly  thought 
that  the  small  reduction  asked  for  should 
have  been    granted  by  the   Treasury, 
without  hesitation.     Other  railways  in 
Ireland  had  money  at  4  per  cent,  and  not 
near  so  well  secured.     He  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney)  was  not 
in  his  place,  as  he  was  anxious  to  put  to 
him  some  questions.  The  Belfast  Central 
Eailway   had  a    loan  of  £100,000  at 
4  per  cent.     Why  was  not  that  loan  in- 
cluded in  this  Return ;  and  why  should 
not  the  Ballymena  and  Lame  Raflwaj 
have  their  loan  also  at  4  per  cent  ?    He 
knew  the  strong  feeling  that  existed  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  as  to  the  rate 
of  interest ;  and  he  could  only  tell  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  if  this 
question    came    before    the  House  in 
another  shape,  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides   would,  if  there  was   no   redress, 
move  the  adjournment,  and   have  the 
matter  fully  discussed.  He  was  aonr  that 
there  was  in  Ulster  the  deepest  disap- 
pointment at    the   programme  of  the 
Government,  especially  at  speeches  de- 
livered by  a  Member  of  the  Government 
in  "another  place"  to  the  effect  that 
this  Session  there  was  to  be  no  amend- 
ment of  the  Land  Act,  and  no  reference 
to    County   Boards   for   Xreloadt    He 
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xnnat  be  allowed  to  express  the  hope 
that  when  the  Prime  Minister  returned, 
and  reali^d  the  state  of  feeling  that 
existed  in  Ulster  and  all  over  Ireland, 
he  would  inaugurate  legislation  upon 
these  questions,  and  remedy  the  defects 
which  he  himself  admitted  existed  in  the 
Land  Act.  The  Gbvemment  might  rest 
assured  that  from  the  Land  Question, 
while  the  Land  Act  remained  without 
amendment,  there  was  no  escape.  The  Act 
must  be  amended  sooner  or  later,  and 
the  longer  it  was  delayed  the  House 
would  find  that  the  more  extravagant 
would  be  the  demands.  It  was  impos- 
sible that  120,000  leaseholders  could  be 
left  out  as  at  present.  They  must  be 
brought  within  its  scope.  The  working 
of  the  Act  also  was  much  too  slow. 
When  the  House  passed  the  Land  Act, 
it  had  no  idea  that  its  benefits  would 
take  two.  three,  four,  or  five  years  in 
reaching  the  tenants  for  whom  it  was 
passed.  For  instance,  the  vast  majority 
of  tenants  in  Ulster  would  not  have  its 
benefits  for  two  or  three  years  more. 
Out  of  6,000  applications  in  Tyrone,  only 
1 ,000  had  been  decided  in  the  past  year. 
Thus  it  would  take  five  years  to  dispose 
of  the  balance ;  and  during  all  that  time 
the  people  were  to  pay  the  old  rent, 
under  which  they  utterly  broke  down. 
He  wished  to  correct  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Beresford ) 
that  all  the  capital  was  going  out  of  Ire- 
land. It  was  not  so.  As  savings  banks 
and  bank  returns  showed,  the  capital  in 
Ireland  was  every  year  increasing.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh  blamed  the 
present  condition  of  the  country  as  the 
result  of  the  land  legislation  of  the  pre- 
sent Government.  He  (Mr.  T.  A.  Dick- 
son) had  only  to .  tell  him  that  the 
present  condition  of  the  country  and 
agitation  had  been  brought  about  solely 
and  entirely  by  the  misgovemment  of 
the  Tory  Party  and  his  Friends  in  the 
past. 

Ma.  MAOFABLANE  said,  that,  in 
rising  to  speak  to  the  Amendment,  he 
was  conscious  that  he  was  at  a  dis- 
advantage in  speakinff  to  a  House  that 
was  weary  with  the  discussion  of  Irish 
questions,  many  of  which  ought  never 
to  have  been  raised.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  TMr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  a  few  nights  ago,  which 
occupied  about  two  hours  in  delivery, 
would  do  more  mischief  than  the  two 
jrears'  Irish  administration  of  that  right 


hon  Gentleman  as  Chief  Seoretazy— 
[Crf>#o/**  Question!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  debating  a  matter  which  is  not 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  that,  if  he 
had  erred,  he  had  simply  followed  the 
example  of  hon.  Members  who  should 
have  known  better.  He  would  not 
pursue  the  matter  further ;  but  he  de- 
sired to  speak  of  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  general  as  regarded  Ire- 
land. He  wished  to  raise  his  voice 
against  the  policy  of  suppressing  opi- 
nions in  Ireland,  because  they  were 
abusive  of  the  Government.  While  he 
sympathized  with  the  efforts  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  put  down  crime,  he  hoped 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
not  class  together  ordinary  crime  and 
political  opinions.  Two  Members  of 
Parliament  were  now  in  prison  for  ex- 
pressing their  political  opinions — [Mr. 
Tkeveltak  dissented.]  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shook  his  head.  However, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  was  in  prison,  for  opinions 
expressed  by  him  at  a  meeting  at  which 
he  (Mr.  Macfarlane)  was  invited  to 
attend.  He  had  been  permitted  to  ad- 
dress a  meeting  of  his  own  constituents ; 
but  the  police  and  a  Government  re- 
porter attended,  and  that  was  an  in- 
dignity against  which,  and  the  policy 
it  indicated,  he  protested.  It  was  the 
policy  of  suppressing  opinions  because 
they  involved  abuse  of  the  Government. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  argued 
in  this  roundabout  manner  —  abuse  of 
the  Government  would  bring  the  Govern- 
ment into  contempt,  and  contempt  of 
the  Government  would  produce  excite- 
ment, and  excitement  would  produce 
crime,  and  therefore  it  must  be  stopped. 
In  The  limes,  he  (Mr.  Macfarlane), 
warned  the  Government  that  seditious 
opinions  were  made  dangerous  by  pro- 
secution ;  and  that  was  illustratea  by 
the  unopposed  return  for  Westmeath  of 
Mr.  Harrington,  who  put  forward  as  his 
only  qualification  that  he  had  been  pro- 
secuted by  the  Government.  Yet  the 
Government,  with  a  perfect  absence  of 
decency,  sent  the  prosecutor  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien), 
to  oppose  his  election  to  that  consti- 
tuency. The  House  had  seen  the  result. 
Tall  talk  was  thoroughly  well  under- 
stood in  Ireland  ;  it  would  be  forgotten 
in  a  day  unless  the  Government  put  it 
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under  a  microscope  and  magnified  it. 
Instead  of  being  a  preventive  of  violent 
speecheSy  the  presence  of  police  and  of  a 
Government  reporter  at  public  meetings 
in  Ireland  was  an  incentive  to  violent 
speeches,  for  violent  speakers  became 
anxious  to  show  the  mob  that  they  did 
not  care  a  fig  for  the  Government. 
There  were  reasons  why  more  violent 
language  might  be  tolerated  in  Ireland 
than  in  England.  The  crowd  at  an 
Irish  meeting  might  cheer  it,  but  it 
passed  out  of  their  memory  almost  im- 
mediately. Violent  speech  was  the 
only  thing  which  did,  as  a  fact,  in- 
fluence the  Government,  either  in  Ire- 
land or  in  England.  A  leader  of  public 
opinion  in  England  went  into  the  Cabinet, 
while  a  leader  of  public  opinion  in  Ire- 
land went  into  a  prison.  And  yet  the 
Government  were  surprised  that  there 
should  be  agitation  and  violent  lan- 
guage in  Ireland.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Opposition  Benches  told 
the  Irish  people,  as  if  those  people  were 
blind  fools  who  never  gained  anything 
by  experience,  that  they  must  be  quiet, 
or  they  would  get  nothing.  Why,  they 
had  got  nothing  by  silence  in  the  past. 
He  spoke  without  national  prejudice, 
not  being  an  Irishman ;  but  he  could 
not  refrain  from  saying  that  there  was 
no  enactment  on  the  Statute  Book  in 
regard  to  Ireland  which  had  not  been 
forced  from  the  House  by  violence. 
There  was  only  one  way  of  removing 
agitation  in  Ireland.  When  the  Go- 
vernment themselves  confessed  that  cer- 
tain reforms  were  requisite,  and  yet 
would  not  grant  them,  what  could  they 
expect  but  popular  agitation  and  vio- 
lence? The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  just  refused 
inquiry  into  an  alleged  Scotch  griev- 
ance until  the  law  had  been  vindicated. 
Three  of  the  insurgents  started  from 
their  homes  in  Skye  to  go  to  Edin- 
burgh— perhaps  to  make  an  assault 
upon  Edinburgh  Castle — but,  however 
that  might  be,  they  allowed  themselves 
to  be  arrested  in  Glasgow.  That  rebel 
army  was  arrested  by  one  policeman,  who 
found  them  drinking  toddy  in  a  public- 
house  in  Glasgow.  More  or  less  violence 
was  necessary,  or  people  with  grievances 
would  not  be  listened  to.  If  Irish  ques- 
tions had  lately  absorbed  the  time  of 
the  House,  it  was  because  they  had 
been  for  years  before  neglected,  while 


Irish  measures  had  been  ignominionsly 
rejected  by  the  other  House.  He  was 
afraid  it  was  almost  impossible  that 
great  agitations  could  be  carried  on 
without  more  or  less  of  turbulence  or 
crime,  in  which  he  did  not  include  the 
atrocious  assassinations  that  had  dis- 
graced Ireland.  It  was  now  admitted 
that  the  Land  Act  required  amendment; 
why,  then,  did  not  the  Government 
amend  it?  If  all  were  agreed,  it  need 
not  take  two  hours  to  do  it.  The  Eng- 
lish measures  to  which  precedence  was 
to  be  given  were  nothing  to  the  Irish 
people.  It  was  of  no  use  talking  to  a 
suitor  about  other  causes ;  it  was  his 
business  to  get  his  own  cause  brought 
on.  If  the  Land  Act  was  amended  by 
the  Government,  and  two  or  three  things 
more  done,  then  they  would  have  peace, 
quietness,  and  contentment,  and  they 
would  be  able  in  that  way  to  get  at  the 
bottom  of  crime  and  outrage. 

The  CH  ANOELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Sir,  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  deprecate  the  length 
of  the  debate  on  the  present  Amend- 
ment ;  but  I  think  it  would  not  have  been 
without  advantage  if  it  had  preceded 
some  of  the  other  debates,  and  if  we  had 
been  able  to  approach  this  very  interesting 
question  without  the  little  heat  which 
wasraised  duringthe  earlier  Amendments 
to  the  Address.  I,  at  any  rate,  do  not  ap- 
proach this  question  with  the  least  wish 
to  do  anything  but   what  would  con- 
tribute towards  the  solution  of  the  very 
interesting  and  important  questions  con- 
nected with  the  present  and  future  welfare 
and  comfort  of  Ireland.     I  shall  abstain 
from  all  political  controversies,  because 
I  think  it  much  better  to  agree  to  discard 
those  considerations,  which  confuse  the 
real  issues,  and  prevent  us  judging,  as 
calmly  as  we  could  wish,  of  the  practical 
and  economic  questions  arising  out  of  the 
proper  dealing  with  distress  in  the  coun- 
try.    Feeling  very  strongly  what  I  have 
just  said,  perhaps  I  may  add  this.    I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  would  shrink 
from  strong  measures  for  the  relief  of 
Irish  distress,  if  I  saw  my  way  to  such 
measures  being  of  permanent,  and  not 
merely  temporary,   utility.    The  great 
difficulty  we  have  to  deal  with  in  this 
matter — for   debates  on  Irish  distress 
are  periodical— is  that  we  so  often  merely 
look  at  the  present  emergency,  and  fiaii 
to  see  what  ought  to  be  done,  and  what 
might  be  done,  to  put  the  socifil  and 
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economic  conditioDS  of  Ireland  on  such 
a  footing  as  would  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  such  distress.  Therefore,  I  think 
that  I  can  speak  for  myself  and  for  every 
Member  of  the  Government  when  I  say 
there  is  nothing  that  we  shall  desire 
more  than  to  plumb  to  the  bottom  of  this 
recurring  difficulty  of  distress,  especially 
local  distress,  in  Ireland,  and  do  the  best 
we  can  to  remove  it.  Having  said  that, 
will  the  House  now  further  allow  me  to 
say  a  word  as  to  what  we  have  done,  and 

rMsibly  indicate  how  we  might  move  ? 
think  both  sides  of  the  House  will  re- 
cognize that  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
the  Irish  Government  are  doing  their 
Tery  utmost  to  get  at  the  real  facts  of  the 
case.  I  have  listened  to  the  greater  part 
of  this  debate,  and  I  must  say  that  there 
is  so  much  doubt  as  to  the  facts,  and  as  to 
the  exact  details  of  the  question  of  dis- 
tress, that  it  is  not  difficult  to  indicate 
accurately  what  should  be  the  first  duty 
of  the  Irish  Government.  The  first  duty 
of  the  Irish  Government — and  a  duty 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  Lord 
Spencer  are  most  thoroughly  discharg- 
ing— is  to  ascertain  the  facts  of  the  pre- 
sent distress,  its  extent,  and  its  origin. 
I  know,  from  the  perusal  of  the  Papers 
the  Irish  Government  have  collected, 
that  their  duty  is  being  thoroughly  per- 
formed in  that  respect.  The  Government 
in  this  respect  have  chosen  a  good  path, 
and  one  which  will  lead  to  advantage. 
The  next  point  to  consider  is,  so  far  as 
we  have  gone,  how  do  we  agree  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  present  distress?  I 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  E.  Power),  and  I  thought 
he  stated  very  fairly  some  respects  in 
which  the  state  of  Ireland  was  satis- 
factory and  was  unsatisfactory.  He 
made  two^-I  will  not  call  them  admis- 
sions— but  statements  on  the  satisfactory 
side  of  the  question.  In  particular,  he 
said  that,  so  far  as  the  grazing  and 
cattle  interests  of  Ireland  are  concerned, 
we  have  been  passing  through  a  period 
of  considerable  prosperity.  Me  said  also 
one  thing  which  struck  me  as  very  im- 
portant— ^that  there  never  was  a  time  in 
which  wages  were  so  high  in  Ireland. 
To  Englishmen  that  means  a  great  deal, 
and  it  is  a  circumstance  which  oufi^ht  to 
be  borne  in  mind.  If  the  condition  of 
things  in  Ireland  is  such  that  wages  are 
high,  yon  have,  at  any  rate,  a  very 
healthy  sign;  for  wbenever    we  were 


talking  in  former  years  about  distress, 
especially  agricultural  distress,  the  first 
question  always  asked  was — What  is 
the  condition  of  the  labourers ;  are 
wages  high  or  low ;  and  are  large 
numbers  unable  to  find  employment? 
Now,  at  any  rate,  we  know  this — that, 
speaking  of  Ireland  generally,  wages 
were  never  so  high.  I  take  it  fairly 
to  represent  the  present  state  of  things 
that  throughout  the  grazing  districts 
generally  there  is  considerable  pros- 
perity; and  that  throughout  many  of 
the  agricultural  parts  of  Ireland  there 
is  also  very  fair  prosperity,  although 
it  is  true  that  the  latter  has  suffered 
from  the  recent  rains.  Probably  Ireland 
has  not  suffered  more  than  England 
from  excessive  rains ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  are  again,  as  there  have 
been  in  previous  years,  three  or  four  con- 
gested districts,  particularly  in  the  West 
of  Ireland,  where  the  population,  in  a 
bad  year,  never  has  been  able  to  live 
satisfactorily,  but  had  to  fall  back  upon 
the  rates,  or  some  other  method  of  re- 
lief;  where  the  holdings  are  so  extremely 
s:z:all  that  it  is  practically  impossible  for 
a  man,  much  less  for  a  family,  to  live 
upon  them.  What  we  are  asked  to  do 
is  to  find  some  satisfactory  way  of  deal- 
ing, not  for  this  year,  but  permanently, 
with  the  condition  of  those  districts.  I 
am  bound  to  say,  so  far  as  I  have  heard 
and  read  the  proposals  emanating  from 
different  parts  of  the  House,  and  great 
authorities  outside — and  I  do  not  ex- 
clude from  those  the  Boman  Catholic 
Bishops  of  the  Westwhohaveapproached 
the  Government — that  there  seems  to  he 
the  greatest  possible  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  best  method  of  dealing  with 
this  question.  We  have  had,  first  of 
all,  to  set  against  each  other  indoor  and 
outdoor  relief.  So  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  collect  the  opinion  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  Bishops,  whose  authori^  has 
been  put  forward,  they  are  not  in  Uivour 
of  returning  to  a  system  of  outdoor  re- 
lief. Again,  the  proposal  has  been  made, 
and  made  with  great  force  this  day,  that 
we  should  return  to  the  system  of  public 
works,  and  that,  in  distressed  districts, 
the  Government  should  initiate  and  re- 
vert to  a  system  which,  no  doubt,  saved 
many  lives  in  former  years,  whatever 
may  be  its  economic  advantages.  To 
that,  also,  I  am  bound  to  remind  the 
House  that  the  Bishops  are  as  strongly 
opposed.    They  look  forward  to  the  in- 
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troduciion  of  Buch  a  system  as  mis- 
cbievous.    So  that  on  both  questions 
there  is  great  difference  of  opinion.   My 
hon.   Friend   the  Member  for  Tyrone 
(^Ir.  Dickson)  said  he  thought  the  Eng- 
lish authorities  were  very  much  to  blame 
for  not  making  more  liberal  advances 
towards  the  construction  of  Irish  rail- 
ways.    I  am  much  obliged  to  him  for 
calling  our  attention  to  the  subject,  be- 
cause it  was  one  in  which  I  took  great 
interest  when,  17  years  ago,  I  was  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury.     The  greater  part 
of  such  loans  was,  I  think,  granted  under 
a  measure  which  I  had  the  honour  to 
introduce;  so  that  it  is  a  question  in  which 
I  have  no  prejudice  against  the  view  of 
my  hon.  Friend.    On  the  other  hand,  we 
must  remember  two  things — one,  that,  for 
the  good  of  Ireland,  it  is  most  important 
that,  if  possible,  these  advances  should 
be  made  by  private  capitalists,  instead 
of  by  the  Government.   On  that  ground 
the  Government  are  obliged  to  carefully 
consider  the  question  of  any  advance 
from  public  money.    Again,  as  to  the 
rate  of  interest.    If   the  Government 
has  been  receiving  5  per  cent  interest 
upon  particular  loans,  I  must  remind  the 
House  that  railways  at  the  present  time 
are  able  to  raise  debentures  at  3^  per 
cent ;  and  it  is  a  serious  economic — it  is 
even  a  political  question,  whether  a  state 
of  things  might  not  be  brought  into  Ire- 
land by  which  capital  could  be  again 
attracted  to  that  country.     I  think  it 
would  be  far  more  for  the  benefit  of 
Ireland — I  say  this  most  sincerely — if 
the  economic  condition  of  Ireland  was 
such  that  she  could  go  into  the  market 
and  borrow,  as  she  could,  on  debenture 
stock  at  3^  per  cent  from  private  indi- 
viduals, instead  of  5  per  cent  from  the 
Government.     We  ought  to  do  our  best 
to  raise  Ireland  to  such  a  condition  as 
would  enable  her  to  obtain  capital  from 
private  persons,  so  that,  instead  of  money 
flowing  from  Ireland,  it  should  flow  into 
it.  ^  Everyone  who  has  acted  as  a  trustee, 
or  in  any  other  capacity,  and  had  expe- 
rience of  mortgages  in  Ireland  lately, 
must  know  that  money  is  flowing  from 
Ireland,  and  not  into  it,  and  that  there  are 
many  public  bodies  who  will  not  advance 
money  on  Irish  security,  however  ample. 
I  take  it  that  the  abolition  of  that  state 
of  things,  and  the  restoration  to  the  more 
healthy  state  of  things  which  prevailed 
a  few  years  ago,  is  of  far  more  import- 
ance and  benefit  to  Ireland  than  many  of 
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the  proposals,  good  as  they  may  be  in 
themselves,  which  we  think  would  put  an 
end  to  the  Irish  grievances.  I  hope, there- 
fore, hon.  Members  from  Ireland  who 
sit  on  the  other  side  will  do  their  best  to 
restore  commercial  confidence  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  believe,  from  knowledge  of  a 
good  many  years,  that  there  is  naturally 
objection  on  the  part  of  English  capital- 
ists to  invest  their  money  in  Ireland.    I 
admit  also  that  it  is  reasonable  that, 
within  proper    limits,   some  assistance 
should  be  given  from  the  Treasury,  when 
every  other  power  of  granting  money 
fails.     But  others  ought  not  to  fail.    I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the 
subject  of  emigration.     My  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  pointed  out,  with 
considerable  force  last  night,  what  the 
advantages    of   emigration    in  Ireland 
were.     On  the  other  side,  we  have  heard 
to-day  some  of  the  difficulties  with  which 
those  who  wish  to  promote  emigration 
in  Ireland  find  themselves  met.    I  have 
always  felt  that  there  is  great  force  in 
these  difficulties.   It  is  undoubtedly  true 
that  there  is  an  objection — not  an  unna- 
tural objection,  I  may  venture  to  say  not 
an  unfounded  objection — on  the  piut  of 
those  who  are  responsible  for  the  reli- 
gious education  of  the  Irish  people,  to 
large  bodies  of  people  going  to  distant 
and  foreign  parts  of  the  world,  where 
they  were  apt  to  fall  into  temptation, 
and  lose  the  advantage  of  their  earlier 
religious  teaching.    I  think,  with  any 
system  of  administration  with  which  the 
Government  might  be  connected,  it  is 
necessary  to  bear  that  in  mind.    But 
in  dealing  with  the  question  of  emi- 
gration,  1    think  the  House  ought  to 
know  what  are  the  real  facts  in  con- 
nection with  the  actual  emigration  from 
Ireland  which  goes  on  at  the  present 
time.     This    debate    has  been  carried 
on  almost  as  if   there    was   no  emi- 
gration   from    Ireland,    as    if  it  was 
wrong,  and  something  never  heard  of 
before ;  and  those  who  have  spoken  veiy 
strongly  on  the  subject  have  imputed  to 
the  Government  some  terrible  plan— a 
novelty  in  Irish  history —of  deporting  to 
foreign  countries  vast  numbers  of  Irish 
subjects.    That  is  not  the  case  at  all.    I 
find  that  the  emigration  from  Ireland, 
begining  in  1856,  was  at  the  rate,  up  to 
1860,  of  over  100,000  persons  per  an- 
num.     Up  to  1865,  the  number  was 
about  140,000  a-year;  and  up  to  1870, 
about  130,000.    These  figures  referred 
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to  statute  adults,   so  that  the  number 
would   be   still  larger.     In   1875,   the 
number    was  from   60,000   to   70,000, 
and  since   that    they    have   fluctuated 
until,  in  1 880,  the  number  of  emigrants 
from    Ireland  reached    93,000    statute 
adults,  or  about  120,000  souls,  and  in 
1881»  76,000,  or  probably  100,000  souls. 
The  peculiarity  of  this  emigration — and 
this,  I  think,  is  a  point  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  House  ought  to  be  called 
— is  that  whether  to  the  United  States, 
or  to  Canada,  or  other  Colonies,  it  has 
occurred  not  because  the  people  had 
elected  those  countries  rather  than  others 
to  which  to  go,  but  because  they  had 
received  from  their  friends  and  relations 
already    established    there    the  money 
wherewith  to  join  them.     That  process 
has  reached  such  a  point  that  I  find,  from 
this  last  Eetum,  that  about  £1,500,000 
sterling  has  been  remitted  from  America 
and  elsewhere  for  emigration,  and  from 
friends  who  had  themselves  emigrated  to 
that  part  of  the  world.    The  argument  I 
draw  from  that  is  this — emigration,  so 
far,  has  been  on  such  a  scale  that  if  it  had 
been  applied  to  those  particular  districts 
it  would  have  been  ample  to  relieve  the 
distress.  But  the  emigration  has  not  taken 
place  from  those  districts,  because  those 
congested  districts  have  not  already  sent 
a  large   body  of  emigrants  who  could 
remit  money  home  to   take  out  their 
friends.      It  is  from  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land that  the  emigration  has  gone  on, 
and  the  very  fact  of  certain  districts 
being  congested  is  the  reason  why  they 
continue  congested,  because  no  one  leaves 
them  so  as  to  be  able  to  assist  friends 
who  may  be  left  behind.      What  I  have 
said  points  to  this — that  if  we  could 
more  systematize  the  emigration,  so  that 
it  should  relieve  particular  districts,  we 
should  be  able  to  relieve  the  condition  of 
these  small  congested  localities,  without 
at  all  adding  to  the  aggregate  amount 
of  emigration,  and  without  being  ob- 
noxious to  those  particular  objections 
raised  in  the  debate.    I  cannot  think 
that  the  emigration  of  100,000  or  60,000 
a-year  is  at  all  excessive,  and  it  would 
be  the  greatest    benefit    to  the  Irish 
people  if  it  were  done  upon  a  system,  so 
that  those  particular  districts  would  be 
relieved.      Let  me  add  the  necessity,  so 
far  as  I  can  judge— for  I  have  seen  a 
good  many  of  these  most  congested  dis- 
tricts— the   absolute  necessity  of  some 
^stem  under  which,  if  you  have  re- 


lieved the  superfluous  population,  the 
district  should  npt  lapse  back  again  into 
its  former  condition.  I  would  illustrate 
this  by  a  case  I  have  investigated  in  a 
district  in  Donegal  with  a  very  large  popu- 
lation, where  the  land  was  held  in  small 
holdings  of  an  acre  or  an  acre  and  a- 
half .  Large  numbers  of  emigrants  went 
from  this  district  after  the  Famine,  and  it 
was  hoped  that  the  small  holdings  would 
be  consolidated,  and  a  more  satisfactory 
state  of  things  would  result  in  the  future. 
But  it  was  not  so,  and  I  believe  the 
small  holdings  now  are  as  small  as  they 
were  then  ;  so  that,  unless  you  take  some 
precaution,  you  would  have  the  same 
process  happening  from  generation  to 
generation.  Therefore,  if  we  are  to  en- 
gage in  any  plan  of  this  sort,  it  should 
Be  systematized,  so  as  to  make  it  not 
merely  relief  for  the  moment,  but  for  a 
considerable  time  to  come.  There  is 
one  other  point  I  should  like  to  touch 
upon.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  about 
the  importance  of  making  advances  to 
small  tenants  below  the  line  at  which, 
at  the  present  time,  such  advances  are 
made ;  and  a  suggestion  has  been  brought 
forward  in  debate  that  the  difficulty  in 
making  those  advances  might  be  obvi- 
ated if  the  small  tenants  formed  them- 
selves into  clusters,  and  became  jointly 
responsible  for  the  repayment.  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say,  with  great  deference, 
that  I  do  not  think  the  question  has 
been  studied  so  fully  as  it  requires  to 
be.  I  want  to  remind  the  House  of 
what  we  have  done,  and  the  difficulties 
which,  in  some  shape  or  other,  we  must 
overcome.  In  earlier  arrangements  for 
advances  to  tenants  it  was  made  a  con- 
dition that  the  tenant  to  whom  the  ad- 
vance was  made  should  obtain  the  colla- 
teral security  of  others,  so  that  there 
should  be  a  reasonable  security  for  those 
who  made  the  advances.  The  objection 
was  advanced  at  that  time  that,  if  se- 
curity were  demanded,  people  would  not 
apply  for  assistance ;  and  that  was  based 
on  the  argument  that  a  man  having 
only  a  small  holding,  who  had  no  benefit 
from  the  advance,  if  his  brother  tenant 
who  had  received  benefit  should  fail, 
would  feel  himself  greatly  aggrieved  by 
being  called  upon  to  make  up  his  neigh- 
bour's deficiency.  If  that  was  a  sound 
objection  in  the  one  case,  is  it  not  a 
sound  objection  in  the  other  ?  If  seven 
or  eight  small  tenants  combined  together 
to  oDtain  an  advance,  and  if  some  of 
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those  who  had  the  leasfc  benefit)  and 
possibly  no  benefit,  wei^  called  upon  to 
make  good  what  had  been  advanced  to 
their  neighbours,  shall  we  not  have  pre- 
cisely the  same  objection  that  was  raised 
to  the  former  plan  of  surety,  and  will 
not  the  whole  thing  end  in  disastrous 
failure  ?  I  make  these  suggestions  for 
practical  reasons,  and  not  on  any  mere 
doctrinaire  grounds.  I  may  add  that  what 
we  want  to  do  is  what  is  most  beneficial 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.  We  want  to 
elicit  on  such  a  question  as  this  the  opi- 
nion of  those  who  are  well  conversant 
with  the  question ;  and  in  that,  as  in 
other  matters,  I  am  bound  to  say  there 
would  be  greater  advantage  to  myself 
as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  to 
the  Government,  to  have  practical  sug- 
gestions in  carrying  out  the  details  of 
the  Acts  of  the  last  two  Sessions,  so 
that  we  might  honestly  be  enabled  to 
give  effect  to  the  policy  which  the  Go- 
vernment believe  will  be,  in  the  end,  of 
great  advantage  to  Ireland.  In  con- 
clusion, I  would  express  the  hope  that 
we  may  be  able  to  bring  this  debate  to 
a  close  before  very  long,  so  that  there 
may  be  no  difficulty  in  the  way  of  getting 
into  Supply. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  quite  agreed  with  much  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers) 
— but  he  must  also  say  that  the  speech 
had  evidently  been  made  with  the  desire 
of  making  things  pleasant  all  round — 
that  this  question  should  not  be  ap- 
proached in  any  narrow  or  Party  spirit, 
but  with  a  sincere  desire  to  help  in 
alleviating  the  distress  now  so  prevalent 
in  Ireland,  and  which,  he  ventured  to 
say,  was  one  of  those  things  the  Govern- 
ment was  bound  to  deal  with.  He  had 
listened  attentively  to  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard 
to  capital.  There  oould  be  no  doubt 
that  if  capital  would  only  return  to  Ire- 
land in  the  way  suggested,  the  position 
of  that  country  would  be  a  most  for- 
tunate one.  Ireland  would  then  be  on 
a  par  with  this  country,  both  as  regards 
tranquillity  and  prosperity,  and  that  was 
what  everyone  wished  to  see  in  Ireland. 
But  the  question  now  was  the  distress 
in  the  Western  parts  of  Ireland.  No 
man  who  did  not  know  what  that  distress 
was,  and  who  had  not  seen  it,  oould 
picture  to  himself  the  miserable  condition 
of  the  people  in  the  Western  portion  of 
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Ireland.    It  was  his    (Sir  Walter   B. 
Barttelot's)  sad  fate,  during  the  whole  of 
the  first  Famine,  to  be  in  that  part  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
from  that  time  to  this  chronic  distress 
had  existed  there ;  and,  although  from 
starvation,  emigration,  and  other  causes 
the  population  had  greatly  decreased 
even  in  those  parts,  and  though  great 
efforts  had  been  made  at  different  times 
to  relieve  them,  yet,  at  the  present  time, 
they  were  in  precisely  the  same  condition 
as  in  1846,    while  no  great  effort  had 
been  made  by  either  side  of  the  House 
to  permanently  relieve  that  distress.  He 
was  delighted  to  know  that  they  had  in 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  a 
man  of  few  words,  who  was  determined 
to  do  that  which  he  held  to  be  in  the 
best  interests  of  Ireland.     No  one  could 
deny  that  the  condition  of  things  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  taking  Donegal,  Mayo, 
Galway,  and  even  a  portion  of  the  coun- 
ties of  Limerick,  Clare,  Kerry,  and  Cork, 
required  the  utmost    attention  of   the 
Government,  and  a  determination  that 
such  a  state  of  things  should  no  longer 
exist.     His  right  hon.  Frieud  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  talked  as  if  this 
was  a  new  question,  and  said  the  Go- 
vernment were  making  inquiries  so  as  to 
ascertain  the  best  and  most  permanent 
remedy.     The  real  condition  of  things 
was  this — that  the  Government  kneir 
perfectly  well  that  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land existed  all  those  materials  which 
had  led  to  all  the  disasters  that   had 
occurred  in  the  country,  and  unless  the 
existing  state  of  things  was  remedied 
they  would  have  a  continuance  of  those 
disasters.    These  were  the  portions  of 
Ireland  which  the  Government  should, 
if  it  could,  render  contented  and  happj» 
for  they  would  prevent  agitation.    Let 
it  be  borne  in  mind,  however,  that  it 
was  not  from  the  poor  creatures  who 
were  suffering  distress  that  the  agita- 
tion came ;  it  came  from  others ;  but  the 
deplorable  condition  they  were  in  was 
the  means  which  gave  opportunity  for 
agitation.    Until  the  population  in  those 
parts  had  been  dealt  with  seriously  and 
determinately,  no  good  would  have  been 
done  for  Ireland.    He  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
made  up  his  mind  to  deal  with  the 
question ;  but  whether  he  was  going  to 
deal  in  a  right  way  with  it  he  was  not 
now  going  to  stop  to  consider.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr,  O'Connor 
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Power)  said  there  were  three  ways  of 
dealing  with  the  question — one  was  mi- 
gration, the  other  emigration,  and  the 
third  was  the  workhouse  for  the  able- 
bodied  poor.  With  regard  to  migration, 
he  (Sir  Waited  B.  Barttelot)  would  re- 
mark that  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
propose,  for  one  moment,  that  you  were 
to  migrate  men  on  to  those  lands  now  in 
good  condition,  but  to  migrate  on  to  the 
600,000  acres  which  had  gone  out  of 
eoltiTation  for  want  of  people  to  till 
them.  With  regard  to  that  proposal, 
he  would  only  say  that  if  there  were 
lands  of  that  kind  not  tenanted  by  the 
Irish  people,  and  that  could  be  re- 
occupied  again,  and  made  useful,  it 
would,  indeed,  be  a  beneficial  thing  for 
the  people  of  Ireland,  and  of  England 
too.  If  those  lands  could  be  again  tilled 
and  made  to  pay,  that  was  the  great 
consideration,  even  if  money  were  taken 
from  the  English  Exchequer  to  lend  a 
helping  hand  for  that  purpose ;  and  he 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  asserted  that 
ihe  English  Exchequer  would  willingly 
advance  a  portion  of  the  money  for  such 
an  object  as  that.  Then  came  the  question 
of  emigration.  That  must  be  dealt  with, 
with  a  determined  hand.  Those  people 
must  be  got  rid  of.  The  Government 
must  not  blink  the  question.  They  must 
be  znoved,  if  the  Government  wanted 
Ireland  to  be  peaceful  and  happy.  Year 
by  year  the  people  were  being  reduced 
to  absolute  starvation,  and  the  only  way 
to  deal  with  that  was  to  remove  the 
people  in  a  systematic  and  judicious 
way.  After  that  care  must  be  taken  that 
others  did  not  return  to  these  miserable 
holdings  that  could  not  support  them. 
What  was  wanted  was  a  larger  class  of 
holdings,  and  until  a  scheme  was  pro- 
posed which  should  realize  that  little 
would  have  been  done  to  solve  this  pro- 
blem. He  was.  opposed  to  the  spending 
of  money  on  impracticable  experimental 
schemes ;  but  ^at  he  maintained  was, 
that  if  this  question  were  not  dealt  with 
determinately,  and  at  once,  there  would 
never  be  peace  and  quiet  in  Ireland. 
Then  there  was  the  workhouse  test. 
He  differed  from  a  great  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  regard  to  that 
test.  He  believed  the  Chief  Secretary 
lor  Ireland  was  absolutely  right,  when 
he  said  that  able-bodied  people,  when 
asking  outdoor  relief  from  the  Union, 
and  from  people  hardly  better  able  to 
pay  thau  themselves;  shoiUd  not  receive 


that  form  of  relief.  If  outdoor  relief 
were  granted,  tho  people  would  be  made 
perpetual  paupers,  and  would  never  be 
disposed  to  earn  an  honest  living.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  therefore 
right  when  he  said  he  would  not  allow 
outdoor  relief  to  increase  in  Ireland. 
It  used  to  be  the  pride  and  boast  of 
Ireland  in  olden  days  that  it  could  do 
without  outdoor  relief,  while  it  was  ne- 
cessary in  England;  but  the  condition 
of  things  was  now  altered.  Still,  he 
would  strenuously  oppose  the  granting  of 
outdoor  relief  to  able-bodied  persons  in 
Ireland,  believing  that  it  would  be  most 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  the  nation. 
He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  knew  the 
condition  of  those  places.  He  had  seen 
them  from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  another. 
He  believed  if  those  people  were  made 
to  feel  that  they  were  fairly  dealt  with 
by  the  Government,  and  a  reasonable 
scheme  of  migration  as  well  as  of  emi- 
gration was  put  at  their  door,  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  solved  the  most 
difficult  problem  they  had  ever  had  .to 
deal  with.  But  unless  that  was  done  it 
would  be  for  those  who  came  after  them 
to  deal  with  crime  and  outrage,  and 
besides  to  feel  the  disgrace  that  people 
were  dying  of  starvation  a  short  distance 
from  our  shores. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  said,  that  he  had  heard 
with  great  pleasure  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  described 
that  speech  as  **  making  things  pleasant 
all  round;''  but,  dealing  with  a  very 
useful  subject  which  had  been  referred 
to  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Dickson),  with  regard 
to  the  terms  on  which  funds  were  to 
be  in  future  advanced  for  the  construc- 
tion of  Irish  railways,  he  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
intended  to  bring  the  matter  to  a  prac- 
tical test  in  a  few  days,  when  the 
West  Glare  Bailway,  which  was  in  a 
very  advanced  state  as  regarded  its 
share  capital,  would  be  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Treasury.  They  would 
then  see  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  merely  for  the  sake 
of  '*  making  things  pleasant  all  round." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  spoke  of  the  advantage 
it  would  be  if  those  lines  could  be  con- 
structed out  of  money  borrowed  in  the 
market  through  the  ordinary  sources. 
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but  he  could  assure  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  while  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible to  raise  money  in  this  way  on  the 
Great  Trunk  lines,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  it  for  the  construction  of  small 
branch  railways.  For  instance,  the  5  per 
cent  debentures  of  the  Waterford  and 
Central  Bailway,  although  the  line  paid 
a  small  dividend  on  its  share  capital, 
were  not  quoted  above  104  to  106.  There 
was  no  doubt,  however,  that  the  im- 
portant subject  for  immediate  discus- 
sion was  the  state  of  destitution  of  cer- 
tain districts  of  Ireland,  and  he  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  divided  into  two 
parts — the  temporary  and  the  perma- 
nent ;  but  the  question  which  was  most 
important  now  was  the  temporary  ques- 
tion. They  were  told  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  making  the  deepest  and  most 
serious  inquiries  into  the  state  of  a£Pairs. 
He  thought  they  were  doing  quite  right ; 
but  although  he  should  be  the  last  to 
maintain  the  proposition  that  poverty 
had  any  right  to  the  assistance  of  the 
State,  yet  he  held  that  destitution  had 
an  absolute  right  to  that  assistance. 
Now,  destitution  absolutely  existed  in 
certain  districts  of  the  constituency 
which  he  had  the  honour  of  represent- 
ing. This  destitution  would  not  wait 
for  statistics.  That  was  perfectly  clear, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  it  was 
useless  to  deal  with  it  by  the  Eeports — 
the  very  excellent  Eeports,  no  doubt — of 
the  Poor  Law  Inspectors  as  to  the  future. 
The  matter  must  be  taken  up  imme- 
diately. The  actual  state  of  affairs  was 
this — that  in  large  districts  in  several 
of  the  Unions  of  the  County  Clare  and 
another  county  with  which  he  was  well 
acquainted — the  County  Mayo — the  des- 
titution was  such  that,  although  he  had 
no  doubt  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  perfectly 
correct  in .  saying  that  there  was  no 
record  of  any  death  having  occurred  by 
starvation,  yet  that  it  was  so  great  that 
there  was  a  physical  and  moral  weak- 
ness coming  over  the  people,  that  might 
develop  at  any  moment  into  serious  sick- 
ness. And  they  must  look  at  the  matter 
in  another  way.  If  destitution  had  an 
absolute  right  of  claim  on  the  State,  it 
was  clear  that  everyone  who  was  desti- 
tute had  that  right,  and  amongst  them 
there  were  the  children.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  in  a  number  of  places  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  the  state  of  the  chil- 
dren was  extremely  serious,  and  alto- 


gether  different  from  that  in  which  they 
werid  in  the  year  1879-80,  when,  owing 
to  the  charitable  organizations,  the  chil- 
dren were  extremely  well-fed.     There 
were  no  charitable  distributions  at  the 
present  moment.     It  would  be  answered 
that  in  dealing  with  this  destitution  the 
family  must  be  taken  as  a  unit  and  dealt 
with  as  a  whole — that  the  children  could 
not  be  taken  from  their  parents;  but 
what  was  the  effect  of  the  workhouse 
test?    That   directly  the  families  got 
into  the  workhouse,   they   were,  to  a 
great  extent,  divided ;  and  that  was  one 
of  the  greatest  difficulties  which  they 
had  to  contend  with  in  inducing  the 
people  to  go  into  the  workhouse ;  and  if 
the  right    hon.   Gentleman  the    Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  could  devote  a 
little  time  to  look  into  the  matter  of 
workhouse  reform  in  that  way.  and  to 
see   whether   a    system  of   workhouse 
policy  could  not  be  brought  in  with 
greater  consonance  with  the  feelings  of 
the  Irish  poor,  he  would  be  doing  a  very 
good  work.  AVith  regard  to  emigration, 
the  Government  had  over  and  over  again 
foreshadowed  a  scheme  of  emigpration; 
and  he  believed  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty with  the  Irish  people,  if  such  a 
scheme  were  elaborated,  and  if  the  Gfo- 
vemment  were  prepared   to  make  an 
estimate  for  it.     He  might  remind  the 
House  that  one  of  the  most  advanced  of 
the  Irish  Members  opposite  had,  only  a 
few  months  ago,  acknowledged  that  he 
could  not  oppose  such  a  scheme.    But 
at  the  present  moment  the  emigration 
was  simply  haphazard.  The  matter  could 
not  be  taken  into  consideration  until  the 
people  had  first  tided  over  the  temporazy 
destitution  now  prevailing.    As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvon  (Mr.  Rathbone) 
had  pointed  out,  it  was  not  so  much 
money  that  was  wanted  as  a  fitting  pla<^ 
to  which  to  send  the  emigrants.  Another 
question  was,  what  would  become  of  the 
present  holdings  when  deserted  by  their 
former  occupiers?    Thirty  tenants  would 
always  pay  more  rent  in  the  aggregate 
than  one  tenant  for  150  acres  of  land  in 
the  West  of  Ireland.  A  further  question 
was,  how  were  the  large  tracts  of  land 
which  were  formerly  in  cultivation,  and 
were  sown  with  grass  after  the  Fmnine, 
to  be  treated  ?    They  were  now  rapiolJ 
becoming  covered  with  furze  and  rushes. 
With    regard    to    the    Land   Act,  he 
thought  its  amendment  was  perfectly 
safe.  Ulster  had  spoken  out.  The  bum- 
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ing  question  of  the  day  was  that  of  iea- 
titution ;   and  he  sincerely  hoped  that 
nothing  would  prevent  the  Government 
from*  aealing  with  that  question,  as  it 
was  one  of  death  from  starvation,  or 
starvation  fever,  among  the  people  in 
certain  districts  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 
Dr.  COMMINS  said,  that  every  per- 
son appeared  to  admit  that  they  were 
now  &ce  to  face  with  severe  destitution 
in  the  West  of  Ireland ;  and  yet,  so  far, 
no  intimation  had  heen  given  by  the  Qo- 
vemmejxt  as  to  what  course  it  intended 
to  pursue  to  meet  the  distress.    They 
were  told  that  the  Government  were 
ascertaining  the  facts ;  but  what  need 
was  there  for  ascertaining    the  facts? 
Were    they  not  patent  to  every  per- 
son ?    Had  not  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
throughout  the  country  been  caUing  at- 
tention to  the  matter,  and  asking  the 
Government  to  take  some  steps;    and 
what  necessity  was  there  for  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland's  tour  in  Donegal 
on  an  Irish  jaunting  car?    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  refuse  to  grant  the  Guar- 
dians power  to  grant  outdoor  relief.  But 
he  (Dr.  Commins)  was  strongly  of  opi- 
nion that  relief  in  some  shape  was  re- 
quired and  should  be  given,  and  he 
thought  it  was  outdoor  relief  that  should 
be  given.     Was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aware  of  the  fact  that  a  family  in 
the  workhouse  would  cost  three  times  as 
much  as  if  there  was  an  allowance  made 
to  it  in  outdoor  relief.    But  though  the 
outdoor  relief  system  was  the  cheaper, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
insist  on  the  poor  people  breaking  up 
their  homes,  and  going  into  the  work- 
houses, and  losing  the  position  of  respect 
which  they  held  amongst  their  neigh- 
bours, thereby  demoralizing  them,  as 
they  would  ever  afterwards  be  branded 
with  the  name  of  pauper.    He  agreed 
that  it  would  be  better  that  the  people 
should  emigrate  from  the  congested  dis- 
tricts in  the  West  than  that  they  should 
live  on  subject  to  constantly  recurring 
periods  of  starvation,  if  the  recurrence 
of  those  periods  could  not  possibly  be 
avoided.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  however, 
there  was  no  absolute  necessity  for  the 
removal  of  the  people  to  another  country. 
How  was  it  that  tnose  poor  people  came 
to  occupy  their  present  miserable  hold- 
ings?   The  reason  was  that  they  were 
driven  by  a  pernicious  system  from  thia 
rich  tracts  of  grazing  land  in  the  interior 


to  the  wild  mountain  districts  to  eke  out 
a  miserable  existence.  That  system  was 
now,  once  and  for  all,  put  an  end  to  by 
the  beneficial  operation  of  the  Land  Act ; 
and  he  hoped  when  it  came  fully  into 
operation  that  it  would  enable  the  poor 
people  to  return  to  their  former  homes. 
The  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  last  night  had  not  given  them 
any  hope  to  carry  home  to  their  consti- 
tuents. The  Guardians  of  the  Unions  of 
Carrick-on-Shannon,  Boyle,  and  Strokes- 
town  had  all  asked  to  be  allowed  to  re- 
lieve the  distress  in  a  way  that  was  in 
harmony  with  the  feelings  of  the  people, 
and  would  not  deprive  them  of  their 
self-respect,  and  they  said  that  they 
would  Qo  so  with  their  own  money.  But 
nothing  had  been  done  except  to  send 
round  Inspectors  to  tell  the  Xocal  Go- 
vernment 6oard  what  the  Board  already 
knew  as  well  as  the  Inspectors.  He 
thought  he  was  not  goin^  too  far  when 
he  said  the  speech  of  me  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  cast  a  gloom  over  Ire- 
land ;  and,  looking  at  the  speech,  they 
would  say  that  the  Government  looked 
upon  the  present  distress  as  a  Godsend 
to  enable  it  to  expatriate  a  very  consi- 
derable number  of  their  countrymen. 
They  had  heard  of  congested  districts. 
The  fact  was  that  the  density  of  popula- 
tion in  Ireland  was  less  than  in  Kussia, 
being  153  in  the  one  case  and  157  in  the 
other  to  the  square  mile.  In  Eoscom- 
mon,  where  there  was  some  of  the  richest 
land  in  Ireland,  perhaps  in  Europe — the 
plains  of  Boyle,  from  which  the  people 
had  been  cleared  off  to  make  room  for 
the  large  sheep  farms — you  might  travel 
20  miles  without  seeing  a  labouring 
man's  house  or  a  village,  and  the  country 
seemed  as  thinly  populated  as  the  prairies 
of  America.  Two,  three,  or  four  weeks 
of  outdoor  relief  would  be  quite  suffi- 
cient to  enable  the  people  to  tide  over 
the  distress.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  promised  that  nobody  should  bo 
allowed  to  die  of  starvation ;  but  he  had 
not  kept  his  word,  because  no  steps  had 
been  taken,  and  verdicts  of  death  by 
starvation  had  been  returned.  He  im- 
plored the  Government  to  do  something 
to  prevent  the  wholesale  misery  and  al- 
most despair  which  were  likely  to  come 
upon  the  people  of  Ireland.  If  they 
really  desired  to  relieve  the  distress,  they 
must  at  once  take  steps  to  meet  the  diffi- 
culty with  which  they  were  now  face  to 
face. 
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Mr.  CALLAN  said,  be  very  much  re- 
gretted that  at  the  opening  of  the  House 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Ihe  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
had  not,  in  answer  to  his  (Mr.  Callan's) 
request,  made  for  the  information  of  hon. 
Members,  placed  upon  the  Table  the 
Memorial  presented  by  a  deputation  of 
the  Irish  Bishops.  The  Bishops  of  Ire- 
land during  late  years  had  kept  outside 
the  arena  of  politics ;  but  urged  by  a 
clear  sense  of  duty,  arising  out  of  the 
g^at  distress  existing  in  their  dioceses, 
they  felt  it  necessary  to  wait  on  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  the  guise 
of  humble  suppliants,  and  press  upon 
him  the  necessity  of  taking  some  steps 
to  relieve  the  distress  existing  in  the 
country  at  the  present  time.  Their  sug- 
gestions, however,  were  disregarded; 
and  he  (Mr.  Callan)  trusted,  therefore, 
that  it  would  be  the  last  time  that  the 
Irish  Episcopacy  would  be  found  going 
as  suppliants  to  any  English  Minister  in 
Dublin  Castle.  He  did  not  believe  that 
any  hon.  Member  of  the  House  heard  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
last  night  with  deeper  sorrow  and  disap- 
pointment than  he  had  done.  Had  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the  letter  of 
the  Bev.  Father  Gallagher,  who  accom- 
panied him  on  his  tour  through  Donegal, 
and  who  was  spending  all  he  had  in  the 
world  to  save  his  starving  people  ? 
Silence  gav6  consent.  He  supposed  he 
had  the  letter,  or  else  he  would  have 
contradicted  it.  Well,  what  did  that 
letter  state?'  It  stated  that  in  all  the 
cabins  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  visited 
there  was  not  a  scrap  of  food  to  be 
found,  except  in  one,  where  they  found 
the  family  eating  seaweed ;  and  he  stated 
also  that  the  people  said  that  they  would 
rather  die  in  their  cabins  than  go  into 
the  workhouse.  Well,  what  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  answer  to  that  ? 
"  You  may  die  there,"  was  what  his 
speech  last  night  said.  At  the  time, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  what  he  saw  exceeded  in  misery  all 
that  he  had  read  of  concerning  the  dis- 
tress in  Donegal,  thereby  endorsing  the 
writings  of  the  special  correspondent  of 
The  Freeman^s  Journal,  who  was  calling 
attention  to  the  dreadful  destitution 
amonp^st  the  people  in  the  columns  of 
that  journal.  When  he  got  back  to 
Dublin  Castle,  however,  all  was  changed. 
The  iron  appeared  to  enter  the  spirit  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlouian  the  moment 


he  entered  that  building,  and  he  came 
forward  now  there  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  exponent  of  a  cold-blooded 
policy  towards  Ireland.  He  was  bringing 
oack  to  the  memoryagain  the  evil  memo- 
ries of  1848,  when  another  of  hia  name 
was  a  cruel  and  remorseless  administrator 
in  Ireland.     He  (Mr.  Callan)  must  say 
he  was  surprised  that  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers for  Donegal  (Dr.  Kinnear),  a  brother 
clergyman  with  the  Eev.  Father  Gallag- 
her, and  belonging  to  the  same  town, 
had  been  dumb  upon  the  questioji.    He 
supposed  the  rev.  Gentleman  thought 
he  owed  allegiance  to  the  Government 
rather  than  to  those  who  sent  him  to  the 
House,  and  who  had  sent  him  for  the 
last  time,     f  CnV#  o/ "  Divide ! "]    He 
heard  a  Scotch  Member  (Mr.  Buchanan) 
say  "  Divide !  "     He  supposed  the  hon 
Gentleman  did  it  at  the  instance  of  the 
Government,  as  he  was  the  Member  who 
seconded  the  Address  to  the  Crown,  and 
represented  a  city  with  no  sympathy  for 
Ireland.     He  (Mr.  Callan)  demanded  tQ 
know  why  the  Memorial  of  the  Irish 
Bishops  was  to  be  suppressed.     Until 
the  cruel  and  heartless  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  previous 
evening,  in  which  he  stated  that  he  was  de- 
termined to  carry  out  a  harsh  policy,  the 
Irish  Representatives  had  accorded  him 
every  indulgence,  because  they  believed 
he  would  rise  superior  to  the  traditions 
of  Dublin  Castle ;  but  in  this  they  had 
been  greatly  mistaken.     He  would  ask 
him  whether  duiing  his  four  days'  visit 
to  Donegal,  he  did  not  see  exceptional 
distress  there,  and  challenged  him  to 
deny  the  truth  of  the  Bev.  Mr.  GFallag* 
her's  letter. 

And  it  being  a. quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE-ORDER  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

mixistebial  statement. 
The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  regretted  that  there  had  been 
no  disposition  to  pay  any  attention  to 
the  appeal  which  he  ventured  to  make, 
not  in  the  interests  of  the  (Joremment, 
but  of  the  progress  of  Public  BosineM, 
and  the  convenience  of  the  House  iteelf) 
the  debate  on  the  Address  might,  if  pos- 
sible, be  concluded  to-day.  Thatcouwe 
was  now  impossible ;  the  debate  most  be 
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adjourned.  He  wished,  however,  to  give 
Notice  that  it  was  proposed,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  to  proceed  at 
once,  after,  the  close  of  the  debate,  to 
take  the  next  stage  of  Keport.  It  woald 
be  impossible,  as  he  had  hoped,  that 
Committee  of  Supply  could  be  set  up  for 
to*morrow,  and  that  must  be  deferred  in 
any  circumstances  until  Friday.  In  case 
the  Eeport  on  the  Address  was  con- 
claded  at  a  reasonable  time  to-morrow 
evening,  the  Qovernment  would  propose 
to  proceed  with  the  Bills  which  stood  on 
the  Paper  for  to-morrow,  in  the  order  in 
which  they  now  stood  —  namely,  the 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill,  the 
Criminal  Code  (Indictable  OfiPences  Pro* 
cedure)  Bill,  and  the  Parliamentary 
Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices) 

FUBLIO  WORSHIP  BEGULATION  ACT  (1874) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Kbid,  Bill  to  amend  *'  The 
Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  1874/*  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Rbid»  Mr.  Albert 
Oket,  and  Mr.  Stuaut  Wortlbt. 

B\)lprete*iUd,fisA  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  109.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Six  o* clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOKDS, 
Thursday t  Ut  March,  1883. 


Their  Lordships  met;— And  haviiig 
gone  throuffh  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate — 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten 

o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  Ut  J^farch,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Writs  Issued— J^or  Wy- 
combe Borough, V.  Lieutenant  Colonel  William 
Henry  Peregrine  Carington,  commonly  called 
the  hon.  William  Henry  Peregrine  Carington, 
Manor  of  Northstead;  for  Chester  County 
(Mid  Division),  r.  Hon.  Wilbraham  Egerton, 
odled  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 


Kbw  Member  Sworn— Edward  Robert  King- 

Harman,  esquire,  for  the  County  of  Dublin. 
Select  Committee— Kitchen  and  Refreshment 

Rooms  (House  of  Commons),  Mr.  Guest  and 

Sir  Henry  Wolff  diteharged,  Mr.  Armitstead 

and  Mr.  Thomhill  added, 
Pritatb  Bill    {byi  Order) — Second  Reading-^ 

Thames  Navigation. 
Public   Bill  —  Second   J?«a<ft>ty— Consolidated 

Fund,  &c.  (Permanent  Charges  Redemption) 

Act  (1873)  Amendment*  [107]. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


-o.:o:< 


THAMES  NAVIGATION  BILL 
(by  Order). 

8EC0in>    BEADIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
that,  on  seeing  the  Notice  of  this  Bill  on 
the  Paper,  he  had  intimated  his  intention 
of  moving  that  it  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months.  The  title  of  the 
measure,  however,  was  misleading.  In- 
stead of  referring  to  the  navigation  of 
the  Thames  generally,  its  object  was 
merely  to  regulate  the  steam  launches 
above  Kew ;  there  being  also  a  provision 
in  it  for  granting  remuneration  to  the 
officers  who  fulfilled  the  duty.  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  would  not  perse- 
vere with  his  opposition. 

Mb.  Aldebman  W.  LAWRENCE 
said,  that  one  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
raise  the  amount  awarded  to  the  Con- 
servators. He  did  not  object  to  that, 
nor  to  the  Bill.  The  clause  which  dealt 
with  the  management  of  this  remunera- 
tion, however,  he  took  some  objection 
to ;  but  that  the  promoters  had  engaged 
should  be  amended  in  Committee.  On 
that  understanding  he  now  withdrew 
his  opposition. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  must  say  I 
was  surprised  to  see  in  the  Bill  the 
clause  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
drawn  attention.  No  doubt,  the  main 
object  of  the  measure  is  one  of  great 
public  utility.  It  is  to  provide  regula- 
tions necessary  to  remove  a  nuisance 
that  has  become  dangerous  to  the  public 
on  the  Elver  Thames.  But  there  is  an 
addition  to  that,  in  the  shape  of  the  15th 
section,  which  seems  to  have  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  this  object  of 
great  public  utility.  I  cannot  myself 
see  why,  when  all  these  duties  are  per- 
formed by  officers  of  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy, the  members  of  the  Board  of 
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Conservancj  should  have  this  £1,000 
a-year  to  be  divided  amongst  them 
at  the  discretion  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Board  of  Trade.  There  are  gen- 
tlemen who  discharge  public  duties  on 
the  river  between  Yankee  Creek  and 
Lechlade  of  equal  importance  to  the 
public  as  those  discharged  individually 
by  members  of  the  Thames  Conser- 
vators, and  I  have  never  heard  that 
they  have  set  up  a  claim  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  public  funds  for  the  services 
they  discharge.  Some  of  these  Conser- 
vators, I  believe,  are  connected  with  the 
Common  Council  of  the  City  of  London, 
who  themselves  are  unpaid  for  the  ser- 
vices they  discharge.  I  am  quite  at  a 
loss  to  know  why  it  is  proposed  to 
allow  the  Conservators  to  use  themselves 
£1,000  a-year  out  of  the  funds  they  ad- 
minister. I  wish  to  speak  in  terms  of 
the  greatest  possible  respect  of  this  body 
of  gentlemen.  Undoubtedly,  they  are 
worthy  of  all  respect ;  but  I  will  under- 
take! to  say  that  there  is  probably  no 
body  that  has  been  more  unsuccessful  in 
discharging  one  portion  of  its  duties — 
that  is,  the  dealing  with  floods  along  the 
course  of  the  Biver  from  Teddington  to 
Lechlade  in  the  county  of  Wilts.  We 
are  told  that  one  of  the  things  which 
prevents  them  from  discharging  their 
duties  is  want  of  funds ;  and  yet  we 
have  a  proposal  to  allocate  £1,000  a-year 
out  of  their  resources  for  personal  re- 
muneration— £1,000  a-3^ear  from  funds 
which,  according  to  their  own  allegation, 
are  insufficient  for  their  present  pur- 
poses. This  failure  to  discharge  their 
duties  is  a  great  public  evil.  Thousands 
of  acres  of  land  on  the  Thames  are  being 
thrown  out  of  cultivation  or  seriously 
damaged.  This  is  effected,  in  a  great 
measure,  by  the  floods  which  are  allowed 
to  remain  on  the  land ;  and  yet  we  have 
this  proposal  to  give  £1,000  a-year — 
the  interest  on  £33,000— which  will  go 
very  far  indeed  towards  relieving  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  landowners  on 
the  Thames  from  the  evils  which  they 
suffer.  Having  in  view  that  this  Bill 
has  a  public  object,  so  far  as  the  regu- 
lation of  steam  launches  is  concerned,  I 
shall  not  oppose  the  second  reading  ; 
but  I  give  fair  Notice  that  if  this  clause 
comes  back  in  the  Bill  I  shall  oppose  it, 
and,  if  necessary,  the  measure  itself  on 
Beport.  I  trust  the  good  sense  of  the 
Committee  to  which  this  Bill  will  be  re- 
ferred will  induce  them  to  strike  out  the 

Mr.  W,  B.  Smith 


provision  in  question,  which  has  no  re- 
lation to  any  other  part  of  the  Bill, 
which  is  not  necessary  to  it,  and  which 
certainly  would  not  have  been^  inaerted 
had  it  not  been  for  the  gpreat  skill  of 
the  draftsman  or  Parliamentary  agent 
who  has  charge  of  the  BiU,  and  who  is 
exceedingly  well  able  to  take  care  of 
his  clients  when  they  want  to  be  well 
served  in  this  respect.  I,  therefore, 
do  not  propose  to  oppose  the  seoond 
reading. 

Sib  HENBY  HOLLAND   said,  Le 
was  glad  to  hoar  that  the  Bill  was  not 
to  be  opposed,  so  far  as  regarded  the 
provisions  in  it  relating  to  the  regulation 
of  steam  launches.     As  to  the  clause 
dealing  with  remuneration,  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose 
that  this  was  the  first  time  payment  had 
been  made  to  the  Conservators  ?    If  he 
did,  the  supposition  was  incorrect.    It 
would  be  found  in  this  very  section  that 
this  sum — which,  by  the  way,  was  not 
£1,000  a-year,  but  "  was  not  to  exceed 
£1,000   a-year"  was  only  to  be  paid— 
**in  addition  "  to  money  already  required 
to  be  set  apart  for  the  Conservators. 
Well,  if  the  Conservators  had  additional 
work  put  upon  them,  it  certainly  was 
not  an  improper  thing  that  they  should 
receive  additional  pay.    The  sum  fixed 
in  the  Bill— £1,000  a-year— would  be 
the  maximum,  and  would  only  be  in 
addition  to  the  sum  they  now  received. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,   and  eom- 
mitttd, 

Q  UESTIOirS. 


ARMY— THE  ENNISKILLBN  DRAGOONS. 

Colonel  COLTHUBST  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  . 
would  explain  why  the  soldiers'  families 
of  the  Enniskillen  Dragoons  have  not 
yet  been  allowed  to  proceed  to  Natal, 
the  regiment  having  been  there  now  for 
more  than  two  years  ? 

The  MAnQUESS  of  HABTINOTON: 
The  families  of  the  soldiers  of  the  Ennis- 
killen Dragoons  have  not  been  sent  out 
to  Natal,  not  only  because  accommoda- 
tion for  the  families  of  soldiers  is  deficient, 
but  primarily  because  of  the  great  un- 
certainty which  has  existed  as  to  the 
length  of  time  during  which  it  might  be 
requisite  to  keep  the   regiment  in  tho 
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Colony.    I  trust  it  will  not  be  necessary 
to  keep  the  regiment  there  much  longer. 

ARMY— STAFF  APPOINTMENTS— LIEU - 
TENANT  GENERAL  GAGE,  C.B. 

BAB017  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  Lieutenant  General  the 
Hon.  E.  T.  Oage,  O.B.  is  to  be  removed 
from  the  command  at  Woolwich  on  the 
3l8t  of  this  month,  although  it  is  a  five 
years'  appointmeot,  and  he  has  not  held 
it  for  two  years;  whether  the  reason  of 
this  decision  is  that,  owing  to  his  dis- 
tinguished service  in  the  Crimea  and 
India,  he  obtained  his  promotion  to  the 
rank  of  lieutenant  General  more  rapidly 
than  if  he  had  not  rendered  such  distin- 
guished service;  and,  whether,  under 
these  special  circumstances,  and  con- 
sidering the  heavy  expenses  necessarily 
incurred  by  Lieutenant  General  Gage  in 
taking  up  the  command,  an  exception 
could  be  made  in  his  case  so  as  to  admit 
of  his  continuinug  to  hold  his  Staff  ap- 
pointment, as  was  done  in  the  case  of 
Lieutenant  General  Sir  Frederick  Camp- 
bell, Director  of  Artillery  and  Stores  at 
the  War  Office,  and  Lieutenant  General 
Eadcliffe,  Inspector  General  of  Artillery? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON: 
Lieutenant  General  Gage  having  been 
promoted  from  the  rank  of  Major  Gene- 
ral, is  required  by  the  Royal  Warrant 
to  vacate  his  appointment  of  Major 
General  on  the  Staff  at  the  end  of  the 
financial  year  in  which  he  was  promoted. 
Lieutenant  General  Gage's  early  brevet 
promotion  for  service  in  the  field  has 
doubtless  brought  him  earlier  to  the  rank 
of  Lieutenant  General ;  but  the  early  pro- 
motion carries  various  advantages.  The 
officers  in  the  cases  quoted  did  not  exceed 
the  tenures  allowed  by  the  Royal  War- 
rant. 

AHABI  PASHA— CONDITIONS  OF  DE- 
TENTION  AT  CEYLON. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  when  Axabi  and 
his  fellow  prisoners  now  in  Ceylon  agreed 
to  plead  gpiilty  of  rebellion,  and  to 
assent  to  the  confiscation  of  their  pro- 
perty, it  was  in  consequence  of  a  distinct 
assurance  that  they  should  receive  from 
the  Egyptian  Government  adequate  sup- 
port in  thoir  place  of  exile;  whether 
they  do  receive  such  support,  and  to 
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what  extent ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  no  Egyption  law  by  which 
a  person  condemned  to  death  can  be 
legally  deprived  of  the  title  of  Pacha  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
In  reply  to  the  first  portion  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question,  I  may  refer  him  to 
page  83  of  the  Correspondence  respect- 
ing the  affairs  of  Egypt,  No.  1,  which 
was  laid  before  Parliament  at  the  com- 
mencement of  its  present  Session.  It 
appears  that  the  Egyptian  Government 
havo  allowed  £30  a-month  to  each  of 
the  exiles  for  their  maintenance,  and 
have  expressed  their  willingness  to  in- 
crease this  allowance  should  it  not  be 
sufficient.  In  reply  to  the  last  portion 
of  my  hon.  Friend's  Question,  no  in- 
formation has  been  received  at  the  Office 
as  to  the  law  under  which  Arabi  was 
deprived  by  the  Egyptian  Government 
of  the  title  of  Pasha,  and  I  am  not,  there- 
fore, able  to  answer  my  hon.  Friend  on 
this  point. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  asked  whether 
any  communications  had  taken  place 
with  the  Government  of  Ceylon,  or  other- 
wise, to  ascertain  whether  the  allowance 
was  sufficient  or  not  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
asked  the  hon.  Member  to  repeat  the 
Question  on  Monday. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS)— BOW 

CEMETERY. 

Mr.  BRYCE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  has  yet  received  the  Report  of 
the  Inspector  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  alleged  over-filling  of  the  Cemetery 
at  Bow,  East  London,  and  into  other 
matters  connected  therewith  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  case  the  Report  has  been  re- 
ceived, he  can  state  what  action  the 
Home  Office  proposes  to  take  upon  it  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  received  the  Report 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  referred,  and 
it  was  proposed  to  issue  an  Order  in 
Council  with  the  view  to  correct  the  evil. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)— MR.  TIMOTHY 
HARRINGTON. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Timothy 
Harrington,  on  the  very  day  of  his  un- 
opposed return,  in  the  town  of  Mullin- 
gar,  to  represent  the  county  of  Westmeath 
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in  this  House  of  Commons,  was  not  com-  made  as  will  render  them  perfectly  sea- 
xnanded  by  the  officials  of  Mullingar  worthy. 
Gaol  to  remove  a  bucket  of  prison  slops 
from  one  part  of  the  prison  to  another ; 
whether  he  did  refuse  to  submit  to  such 
indignity;  and,  whether,  for  such  re- 
fusal, he  has  been  subjected  by  the 
Gbvemor  of  the  Gaol  to  special  punish- 
ment ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Mr.  Harrington, 
having  been  committed  as  an  ordinary 
convicted  prisoner,  was  subject  to  the 
regular  Prison  Eegulations.  Under 
these  Regulations,  prisoners  are  required 
to  cleanse  their  own  cells  and  utensils. 
Mr.  Harrington  refused  to  do  so,  and 
was  adjudged  by  the  Governor  of  Mul- 
lingar IPrison  to  forfeit  his  exercise  on 
the  days  on  which  he  refused  to  obey 
the  Eegulations.  Since  then  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  directed  the  removal  of 
Mr.  Harring^n  to  Galway  Gaol,  where 
the  accommodation  for  prisoners  is  better 
than  at  Mullingar,  and  has  instructed 
the  prison  authorities  that  such  relax- 
ation of  the  Prison  Pules  may  be  made 
as  is  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of 
prison  discipline,  and  as  the  law  will 
permit. 


MERCANTILE  MARINE— TRANSPORTS. 

Gejtbral  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  If  the  attention  of  the  Marine 
Department  of  the  BcTard  of  Trade  has 
been  drawn,  by  the  editor  of  the 
''British  Merchant  Service  Journal,''  in 
a  letter  dated  12th  February  1883,  to 
the  condition  and  nature  of  repairs 
being  made  to  certain  steam  vessels  now 
in  the  Port  of  London ;  and,  if  so,  what 
Bteps,  if  any,  have  been  taken  to  ensure 
that  these  vessels,  which  have  been 
specially  selected  by  the  Admiralty  for 
the  transport  of  troops,  shall  not  pro- 
ceed to  sea  until  they  have  been  made 
thoroughly  seaworthy  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  The  atten- 
tion  of  the  Department  was  drawn  by 
the  editor  of  The  British  Merchant  Service 
Journal  to  the  condition  of  certain  steam 
vessels  now  in  the  Port  of  London.  I 
have  also  to  say  that  the  matter  was 
previously  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
of  the  Department ;  and  I  have  now  to 
assure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that 
the  vessels  in  question  will  not  be  per- 
mitted to  leave,  either  with  passengers 
or  without  ,until  such  repairs  have  been 

Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan 


THE  SWISS  REPUBLIC  —  THE  SAL- 
VATION ARMY. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  (for  Mr.  R.  N. 
Fowler)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact,  as  stated  in  the 
"  Times,"  of  British  subjects  being  ex- 
posed to  insults,  and  expelled  without 
trial  from  the  territory  of  the  Republic 
of  Switzerland,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  instruct  Her  Representative  at 
Berne  to  obtain  an  explanation  of  the 
action  of  the  authorities  at  Geneva  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  question  whether  there  is  groand 
for  diplomatic  intervention  in  relation 
to  the  occurrences  in  Switzerland  re- 
ferred to  bv  the  hon.  Member  has  been 
submitted  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Grown  for  their  opinion,  and  pending 
their  Report  Her  Majesty's  Government 
do  not  propose  to  take  any  official  action. 
But  Her  Majesty's  Representative  at 
Berne  has  unofficially  represented  to  the 
Federal  Government  the  complaints  of 
certain  British  subjects  against  the  au- 
thorities at  Geneva,  and  it  is  understood 
that  the  latter  have  been  invited  to  fur- 
nish a  Report  thereon. 

METROPOLITAN  AND  METROPOLITAN 
DISTRICT  RAILWAYS. 

Sir  HENRY  PEEK  aaked  the  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  Government  contemplate  taking  any 
measures  to  terminate  or  mitigate  the 
loss  and  inconvenience  which  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  propeitf  in  the  City  of 
London,  situate  in  the  direction  of  the 
proposed  extension  of  tbe  Metropolitan 
and  Metropolitan  District  Railways,  for 
the  completion  of  the  Inner  Oirde  Line 
of  Railway,   have,   for   nearly  twenty 
years,  experienced,  consequent  on  the 
numerous  applications  to  Parliament  in 
relation  to  the  subject,  including  re- 
peated   applications    for   extension  of 
time  limited  by  Parliament ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  intend  to  oppose 
the  Bill  introduced  in  the  present  Bes- 
sion  of  Parliament,  for  further  extension 
of  the  time  for  acquiring  land  and  com- 
pleting the  works,  and  will  thus  relieve 
the  owners  and  occupiers  ftom  having 
again  to  incur  the  serious  expense  con. 
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sequent  on  opposing  such  Bill  in  Oom- 
xnittee  ? 

Mr.  OHAMBERLATN,  in  reply,  said, 
lie  thonght  the  question  raisea  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  one  which  was  essen- 
tially for  the  decision  of  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was  altogether  unusual,  and  he  thonght 
improper,  for  any  Government  Depart- 
ment to  interfere  to  oppose  an  applica- 
tion to  the  House  for  an  extension  of 
time  for  the  completion  of  works  which 
were  in  course  of  construction. 

AKMY  MEDICAL  AND  TRANSPORT  DE- 
PARTMENTS—REPORT OF  DEPART- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE. 

Sir  HENEY  FLETCHER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  Departmental  Committee,  appointed 
to  inquire  into  certain  matters  connected 
with  the  Army  Medical  and  Transport 
Departments,  during  the  late  Egyptian 
campaign,  have  made  their  Beport ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  Eeport  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
The  Committee  have  not  reported  yet ; 
but  I  understand  from  the  Chairman 
(Lord  Morley)  that  the  Report  will  pro- 
bably be  made  within  a  week  or  two. 
When  I  receive  the  Report  I  will  con- 
sider the  question  of  its  presentation  to 
Parliament ;  but  I  do  not  apprehend 
that  there  will  be  anything  to  prevent 
its  being  laid  on  the  Table.  I  may  add 
that  the  labours  of  this  Committee  have 
been  very  arduous,  and  the  evidence 
is  voluminous. 

THE  EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION-GRAVES 
OF  SOLDIERS  AND  SAILORS. 

Sir  henry  WILMOT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any  steps 
are  being  taken  to  protect  the  graves  of 
our  soldiers  and  sailori  who  died  in 
Egypt  during  the  late  war  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  remains  of  those  who  fell  at  Kas- 
sassin  and  Tel-el-Kebir  will  be  interred 
in  one  cemetery  at  the  latter  place.  The 
Egyptian  Government  has  undertaken 
to  carry  out  the  necessary  works,  under 
the  direction  of  the  British  officer  com- 
manding the  Royal  Engineers,  such  as 
building  an  enclosing  wall,  planting 
trees,  &o.  It  has  also  agreed  to  afford 
efficient  protection  to  the  cemetery. 


INDIA— BEHAR  AND  ASSAM. 


Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  large  and  populous 
districts  of  India  grave  questions  of  em- 
ployment and  labour  are  continually 
arising  between  Natives  of  India  and 
European  manufacturers  and  specula- 
tors, and  that  against  European  offen- 
ders the  Natives  are  entirely  unpro- 
vided with  any  magistrates  of  tneir 
own  race  to  supervise  or  protect  their 
interests;  whether  throughout  Behar 
the  indigo  planting  interest  is  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  Europeans,  whose  treat- 
ment of  their  labourers  and  tenants  has 
been  the  object  of  numerous  complaints 
and  the  cause  of  wide  spread  disaffection, 
and  that  in  Behar  the  magistrates  and 
officials  are  often  closely  allied  with 
indigo  planting  classes  and  families; 
whether  it  is  true  that  in  Assam  the 
tea  planting  interest  is  in  European 
hands,  that  much  of  the  capital  is  syp- 
plied  by  persons  in  the  employment  of 
the  Government  of  India,  that  the  com- 
plaints of  the  excessive  mortality  among 
the  labourers  in  the  tea  plantations  have 
been  admitted  to  be  well-founded  in 
Parliament,  that  a  recent  Act  indentur- 
ing Native  labourers  to  service  for  a 
minimum  of  five  years  has  been  de- 
nounced in  the  Native  Indian  Press  as 
the  Assam  Slave  Act,  and  that  no  magis- 
trate of  their  own  race  possesses  any 
power  to  protect  the  Native  Indian 
labourers  from  the  excesses  of  their 
European  employers ;  whether  com- 
plaints have  reached  him  that  European 
officials  who  have  opposed  the  influential 
European  interest  have  been  subjected 
to  removal  and  punishment ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  all  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
removal  of  the  European  Chief  Magis- 
trate of  Sewan,  the  European  Assistant 
Magistrate  of  Sewan,  and  the  European 
Police  Superintendent  of  Sewan  who 
had  reported  upon  the  ill-treatment  of 
the  native  population  in  parts  of  Behar  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks  me  five  Questions.  To  the  first 
I  reply  that  questions  of  labour  and 
employment  naturally  arise  in  India. 
There  are  hundreds -of  Native  Judges 
and  magistrates  who  in  certain  civil 
cases  exercise  i  urisdiction  over  European 
and  Natives  alike,  but  who  in  criminal 
matters  have  jurisdiction  over  Nativea 

2  P  2 


1159 


Mercantile 


(CO  SIMONS  I 


Marine. 


1160 


only.  Secondly,  the  indigo  interest  in 
Behar,  though  mainly,  is  not  exclusively, 
in  European  hands.  The  whole  subject 
of  the  treatment  of  the  Natives  by 
planters  has  of  late  years  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  Government  of  India, 
and  a  great  deal  has  been  done  to 
rectify  the  faults  of  the  system.  I  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  any  disaffec- 
tion or  even  discontent  exists.  Concern- 
ing the  relationship  between  planters 
and  magistrates,  I  have  no  informa- 
tion. Thirdly,  tea-planting  in  Assam  is 
generally  carried  on  by  European  Oom- 
panieB,  whose  shareholders  are  no  doubt 
duly  registered.  As  regards  the  mor- 
tality and  the  Inland  Immigration  Act, 
I  must  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  of  the  noble  Marquess  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  of  the  3rd  of  April 
last.  I  do  not  know  what  the  denuncia- 
tions of  the  Native  Press  may  be.  In 
Assam,  as  throughout  India,  there  are 
many  Native  magistrates  exercising  the 
powers  I  have  already  mentioned. 
Fourthly,  I  know  of  no  instance  in 
which  a  European  official  has  been  re- 
moved or  punished  for  opposing  influen- 
tial European  interests.  Fifthly,  in  1 879 
the  magistrate  and  collector  of  the  dis- 
trict of  Barun,  and  the  joint  magistrate 
and  collector  of  Sewan,  a  subdivision 
of  that  district,  were  transferred  by 
the  officiating  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Bengal,  because  it  was  considered  ad- 
visable in  the  public  interest.  The 
transfer  of  officers  from  one  district  to 
another,  being  left  entirely  to  the  local 
governments,  who  are  responsible  for 
the  administration  of  their  Provinces, 
it  is  not  proposed  to  lay  on  the  Table 
any  Papers  relating  to  these  transfers. 

EGYPT— THE  MOUKABALAH. 
Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  with  a  view 
to  promote  peace  and  contentment  in 
^gypty  will  take  any  steps  to  negotiate 
with  the  European  Powers  to  obtain  an 
arrangement  whereby  the  cultivators  in 
Egypt  may  receive  adequate  compensa- 
tion for  their  advances  of  a  sum  amount- 
ing to  £17,000,000  under  the  law  of 
Monkabalah;  if  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
annual  sum  of  £150,000,  provided  by 
the  Law  of  Liquidation  of  1880,  does 
not  amount  to  even  one  per  cent,  interest 
upon  the  capital  eum  of  £17,000,000, 
and  fails  altogether  to  repay  the  priuci- 
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pal ;  and,  if  it  is  a  fact  that  this  sum  of 
£17,000,000  was  advanced  under  solemn 
contract  with  the  Egyptian  Government, 
and  as  purchase  money  for  a  fifty  per 
cent,  reduction  of  Land  Tax,  which  has 
not  been  granted  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Full  information  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  Moukabalah  is  contained 
in  the  second  Report  of  the  Oommission 
of  Inquiry  into  the  finance  of  Egypt 
(Egypt,  No.  5,  1879).  It  will  be  seen 
from  Sir  0.  Hivers  Wilson's  Report  on 
the  Law  of  Liquidation  (Egypt,  No.  1, 
1881),  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
£17,000,000  was  considered  to  have  been 
fictitious  payments,  and  the  annuity  of 
£150,000  was  what,  in  view  of  the 
various  financial  circumstances,  the 
Liquidation  Court  determined  should  be 
devoted  to  compensating  the  Mou- 
kabalah landowners. 

EGYPT— FOREIGN  AND  EUROPEAN 
EMPLOYES. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, If  the  Beturn  of  ''Foreigners 
having  Special  Oontraots  with  the 
Egyptian  Government/'  ordered  by 
Lord  Granville,  on  the  1st  March  1882, 
to  be  forwarded  for  presentation  to 
Parliament,  and  which  the  British 
Acting  Consul  General  reported,  on  the 
13th  of  March  1882,  he  <<  had  not  been 
able  as  yet  to  procure,"  has  now  been 
procured ;  if  it  has  been  procured,  if  it 
will  now  be  presented  to  Parliament; 
if  it  has  not  been  procured,  what  steps 
he  intends  to  take  to  cause  the  order  of 
Lord  Granville  to  be  obeyed  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
The  precise  Betums  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  have  not  been  reoeif ed, 
and  Sir  Edward  Malet's  attention  will 
be  called  to  the  matter;  but  a  Parlia- 
mentary Paper  (Egypt,  No.  6,  1882)  of 
a  subsequent  date  to  that  from  which  he 
quotes  contains  full  information  with  re- 
gard to  the  Europeans  in  the  service  of 
the  Egyptian  Government. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE— THE  FOLKE- 
STONE AND  DOVER  PACKETS. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  very  inadequate  pre- 
cautions taken  by  the  passenger  steam- 
boats plying  between  Folkestone  and 
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Dover  and  the  French  Coast,  for  the 
protection  of  life  in  case  of  accident; 
andy  if  it  is  a  fact  that  these  steamers 
carry  some  hundreds  of  passengers  in  a 
single  voyage,  and  with  only  four  small 
boats  for  saving  life  in  the  event  of  ac- 
cident by  ooUision  or  otherwise  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  answered  a  Question  with 
reference  to  this  subject  in  the  course  of 
last  Session.  He  then  stated  that  the 
number  and  size  of  the  small  boats  to  be 
provided  by  these  steamers  was  settled 
by  statute  in  accordance  with  the  tonnage 
of  the  ships,  and  that  the  owners  of  the 
steamers  in  every  case  had  complied 
with  the  letter  of  the  law.  He  had  also 
stated  that  he  had  communicated  with 
the  proprietors  of  these  steamers  urging 
them  to  make  provision  for  buoyant 
seats  and  other  fittings  to  be  used  in 
case  of  accident.  He  now  intended,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  next  survey  of  these 
steamers,  to  request  the  Surveyor  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  report  how  far  his 
suggestions  had  been  carried  out. 

INDIA    (MADRAS)— MEMBERS    OF 
COUNCIL. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
(luring  the  acting  Governorship  of  Mr. 
W.  Hudleston  in  1881,  the  Government 
of  Madras  passed  a  Eesolution  that  rela- 
tions of  '*  Members  of  Council"  should 
not  hold  land ;  whether  this  prohibition 
applied  to  land  within  the  Madras  Pre- 
sidency only;  whether  this  order  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  the  Viceroy  and 
also  of  the  Secretary  of  State ;  and, 
what  was  the  diate  of  the  Besolution  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS :  There  is  no  know- 
ledge at  the  India  Office  on  the  subject, 
and  I  cannot  find  that  any  such  Besolu- 
tion has  been  passed. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  May  I  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  he  wiU  make  inquiries  on  the 
point? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CBOSS :  If  the  hon.  M:em- 
ber  will  make  some  definite  statement,  I 
will  inquire  into  the  truth  of  it ;  but  I 
may  take  this  opportunity  of  saying  that 
it  is  not  desirable  that  we  should  be 
Bending  telegrams  to  India,  which  would 
be  clutfged  to  the  Government  of  that 
Qountry,  without  some  very  good  reason 
for  so  doing.  I  should  not  like  to  do  so 
vithout  the  authority  of  the  House. 


SOUTH  AFRICA— PONDOLAND. 

Mr.  CEOPPEB  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
received  any  official  information  con- 
firming the  published  reports  of  the  hos- 
tilities which  are  said  to  have  broken 
out  in  Pondoland ;  whether  requests 
have  been  repeatedly  made  by  Umqui- 
kela.  Paramount  Chief  of  Pondoland, 
for  inquiry  into,  and  redress  of,  the 
grievances  which  the  Pondos  allege  they 
have  sustained  at  the  hands  of  the  Cape 
Government ;  whether,  in  particular,  any 
reply  has  been  made  by  the  High  Com- 
missioner to  a  Despatch,  reported  to 
have  been  written  in  Novemoer  1881, 
containing  a  full  statement  of  his  com- 
plaints against  the  Government  of  the 
Colony;  and,  whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  to  inquire  into  or  redress 
these  grievances  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  We  have 
no  official  information  as  to  the  reported 
hostilities  in  Pondoland.  Full  informa- 
tion as  to  the  mevances  which  the 
Pondos  allege  wul  be  found  in  a  Blue 
Book  presented  last  March ;  but  I  may 
say  that  their  principle  grievance  is,  that 
the  Cape  Government  have  extended  a 
protectorate  over  the  Amazesibes,  who 
occupy  a  part  of  Pondoland,  and  the 
hostilities  now  going  on  are  directed 
against  this  tribe  by  Umquikela.  I  can 
find  no  record  of  any  reply  being  given 
to  the  despatch  mentioned  which  was 
handed  by  the  High  Commissioner  to 
the  Cape  Ministers  to  deal  with;  but 
the  Secretary  for  Native  Affairs  had  an 
interview  with  the  Pondo  Chiefs  very 
shortly  after.  Nothing  further  has  been 
done  in  the  matter  as  far  as  we  know. 
No  doubt,  theBasuto  troubles  have  mean- 
while occupied  the  whole  attention  of 
the  Cape  (Government. 

GOLD  MINING  COMPANIES  (INDIA). 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  manner  in 
which  a  large  number  of  investors  in 
the  City  of  London  have  been  induced 
to  purchase  the  shares  of  Indian  Gold 
Mining  Companies  which  have  turned 
out  to  be  worthless;  and,  whether  he 
will  cause  an  investigation  to  be  made 
into  the  promotion  of  such  undertakings 
by  Indian  Goyemment  officials  f 
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Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  All  the  informa- 
tion we  have  on  this  subject  is  contained 
in  the  Papers  presented. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS-THE  FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT. 

Mr.  salt  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  If  he  proposes  to  make 
the  Financial  Statement  before  Easter  ; 
and,  if  before  Easter,  on  what  day  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childers)  :  No,  Sir;  I  have 
no  intention  to  make  the  annual  Finan- 
cial Statement  before  Easter.  It  would 
be  premature  now  to  fix  a  day  after 
Easter. 

PATENTS  AND   TRADE    MARKS-CON- 
SOLIDATION  OF  THE  LAW. 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  When 
the  Government  Bill  for  the  Amendment 
of  the  Patent  Laws  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members ;  and,  whether  the  subject 
of  Trade  Marks  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
same  Bill  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  BiU 
which  has  been  introduced  is  a  Bill  for 
the  Amendment  and  Consolidation  of  the 
Law  relating  to  Patents,  and  also  with 
respect  to  Trade  Marks  and  the  Regis- 
tration of  Designs.  The  Bill  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  printers,  and  it  may  be 
expected  in  the  course  of  a  week. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  As  the  Bill  is 
an  amendment  Bill,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  direct  that  a  Memorandum 
be  printed,  showing  what  is  new  in  the 
proposed  measure  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  usual ;  but  if  it  can  be 
done  without  much  delay,  I  shall  be 
▼ery  glad  to  do  it. 

EGYPT  (INDIAN  CONTINGENT)— 
EXPENSES. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exechequer,  Whe- 
ther the  decision  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  contribute  £500,000  towards  the 
cost  of  the  Indian  Expedition  to  Egypt 
<<  during  the  current  financial  year"  is 
a  final  settlement  of  the  matter,  and 
leaves  nothing  open  for  future  discus- 
sion? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  rMr.  Childebs)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  Her 
Majesty's  Gt>vemment  have  decided  not 
to  propose  to  Parliament  to  contribute 


more  than  £500,000  towards  the  cost 
of  the  Egyptian  Expedition  defrayed 
by  India;  leaving  rather  more  than 
£600,000  out  of  £4,500,000  as  a  charge 
on  the  Indian  Exchequer. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  sup- 
pose  we  may  understand  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  have  accepted  that 
offer? 

The  chancellor  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CniMERs) :  Yes. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ZULULAND  AND 
PONDOLAND. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  with 
reference  to  the  charges  against  the 
Bishop  of  Natal  of  undue  interference 
with  the  affairs  of  Zululand,  made  in 
Sir  Henry  Bulwer's  Despatches  of  June 
30th,  August  1st,  and  November  7th 
1882,  Whether  the  Governor  in  com- 
municating these  allegations  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  at  the  same  time 
gave  the  Bishop  the  opportunity  of  re- 
butting them,  or  of  making  such  ex- 
planations as  he  might  consider  neces- 
sary ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  am  un- 
able to  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member.  We  have  given  all  the  Papers 
respecting  Zululand. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  the  disturbed  state 
of  Zululand  and  of  the  Pondo  tribes  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  We  have 
no  official  information  as  to  the  disturb- 
ances in  Pondoland,  and  no  informa- 
tion at  all  as  to  any  disturbances  in 
Zululand. 


ARMY  (AUXnjARY  FORCES)— VOLUN- 
TEER UNIFORMS. 

Earl  PERCY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  Adjutants 
of  Volunteer  Infantry  Regiments  (which 
have  elected  to  be  styled  Volunteer  Bat- 
talions of  their  Territorial  Regiments), 
are  permitted  to  wear  the  uniform  of  the 
Line  Regiments  to  which  they  belong, 
as  has  always  been  allowed  to  Adjutants 
of  Artillery  and  Engineer  Volunteers  ? 

Thb  Makquess  op  HARTINQTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Volunteer  officers 
wore  the  uniform  of  the  brigade  to 
which  they  belonged.    He  voula  make 
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further  inquiries  into  the  matter,  and 
would  then  give  further  information. 

EGYPT  (INDIAN  CONTINGENT)— 
EXPENSES. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  he  can  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Tele- 
f^ram  and  Despatch  from  the  Viceroy  of 
India  in  Council,  which  were  alluded  to 
by  the  Noble  Lord  in  this  House,  on  the 
Slat  of  July  last,  in  the  following  words : 

"  I  should  not  be  dealing  frankly  with  the 
House  if  I  were  not  to  state  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  have  informed  me  by  telegraph 
that  they  object  to  India  bearing  the  charge  of 
hor  contingent,  and  that  they  are  sending  home 
a  Despatch  upon  the  subject ;  " 

and,  again,  on  the  26th  of  October 
last,  in  answer  to  a  question — 

'*  Papers  will  certainly  be  presented,  but  the 
Correspondence  with  the  Indian  Government  in 
regard  to  the  employment  of  the  Indian  Con- 
tingent is  as  yet  necessarily  incomplete,  and  I 
do  not  think  it  desirable  to  print  it  in  its  pre* 
sent  state ; " 

and,  ag^in,  on  the  same  subject  in  an- 
swer to  a  question  on  November  2nd,  the 
Noble  Lord  said — 

*'  The  Papers  that  will  be  presented  will  give 
the  House  as  full  an  idea  as  possible  of  what 
has  taken  place ; " 

and,  whether  these  Papers  will  be  pre- 
sented before  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate for  payment  of  the  troops  employed 
in  Egypt  is  moved  ? 

The  Mabqxjess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that  I  believe  the  hon.  Member  has 
accurately  repeated  the  statements  which 
I  made  on  those  occasions.  At  that 
time  I  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
greater  part  of  the  Correspondence  be- 
tween the  Home  Oovemment  and  India 
on  the  subject.  I  was  then  under  the 
impression  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  come  to  an  agreement ;  but  since  that 
time  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
made  a  proposal  which  has  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  Indian  Government,  and 
sinee  we  have  arrived  at  a  satisfactory 
agreement,  I  think  there  would  be  no 
good  in  making  public  a  Correspondence 
which,  in  its  earlier  stages,  was  some- 
what of  a  controversial  character. 

SPAIN  — INTERNATIONAL  LAW— SUE- 
BENDER  OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES- 
GENERAL  MACEO. 

SiB  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the   Upder  Secretary   of 


State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  not  been  able  to  give  him 

Srivate  Notice — Whether  the  Foreign 
office  has  received  any  intelligence  as 
to  the  very  rigorous  manner  in  which 
General  Maceo  has  been  treated  by  the 
Spanish  Government;  whether  any  re- 
presentations have  been  made  on  the 
subject ;  and  when  we  are  likely  to  have 
the  Papers  that  are  promised  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE  : 
In  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
have  communicated  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  who 
put  to  me  a  Question  on  the  subject, 
and  the  cause  of  whose  absence  we  all 
regret.  I  hope  to  present  these  Papers 
in  a  few  days.  In  regeurd  to  the  fur- 
ther Question,  the  Foreign  OfELce,  to 
the  best  of  my  knowledge,  has  not  re- 
ceived any  information  such  as  that  the 
hon.  Member  asks  for;  but  I  would 
add  that  full  information  of  everything 
that  has  passed  will  be  contained  in  the 
Papers  which  I  hope  in  a  very  few  days 
to  present  to  the  House. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  As 
the  Question  with  regard  to  General 
Maceo  is  very  ur&^ent,  and  as  he  and 
wife  are  ill,  and  he  has  been  treated 
with  great  rigour,  I  shall  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  subject  on  the 
Beport  of  the  Address. 

EGYPT- EARL  GRANVILLE'S 
CIRCULAR. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  reply  has  been 
received  from  the  Government  of  the 
French  Republic  to  Lord  Granville's 
Circular  regarding  Egypt;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  nature  of  that  reply  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
No,  Sir ;  no  answer  has  been  received. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

SirSTAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE  asked 
if  the  noble  Marquess  could  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  whether  it 
was  intended,  if  the  debate  on  the  Ad- 
dress was  finished  to-niffht,  to  proceed 
with  any  of  the  Bills  on  the  Paper ;  and 
also  if  he  could  state  after  what  hour 
he  proposed  not  to  take  them  f  He  asked 
that  Question  specially  with  reference  to 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Corruptand 
Illegal  Pri^stioes)  Bill,  and  he  should  also 
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like  to  know  the  course  of  Basiness  to- 
morrow f 

The  Mabqtjbss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  stated  yesterday  that,  in  the  event  of 
the  debate  on  the  Address  being  con- 
cluded in  time,  we  proposed  to  proceed 
with  the  measures  in  the  order  in  which 
they  stand  on  the  Paper — that  is  to  say, 
the  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill,  the 
Criminal  Code  (Indictable  Offences  Pro- 
cedure) Bill,  ana  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Oorruptand  Illegal  Practices)  Bill. 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  will 
state  a  reasonable  hour  for  proceeding 
with  the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Cor- 
rupt and  Illegal  Practices)  Bill ;  but  I 
should  think  that  it  would  be  no  use 
attempting  to  proceed  with  it  aft^r  mid- 
night. [Sir  Stapford  Northootb  :  After 
U  o'clock.]  With  regard  to  the  Busi- 
ness to-morrow,  we  shc3l  hope  to  proceed 
with  the  Supplementary  Estimates  in 
Committee  of  Supply. 

In  reply  to  a  Question, 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEE  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  the  first 
Supplementary  Estimate  would  be  the 
one  for  the  Egyptian  Expedition. 

Mr.  EAIKES  :  Did  what  the  noble 
Marquess  stated  about  the  Parliamen- 
tary Elections  (Corrupt  and  Illegal  Prac- 
tices) Bill  apply  to  all  the  other  Bills  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
believed  there  was  not  likely  to  be  a 

Sreat  discussion  upon  the  two  first  Or- 
ers,  and  he  thought  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  would  en- 
deavour to  proceed  with  them  at  any 
hour  before  half-past  12. 

Mr.  HAIKES  asked  whether,  in  the 
event  of  any  of  the  Bills  being  read  a 
second  time  that  night,  the  Motion  to 
refer  to  a  Grand  Committee  would  be 
deferred  f 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

EGYPT— THE   EARL  OF  DUFFERIN'S 

LETTER. 

Mr.  BOIJEKE  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  is  now  in  a  position 
to  state  when  Lord  Duffrin's  letter, 
which  has  been  so  often  alluded  to  dur- 
ing the  last  fortni^t,  will  be  produced  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJRICE  : 
I  cannot,  at  present,  give  any  precise 
information  on  this  question.    As  my 
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right  hon.  Friend  is  aware,  it  is  usual  in 
these  cases — especially  in  cases  of  this 
importance— to  allow  the  writer  of  an 
important  despatch  of  this  kind  to  see 
it  before  it  takes  its  final  form  in  print ; 
and,  out  of  ordinary  fairness  to  Lord 
Dufferin,  no  exception  can  possibly  be 
made  in  this  case.  The  earliest  oppor- 
tunity was  taken  to  return  the  despatch 
back  to  Lord  Dufferin ;  and  as  soon  as 
it  is  returned,  and  it  can  consistently 
with  the  interest  of  the  Public  Service 
be  reproduced,  it  shall  be  presented  to 
the  House.  There  are  two  other  most 
important  despatches  of  Lord  Dufferin 
on  the  re-organization  of  Egypt  in  the 
Blue  Book  which  I  presented  a  very  few 
days  ago — namely,  on  the  16th  of  Feb- 
ruary. They  covered  eight  or  nine  pages 
of  print;  and  I  cannot  conceive  ^at 
my  right  hon.  Friend  could  possibly  be 
better  employed  in  preparing  himself 
for  reading  Lord  Dufferin's  most  im- 
portant despatch,  than  by  marking  and 
inwardly  digesting  the  two  despatches 
which  are  contained  in  that  Blue  Book. 

Mr.  BOTJRKE  :  Considering  the  very 
extraordinary  character  of  the  answer  I 
have  just  received,  entering  as  it  does 
into  most  controversial  matter,  not  only 
with  respect  to  the  despatch  I  have 
asked  for,  but  with  respect  to  other 
despatches,  I  will  take  the  earliest  op- 
portunity which  the  Forms  of  this 
House  will  allow — probably  this  even- 
ing— of  bringing  the  whole  subject  be- 
fore the  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  wish  to  ask 
if  the  Government  referred  to  Lord 
Dufferin  by  telegraph  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUKICE : 
No,  Sir;  I  said  the  despatch  had  been 
referred  back  to  Lord  Dufferin,  in  order 
to  aUow  him  to  read  it  over  in  print 
before  it  was  presented  to  the  House. 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  who  has  occupied 
the  Office  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  hold,  knows  that  that  is  the  usual 
course,  and  must  be  aware  that  it 
would  be  unfair  to  Lord  Dufferin  if 
an  exception  were  made  in  this  case. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF:  I 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  instruct  Lord 
Dufferin  to  make  any  correction  he  may 
wish  to  make  by  telegraph?  That 
course  has  been  pursued  before. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
Yes,  Sir;  no  doubt  it  would  be  possible; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  natu- 
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rally  desire  not  to  press  Lord  Dufferin 
unduly,  but  to  give  him  the  ordinary 
freedom  and  latitude  of  time  which  is 
allowed  to  all  members  of  the  Diplo- 
matic Service,  especially  to  those  who, 
like  Lord  Dufferin,  hold  a  most  diffi- 
cult post  at  a  most  arduous  and  critical 
time. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther Lord  Dufferin  has  evinced  the 
slightest  disposition  to  make  any  alte- 
ration in  the  despatch ;  or  whether  it 
has  been  suggested  by  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  that  such  alterations  should 
be  made  ? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE  : 
I  must  say,  Bir,  that  I  am  perfectly 
astonished  at  a  question  of  such  sort 
being  put.  I  have  just  now  reminded 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  has  held  the  Office  which  I  now 
hold,  and  he  knows  perfectly  well — 
[Mr.  BouRKE :  No,  I  ao  not] — that  we 
are  simply  pursuing  the  ordinary  course ; 
and  it  would  be  a  most  exceptional  act 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment,  in  the  case  of  a  most  interesting 
and  important  despatch,  if  we  did  not 
give  to  Lord  Dufferin  the  same  oppor- 
tunity which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  Lord  Beaconsfield's  Gt>vernment 
almost  invariably  gave  in  regard  to 
every  despatch,  certainly  with  regard  to 
every  important  despatch — to  those  who, 
a  few  years  ago,  at  an  equally  difficult 
time,  and  under  equally  difficult  circum- 
stances, represented  this  country  abroad. 

Mb.  G0R8T:  Will  the  noble  Lord 
answer  categorically  the  question  put 
to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  —  namely, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
or  had  not  suggested  to  Lord  Dufferin 
certain  alterations  in  that  despatch  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUfilCE  : 
I  rather  thought  my  right  hon.  Friend 
would  prefer,  on  reflection,  not  to  press 
that  question.  But,  as  I  am  pressed, 
I  beg  most  categorically  and  most  clearly 
to  say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
to  the  House,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment do  not  deal  in  secret  instruc- 
tions, or  anything  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  asked  whether 
the  despatch  would  be  presented  to  the 
House  as  soon  as  it  came  back  from 
Eg^t  and  was  printed  ?  He  asked  the 
question  because  the  noble  Lord  said 
that  he  would  produce  it  as  soon  as  it 
w^  consistent  with  the  Public  Service ; 


but  that  was  different  from  the  state- 
ment which  he  first  made. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
I  think  the  question  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  asked  me  is  a  very  fair  one, 
and  contrasts  in    some   way  with  the 

?uestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
just  wish  to  recall  the  exact  words 
which  I  used  in  speaking  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  *Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson).    I  said — 

* '  I  thought  it  would  be  soon  in  my  power 
to  produce  other  Papers,  and  amongst  others  a 
despatch  of  great  importance  from  Lord  Duf- 
ferin." 

I  do  not  go  back  on  one  word  of  what  I 
said;  but  I  cannot  altogether  accept 
every  interpretation  that  has  since  been 
put  by  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  upon 
those  ivords 

Mr.  PULESTON:  The  noble  Lord 
has  not  replied  to  the  question. 

Mr.  BOUBKE  :  In  consequence  of 
the  answer  to  the  questions  given  by 
the  noble  Lord,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  this  evening,  or  whenever 
we  reach  the  Beport  on  the  Address, 
ask  certain  questions  and  make  some 
observations  on  the  following  subjects : — 
Lord  Dufferin's  despatch ;  the  condition 
of  political  prisoners  in  Esypt ;  the  pro- 
gress of  the  IntemationiQ  Commission 
now  sitting  to  inquire  into  the  indemnity 
claims  arising  out  of  the  massacres  of 
the  11th  of  June;  the  condition  of 
affairs  in  the  Soudan ;  and  the  attitude 
of  the  Foreign  Powers  as  to  the  position 
we  now  hold  in  Egypt. 

THE  DANUBIAN  CONFERENOE-THE 
KILIA  MOUTH. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS:  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  Whether 
the  Danubian  Conference  is  still  sitting ; 
and  whether  he  can  inform  the  House  if 
the  question  relating  to  the  Kilia  mouth 
of  the  Danube  will  be  decided  at  that 
Conference ;  or  whether  the  House  will 
be  consulted  in  any  way  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
In*  reply  to  the  first  Question,  the  Con- 
ference is  still  sitting,  and,  as  I  stated 
the  other  day,  I  hope  to  be  able  in  a 
very  short  time  to  give  a  definite  an- 
swer to  any  Question  or  Questions  that 
may  be  asked  in  respect  to  a  matter  of 
such  great  interest  to  English  commerce. 
In  reply  to  the  particular  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  E^a  mouthy 
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no  doubt  that,  like  all  the  other  ques- 
tions, will  be  decided  in  the  Conference ; 
and  immediately  it  is  decided  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  inform  the  House,  and  also  to 
lay  the  Papers  on  the  Table. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS :  Then 
it  will  be  decided  in  the  Conference 
without  reference  to  the  House  in  the 
first  instance  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Yes. 

EGYPT  (INDIAN  CONTINGENT)— 
EXPENSES. 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  or,  if  he  can- 
not answer,  I  will  give  Notice  that  I 
will  ask  the  Prime  Minister  on  Monday, 
What  is  the  reason,  after  he  has  pledged 
himself  to  the  production  of  Papers 
with  regard  to  the  payment  by  this 
country  or  by  India  of  the  cost  of  the 
Indian  Expedition  to  Egypt,  that  he 
has  changed  his  mind  ? 

The  Marqtjkss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  thought  I  had  stated  the  reason.  I 
said  I  fully  expected  the  publication  of 
this  Correspondence  would  be  necessary. 
As  long  as  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion,  it  might  be  necessary  for  the 
House  to  decide  between  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment at  home ;  but,  having  arrived 
at  a  decision  on  that  subject,  we  thought 
there  would  be  a  disadvantage  to  India 
from  the  publication  of  the  Corre- 
spondence, which  I  admit  was  in  its 
earlier  stages  of  a  rather  controversial 
character.  I  do  not  say  that  was  a  good 
reason  ;  but  that  is  the  reason. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  whether  the 
Papers  to  be  produced  would  give  the 
House  as  fully  as  possible  an  idea  of 
what  were  the  controversial  points  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

TIIE  IRISH  FAMINE  OF  1847— PAYMENT 
OF  THE  DEBT  RESULTING. 

Me.  O'CONNOR  POWER  desired  to 

?ut  a  question  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
reland  or  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  reference  to  a  statement 
made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  Tuesday  even- 
ing— ^namely,  Whether,  when  the  Irish 
famine  debt,  amounting  to  a  sum  of 
£260,000  annually  in  the  shape  of 
Consolidated  Annuities,  and  which  in 
one  sum  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Chief  Secretary  estimated  to  amount  to 
£10,000,000  sterling,  was  written  off, 
new  taxes  were  not  imposed  upon  Ire- 
land which  had  inflicted  upon  her  finan- 
cial loss  greater  than  the  remission  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  re- 
ferred; and,  whether,  in  the  year  1853, 
the  late  Mr.  Maguire,  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  did  not,  on  that 
occasion,  in  the  name  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, protest  against  the  bargain  that 
had  been  made  ? 

Mr.  TREVELY an  said,  the  Question 
obviously  required  Notice.  He  rose 
only  to  say,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  misconceived  him.  He 
mentioned  the  sum  as  a  debt,  and  a  very 
important  one,  that  had  been  remitted 
to  Ireland;  but  the  £10,000,000  he  re- 
ferred to  included  that  debt,  which  was 
composed  of  a  considerable  number  of 
other  items. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked. 
Whether  the  right  hon  Gentleman 
would  state  at  what  period  that  indebt- 
edness was  contracted ;  within  what 
space  of  time  did  he  allege  that  the 
£10,000,000  was  incurred ;  and  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  con- 
test the  proposition  he  had  just  made 
with  reference  to  the  increase  of  taxa- 
tion which  was  imposed  upon  Ireland, 
and  was  partly  consequential  upon  the 
remission  of  that  annual  sum  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  would 
answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  on  Monday.  There 
were  a  considerable  number  of  import- 
ant issues  raised  in  it.  No  doubt,  the 
hon.  Member  would  recognize  the  object 
for  which  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  rose  at 
that  moment. 

PARLIAMENT  — THE  NEW  EULES  OF 
PROCEDURE— REFERENCE  OF  B1LI5 
TO  THE  GRAND  COMMITTEES. 
Mb.  RAIKES  asked  the  noble  Mar- 
quess,  Whether  he  would  state  after 
what  hour  he  would  not  make  a  Motion 
to  refer  any  Bills  to  any  of  the  Standing 
Oommittees  in  the  event  of  one  of  those 
Bills  being  read  a  second  time  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  understand  it  has  been  already  ruled 
by  the  Chair  that  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  refer  a  Bill  to  a  Committee  that 
has  not  yet  been  appointed.  It  will) 
therefore,  not  be  possible  to-night  to 
ask  the  House  to  refer  Bills  to  the 
Standing  Committees, 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 


v»^. 


ADDRESS    IN   ANSWER    TO    HER  MA. 
JESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[^ADJOtTBNSD  DEBATE.]     [ELEVENTH 

WIOHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  [27th  February] 
proposed  to  Main  Question  [15th  Feb- 
ruary]— [See  page  98.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  insert,  at  the  end  of  the  10th  paragraph, 
after  the  word  '* Executive,"  the  words: — 
'*  Humbly  to  assure  Her  Majesty,  that  the  state 
of  distress  among  the  population  of  many  parts 
of  Ireland ;  the  inadequate  machinery  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  its  partial  and  imperfect  charac- 
ter, especially  with  regard  to  leaseholders,  the 
right  of  tenants  to  their  improvements,  the  pur- 
chase system,  and  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation  of 
the  Arrears  Act ;  the  state  of  the  Law  of  Par- 
liamentary and  Municipal  Franchises  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  the  condition  of  Local  Government 
in  that  Country,  are  all  questions  demanding 
the  urgent  attention  of  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government ;  and  that  the  absence  of  any  un- 
dertaking to  legislate  on  any  of  these  questions, 
or  on  any  question  a£fecting  the  welfare  of  the 
Iriah  People  must  tend  to  promote  discontent 
and  intensify  disaffection  in  Ireland." — (Mr, 
Arthur  (y  Conner,) 

Question  again  proposed, ''  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  reeumed, 

Bm  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
many  things  had  been  urged  by  the 
Irish  Members  in  this  debate  which  de- 
servod  the  notice  of  the  House.  He 
would  only  deal  with  one.  The  view 
which  seemed  to  have  been  entertained 
by  seyeral  Gentlemen,  and  even  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  was  that  Ire- 
land was  really  a  favoured  nation,  and 
favoured  by  England,  inasmuch  as  time 
and  money  had  been  devoted  to  her,  and 
that  the  present  request,  if  granted, 
would  amount  to  injustice  to  the  British 
taxpayers.  There  never  was  a  more 
monstrous  delusion  than  the  belief  that 
Ireland  was  financially  a  favoured  nation 
by  England.  On  the  18th  of  April  last, 
when  he  moved  for  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  facts  he  then  brought 
forward,  he  placed  the  true  state  of  the 
case  before  the  House.  Those  facts  had 
never  been  controverted.  He  did  not 
propose  to  ffo  fully  into  the  question  at 
this  time^    out  would  take  another  op- 


portunity of  renewing  his  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee.  He  believed  that  if 
the  injustice  which  had  been  done  to  Ire- 
land under  English  rule  had  taken  place 
between  any  two  foreign  countries — 
between  Turkey  and  Egypt,  for  instance 
— the  English  people  would  have  pro- 
tested against  it  with  great  indignation  ; 
but  because  it  was  purely  Irish  they 
were  apathetic.  He  had  nothing  to  do 
with  historic  matters  in  reference  to  the 
treatment  of  Ireland ;  the  injustice  which 
he  condemned  had  occurred  in  his  own 
time.  In  1853  a  new  departure  was 
taken  in  the  system  of  taxation  of  Ire- 
land.  Consolidated  Annuities,  as  they 
were  called,  to  the  amount  of  £260,000 
a-year,  were  compounded  for  and  got 
rid  of,  and  the  dass  which  had  been 
liable  was  relieved  from  the  tax,  a  relief 
concerning  which  he  was  not  disposed 
to  complain ;  but  the  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  now  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  the  object  was  to  make  taxa- 
tion in  that  country  identical  with  Eng- 
lish taxation  as  far  and  as  quickly  as 
possible ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mistook  identity  of  impost  for  equality 
of  taxation.  Since  this  new  departure 
in  1853  the  taxation  of  Ireland  had 
been  increased  by  £3,000,000  sterling 
a-year,  although  the  population  had 
been  reduced  by  2,000,000  or  3,000,000. 
Taking  only  one  item  of  this  ^*  indentioal 
taxation,"  they  found  that  while  the  tax 
on  the  English  popular  beverage,  beer, 
had  been  reduced  since  1851  from  2s.  8}tf. 
per  bushel  of  malt  to  6^.,  the  duty 
upon  the  Irish  and  Scotch  national 
beverage,  whiskey,  had  been  increased, 
and  in  the  case  of  Ireland  that  increase 
was  from  2«.  %d.  to  10«.  per  gallon.  The 
result  was  that  the  taxation  of  Ireland 
on  that  drink  had  been  increased  from 
£900,000  in  1851  to  £2,400,000  odd  in 
1871.  He  wished  the  House  to  reflect 
upon  the  effect  of  that  taxation  upon  a 
poor  country  like  Ireland,  and  he  asked 
if  it  were  any  wonder,  under  such  ,cir- 
cumstances,  that  the  people  were  im- 
poverished? It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  Ireland  might  avoid  the  tax  by 
giving  up  whiskey  drinking ;  but  their 
consumption  of  alcohol  was  not  exces- 
sive, and  it  was  impossible  to  effect  a 
violent  change  in  the  habits  of  a  people 
in  such  a  matter.  The  inequality  in  the 
respective  taxation  of  England  and  Ire- 
land was  proved  by  the  fact  that  an  In- 
come Tax  of  2«.  %^d.  in  the  pound  would 
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produce  a  revenue  equal  to  that  derived 
from  all  taxes  now  levied  in  the  former 
country,  while  it  would  require  an  In- 
come Tax  of  58.  3d.  in  the  pound  to  equal 
that  levied  by  the  present  mode  of  taxa- 
tion in  the  latter  country.  The  duty 
now  levied  upon  the  alcohol  in  beer  was 
only  equivalent  to  a  tax  of  Is.  lOd.  per 
gallon  of  proof  spirit,  compared  to  a 
taxtion  of  lOs.  a  gaUon  on  spirit  in  the 
popular  beverage  of  Ireland.  He  was 
almost  disheartened  by  the  result  of  his 
endeavours  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject,  because  on  a 
former  occasion,  when  he  had  happily 
and  entirely  demolished  and  pulverized 
and  smashed  every  argument  of  every 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who  had 
spoken  on  previous  occasions  with  regard 
to  it,  the  House  had  been  suddenly 
counted  out.  The  result  of  the  calcu- 
lations he  had  submitted  showed  that 
Ireland  was  paying,  having  regard  to 
the  condition  of  the  two  countries,  twice 
as  much  Imperial  taxation  as  England. 
If  Ireland  had  a  federal  arrangement 
she  would  be  asked  to  contribute  only 
her  fair  share  towards  the  Imperial  Ex- 
penditure— that  would  be  one  great  ad- 
vantage of  Home  Bule.  He  admitted 
that  by  any  system  of  identical  imposts 
the  incidence  of  taxation  might  press 
more  severely  on  one  country  than  on 
another;  as,  for  instance,  a  tax  on 
cheese  would  press  heavily  in  England, 
but  would  not  be  felt  at  all  in  Ire- 
land, where  it  was  not  consumed.  But 
where  the  incidence  of  identical  taxa- 
tion pressed  with  greater  severity  on 
one  country  than  on  the  other,  there 
should  be  an  effort  made  to  return  the 
excess  in  some  way  to  that  country. 
Ireland  was  not  treated  in  that  manner. 
All  that  Ireland  asked  for  was  that  she 
should  bear  her  fair  share  of  the  Im- 
perial burdens.  If  Ireland  were  taxed 
for  Imperial  purposes  according  to  her 
means,  her  contnbution  to  the  Exche- 
quer would  be  not  £7,000,000,  but  about 
£3,500,000,  or  at  most  £4,000,000, which 
was  all  she  was  paying  in  1851. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
that  the  House  had  listened  for  months 
and  years  to  long  and  eloquent  speeches 
from  hon.  Members  on  this  Irish  Ques- 
tion, and  they  had  listened  with  feelings 
of  disappointment,  and  almost  of  de- 
spair, for  practical  proposals.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  yesterday 
a  sort  of  appeal  to  private  Members  to 
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bring  forward  such  proposals  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
on  Tuesday  last,  complained  of  the  silence 
of  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  any  such  proposals ;  but  there 
was  a  good  reason  for  that.  For  hon. 
Members  on  that  side  did  not  approve 
the  management  of  Ireland  by  the  pre- 
sent Government,  and  therefore  they  did 
not  feel  called  upon  to  make  proposals 
for  remedying  the  state  of  things  they 
had  produced.  But  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Mayo  would  bring 
before  the  House  in  a  distinct  form  his 
plans  which  he  had  sketched  out  for 
mig^tionand  emigration,  he  should  not 
find  himself  without  support  on  the  Op- 
position Benches,  and,  indeed,  he  him- 
self would  second  the  Motion. 

Mr.  O^CONNOB  POWER  said,  he 
should  be  glad  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  doing  so. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary the  other  night  speak  of  the 
necessity  of  not  destroying  the  self- 
reliance  of  the  Irish  people.  They  were 
a  people  with  very  ffood  qualities  and 
some  bad  ones,  not  having  that  thrift, 
industry,  and  self-reliance  which  go  to 
make  the  wealth  of  nations.  If,  instead 
of  encouraging  these  qualities,  anything 
should  be  done  to,  by  holding  out  impos- 
sible hopes,  impair  whatever  thrift, 
industry,  and  self-reliance  the  Irish 
people  possessed,  they  would  make  a 
second  Poland  of  Ireland  in  reality 
and  not  in  imagination.  The  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  was  not  to  be  changed 
by  violent  political  or  social  change,  but 
rather  by  industrial  development  and  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order.  What 
she  really  wanted  was  a  period  of  re- 
pose, of  peace,  and  quietness.  He  did 
not  complain  of  the  appeal  made  by  the 
Government  that  private  Members  should 
bring  forward  practical  proposals ;  bat  it 
was  somewhat  of  an  anomaly  for  a  strong 
Government,  having  taken  up  almost 
two  whole  Sessions  with  Irish  legisla- 
tion, to  appeal  to  private  Members  now 
to  make  some  practical  proposals  for  the 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Question,  instead 
of  bringing  forward  some  well-considered 
measure  themselves. 

Mb.  lea  my  said,  he  was  glad  to  have 
heard  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  just  sat  down,  and  the  undertaking 
which  be  had  given.    He  fully  a^preea 
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"with  the  hon.  Baronet,  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  reproach  to  Her  Majesty's 
GoTGmment  that,  having  had  Ireland  in 
their  hands  for  the  last  three  years,  they 
ahould  now  come  forward  and  say  they 
should  he  glad  to  hear  of  some  proposal 
from  private  Memhers  to  assist  tne  Irish 
people.  The  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Loi^  Lieutenant  said  the  other  night 
that  the  policy  of  the  Irish  Executive 
might  appear  to  some  cruel.  It  would 
appear  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of  the 
Irish  people  a  cruel  and  heartless  policy. 
They  often  heard  in  Ireland  of  what  was 
called  **  a  touch  of  Cromwell's  policy." 
But  the  Irish  people  would  hear  with 
BtiU  more  bitter  feelings  what  might  be 
called  ''  the  pinch  of  hunger  policy  "  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Some  300 
years  ago  ''  the  gentle  Spenser  "  recom- 
mended that  the  ''  mere  Irishry  "  should 
be  starved  out,  and  should  be  forced  to 
devour  one  another.  It  so  happened, 
however,  that  it  was  the  lot  of  that 
great  poet  to  die  in  the  capital  of  the 
countiy  which  he  had  enriched  with  one 
of  the  greatest  creations  of  human  genius 
for  want  of  bread,  while  the  descendants 
of  the  mere  Irishry  whom  he  would  have 
starved  out,  were  a  source  of  difficulty  to 
those  who  succeeded  him  in  Office.  The 
policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  was  twofold — 
to  assist  those  who  were  willing  to  emi- 
grate, and  to  offer  the  shelter  of  the 
workhouse  to  those  who  remained. 
What  class  of  people  was  to  be  assisted 
to  emig^te  ?  Those  whose  strength 
and  industry  could  contribute  wealth  to 
a  new  Continent  were  to  be  emigrated ; 
but  for  the  old  people  there  was  to  be 
no  outdoor  relief,  nothing  but  the  work- 
house test,  and,  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — 

^  When  they  feel  the  pinch  of  hunger  their 
indiBpontion  to  enter  the  workhouse,  never  very 
serious,  will  disappear." 

If  anything  could  show  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  ignorance  of  the  character 
of  the  Irish  people,  it  was  that  assertion. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  endorse  it  ?  If 
there  was  anything  the  unfortunate 
Irishman  looked  forward  to  with  a 
greater  dread,  it  was  that  he  might  be 
compelled  to  go  into  the  workhouse, 
where  husband  was  separated  from  wife, 
and  where  the  children  were  exposed  to 
degrading  association  with  the  vagabond 
and  the  prostitute ;  and  yet  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  had  the  courage  to  say 
that  this  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
people  was  never  serious,  and  that,  whe- 
ther it  was  or  not,  it  would  be  overcome 
by  "the  pinch  of  hunger."  That  phrase 
would  earn  for  the  right  hon.  Gentlman 
an  unpleasant  memory  in  Ireland — it 
would  be  remembered  there  in  con- 
nection with  him  when  his  name  had 
been  forgotten  by  his  own  countrymen. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  aside 
with  a  waive  of  his  hand  for  various 
reasons  the  thought  of  public  works  or 
other  forms  of  outdoor  relief.  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  the  present  miser- 
able condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
was  due  to  the  painful  efforts  they  had 
made  to  obtain  the  benefit  of  the  Arrears 
Act,  which  enabled  the  landlords  to  get 
two  years'  rent.  Why  did  they  make 
those  efforts  ?  Was  it  not  in  the  hope 
that  they  would  be  able  to  wipe  off  old 
scores,  stick  on  to  the  old  farms,  and  get 
the  benefit  of  the  Land  Act,  which  would 
reduce  their  rent  from  20  to  30  per  cent  ? 
Was  it  not  in  the  hope  that  with  a  clean 
slate  and  a  reduced  rent  they  might  con- 
tinue to  live  in  their  own  country  ?  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that 
those  painful  efforts  would  have  been 
made  by  the  unfortunate  people  last 
year  if  they  had  thought  that  in  the  first 
months  of  this  year  they  would  be  told 
that  their  efforts  were  useless,  that  Provi- 
dence had  been  unkind  to  them,  that  they 
must  leave  their  land,  that  there  was  no 
remedy  for  their  distress,  and  no  help  for 
them  at  all  except  exile  or  the  poorhouse  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  supported 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
said  that  the  Bishops  of  Ireland  had  ex- 
pressed a  decided  opinion  against  out- 
door relief,  and  also  against  relief  by 
means  of  public  works.  He  (Mr.  Leamy) 
was  not  going  to  say  he  approved  of  in- 
discriminate outdoor  relief.  Most  Irish 
Members  desired  that  the  people  should 
be  helped,  but  not  by  means  of  outdoor 
relief,  except  for  a  short  season,  so  as  to 
tide  them  over  the  immediate  difficulty. 
What  they  desired  was,  that  the  relief 
should  be  by  way  of  reproductive  public 
works  which  would  give  the  people  em- 
ployment involving  no  loss  of  self-re- 
spect. The  employment  would  doubtless 
in  some  cases  prove  of  such  a  character 
as  to  enable  them  by-and-bye  to  face  the 
recurrence  of  distress.  But  while  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quoted  the 
opinions  of  the  Irish  Bishops  as  against 
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theso  two  systems  of  helping  the  people, 
he  completely  ignored  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Bishops — indeed,  he  had 
often  noticed  that  the  opinions  of  Irish 
Bishops  were  regarded  as  of  great  weight 
by  Ministers,  so  long  as  those  opinions 
coincided  with  the  Ministerial  policy; 
but  whenever  they  were  adverse  they 
were  totally  disregarded.  An  Irish 
Bishop  knew  every  fibre  of  the  Irish 
heart.  He  had  grown  up  amongst  the 
people,  and  as  curate,  priest,  or  Bishop, 
had  been  brought  into  the  most  intimate 
relation  with  the  community.  The  opi- 
nion of  such  men  deserved  to  be  well 
considered.  He  (Mr.  Leamy)  was  not 
Borry,  however,  to  find  with  respect  to 
the  Memorial  to  the  Chief  Secretary  pre- 
sented by  the  Bishops,  and  published  in 
The  Freeman's  Journal  and  Irish  T^mes, 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
while  utilizing  their  objections,  had  ig- 
nored their  recommendations.  He  hoped 
that  that  would  bring  the  conviction  to 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  Bishops  that  the 
time  had  gone  by  when  they  should  go 
to  Dublin  Castie,  and  that  if  they  were 
to  gain  anything  for  their  country,  it 
would  not  be  by  doffing  the  mitre  to  an 
English  official,  but  by  going  into  the 
ranks  of  the  people.  The  time  had  been 
when  it  was  common  to  find  a  Papist's 
head  on  the  top  of  a  pike  outside  Dublin 
Castle  rather  than  under  its  roof  doing 
homage  to  an  English  official.  He 
thought  he  discerned  some  gleam  of 
hope  in  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  when  he  asked  that  a 
scheme  should  be  laid  before  him  ;  but 
time  was  pressing,  and  it  would  be  too 
late  by-and-bye  to  prepare  any  scheme. 
The  Government  was  the  party  that 
ought  to  devise  the  scheme.  They  did 
not  question  the  existence  of  the  distress, 
which  was  admitted  on  all  hands,  and  it 
was  the  Government,  and  not  the  private 
Members,  who  should  propound  the  plan. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  the  other  night 
pointed  out  one  defect  in  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  He  referred  to  his 
omission  to  give  any  estimate  of  the  dis- 
tress which  was  likely  to  exist  between 
now  and  the  harvest.  Hon.  Members 
knew  what  had  been  the  condition  of 
England  during  the  past  few  months 
owing  to  the  floods.  In  Ireland  it  was 
the  same.  Parts  which  had  hitherto 
escaped  were  now  in  great  extremity, 
and  they  must  be  prepared  to  face  the 
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distress  which  would  inevitably  arise  be- 
tween now  and  the  next  harvest.  How 
was  it  to  be  met  ?  By  the  workhouse 
test  or  emig^tion.  Passing  from  that 
point,  he  wished  to  say  one  word  with 
regard  to  the  Land  Act.  An  amend- 
ment of  that  measure  was  necessary, 
and  it  was  desirable  that  its  administra- 
tion should  be  facilitated  in  every  pos- 
sible way.  He  wished  to  read  to  the 
House  a  quotation  from  a  remarkable 
statement  made  at  a  meeting  held  at 
Borris  by  Professor  Baldwin,  one  of  the 
most  experienced  of  the  Land  Com- 
missioners.    He  said — 

"  I  wish  the  Press  were  here  to  take  down 
my  words  when  I  state  that  if  the  farmen  were 
obliged  to  pay  for  the  labour  expended  on  their 
lands,  there  would  be  no  margin  for  rent,  but 
as  they  and  their  sons  and  daughters  do  the 
labour  they  manage  to  pay  the  rent.  If  the 
next  fifteen  years  were  to  be  like  the  last  fire, 
the  rentals  fixed  by  the  Sub-Commisstonen' 
Oourts  could  not  possibly  be  paid,  as  in  fixing 
those  rentals  the  Sub- Commissioners  were  not 
influenced  by  the  recent  distress." 

This  was  the  opinion  of  one  who  had 
more  experience  in  the  matter  than  nine* 
tenths  of  the  Commissioners,  and  surely 
it  was  a  most  startling  statement.  If 
true,  it  showed  that  those  whose  rents 
had  been  reduced  would  find  it  difficult 
to  pay.  How  much  more  difficult,  then, 
would  it  be  for  those  whose  rents  had 
not  been  reduced  ?  He  submitted  that 
it  was  only  fair  and  just  that  those 
whose  rents  had  not  yet  been  reduced 
should  have  every  facility  given  them  to 
have  their  cases  considered.  If,  therefore, 
the  Gbvemment  wished  those  tenants 
to  perform  their  contracts,  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  they  should  at  once 
increase  the  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners so  as  to  enable  a  larger  numher 
of  cases  to  be  disposed  of.  He  regretted 
that  while  the  Government  had  showed 
their  intention  to  do  nothing  for  the 
distress,  they  were  silent  as  to  whether 
they  proposed  to  afford  facilities  for  the 
adminstration  of  the  Land  Act. 

Sib  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  criticizing 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  administration  of  Ireland.  He 
considered  that  latterly,  at  all  events, 
the  measures  which  they  had  found  it 
necessary  to  introduce  and  adopt,  in  the 
disordered  condition  of  that  countrv,  en- 
titled the  Government  to  approval  and 
support.  But  he  rose  to  urge  upon  them 
what  he  imagined  they  were  fully  sensi* 
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ble  of  already — namely,  that  measures 
of  severity  and  coercion  must  be  only 
preliminary  to  those  of  a  remedial  cha- 
racter, for  it  was  the  saying  of  one  of 
the  greatest  statesmen  who  ever  spoke 
in  that  House,  that  coercion  could  never 
raise  or  improve  the  condition  of  any 
country ;  in  fact,  that  it  tended  to  de- 
moralize and  degrade  it.  That  great 
distress  existed  at  the  present  time  in 
many  parts  of  Ireland  it  was  impossible 
to  deny ;  and  how  were  they  to  meet  and 
remedy  that  distress  ?  Now,  there  were, 
according  to  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  only  two  possible  ways  of 
giving  relief,  except  what  was  merely 
casual  and  temporary— one  by  increas- 
ing production,  the  other  by  diminish- 
ing the  population,  and  thereby  re- 
ducing the  demand  for  it.  Of  these  two 
modes  of  meeting  the  difficulty,  he  con- 
sidered the  first  obviously  the  best. 
Emigration  might  be  desirable  at  the 
present  moment,  when  the  urgency  was 
pressing,  but  he  always  objected  to  it  as 
unlikely  to  ffive  permanent  relief.  He 
had  always  been  taught  to  consider  the 
labour  of  any  country  as  its  blessing 
and  its  wealth,  and  he  likened  emigra- 
tion to  tapping  for  the  dropsy,  which 
might  give  ease  for  the  moment,  but  by 
which,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  the 
malady  returned  with  redoubled  force. 
How,  then,  could  the  unemployed  Irish 
labourer  be  employed?  He  had  more 
than  once  in  that  House  dwelt  on  the 
expediency  of  reclaiming  the  waste 
lands,  which,  according  to  the  late  Sir 
Hichard  Griffith,  no  mean  authority, 
comprised  at  least  1,500,000  acres  of 
soil  well  capable  of  cultivation,  while 
more  than  2,000,000  acres  would  still 
remain  irreclaimable.  Lord  Bussell, 
when  Prime  Minister  in  1846,  had  pro- 
posed a  scheme  of  reclamation.  Even 
if  they  were  unable  to  set  about  the 
work  of  reclamation,  there  was  behind 
it  a  system  of  arterial  drainage,  which 
would  furnish  employment  and  wages 
for  thousands  of  labourers ;  and  he  had 
been  glad  to  see  that  a  deputation  on 
this  question  of  drainage  had  only  a 
few  days  before  waited  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  had  been  courteously  received 
by  him.  He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  told 
the  Irish  Members  that  ho  firmly  be- 
lieved the  Chief  Secretary  had  at  heart 
the  best  interests  of  the  country ;  and  he 
confidently  expected  that  this  general 


plan  of  arterial  drainage,  which  had 
also  been  strongly  recommended  by  Sir 
Eichard  Griffith  and  other  authorities 
on  Irish  agriculture,  would  receive  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary's best  attention.  Then,  where  lands 
were  incapable  of  being  reclaimed,  they 
had  the  plan  lately  proposed — ^which  ap- 
peared most  feasible— -by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dublin  (Dr. 
Lyons),  of  planting  them  again  with 
forest  trees,  as  appeared  to  be  their 
former  condition.  Many  trees  would 
grow  and  flourish  with  scarcely  any 
amount  of  subsoil,  and  the  re-afforest- 
ing of  the  country  would  dry  up  the 
marshy  districts  and  improve  the  cli- 
mate of  Ireland  generally.  Passing  from 
land  to  water,  Ireland  had  magnificent 
water  power  which  had  never  oeen  de- 
veloped or  turned  to  commercial  pur- 
poses. They  in  England  had  no  river 
equal  to  the  Shannon,  which  ran  like  a 
vast  artery  from  North  to  South,  and,  if 
made  properly  navigable  throughout, 
should  convey  the  produce  of  the  North 
of  Ireland  to  Limerick  and  the  South. 
The  subject  of  the  Shannon  had  often 
been  before  Parliament,  but  no  implrove- 
ments  on  an  extensive  scale  had  taken 
place.  Then  there  was  the  question  of 
fisheries,  which  might  be  made  a  much 
more  abundant  and  lucrative  element  of 
food  for  the  population  and  of  com- 
merce than  at  present.  How  often  had 
pressing  appeals  been  made  by  friends 
of  Ireland  to  the  Government,  not  only 
on  behalf  of  greater  encouragement  to 
the  fisheries,  but  also  for  the  construc- 
tion and  improvement  of  piers  and  har- 
bours, at  comparatively  small  outlay, 
around  the  coast,  within  which  the 
fishermen's  craft  might  find  refuge  and 
security  in  stormy  weather.  The  sub- 
ject of  the  Irish  railways  had  more 
than  once  been  submitted  to  that  House, 
and  schemes  proposed  for  completing 
them,  where  imperfect,  had  been  brought 
forward  by  those  most  cognizant  of  the 
wants  of  Ireland.  In  other  places, 
wherever  railways  were  made,  the  ma- 
terial condition  of  the  adjacent  country 
showed  an  improvement  in  the  most 
striking  manner ;  but  in  Ireland,  where 
markets  for  agricultural  produce  were 
most  requisite,  the  railway  system,  ex- 
cept with  one  or  two  exceptions  of  the 
principal  lines,  was  incomplete,  and  the 
chain  of  communication  broken  and 
fragmentary.  Assistance  and  encourage* 
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ment  in  this  direction  would  not  only 
add  to  the  existing  markets  for  agri- 
cultural and  other  products,  and  employ 
labour,  but  would  prove  to  the  inhabi- 
tants that  we  were  desirous  of  rendering 
them  substantial  assistance.  Last  of  all, 
he  could  not  help  echoing  the  wish  ex- 
pressed by  the  same  eminent  statesman 
whom  he  had  already  quoted — the  late 
Sir  Eobert  Peel — who,  in  the  speech 
delivered  in  that  House  on  his  resig- 
nation of  the  Office  of  Prime  Minister, 
in  1846,  a  resignation  brought  about  by 
a  similar  Coercion  Act  to  that  which  the 
present  Government  had  found  it  neces- 
sary to  introduce,  said  that  it  was  near 
to  his  heart  that  the  municipal,  civil, 
and  political  institutions  of  Ireland 
should  be  identified  with  those  of  Great 
Britain,  not  literally.  Sir  Hobert  Peel 
added,  for  that  would  not  be  possible 
with  the  differences  in  the  two  countries, 
but  in  the  spirit,  if  not  in  the  letter. 
That  had  also  been  always  his  own  wish 
and  desire.  He  would  repeat  what  he 
had  already  said  in  that  House — 

"  Paribus  se  legibus  ambo 
Sterna  in  f oedera  jungant.'' 

It  should  be  understood  that  there  were 
two  sections  of  the  Irish  nation — one, 
lawless,  disloyal,  turbulent,  and  driven 
too  and  fro  by  every  wind  of  agitation  ; 
the  other,  and  he  believed  the  much 
larger  section,  loyal,  law-abiding,  in- 
dustrious, and  open  to  all  the  noble  and 
generous  impulses  and  influences  of  our 
nature.  While  the  first  justly  received 
the  punishment  due  to  their  hateful 
crimes,  the  other  deserved  every  con- 
sideration at  the  bands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  for  these  he  asked  for 
remedial  legislation.  He  would,  there- 
fore, entreat  the  Government,  so  soon 
as  peace  and  order  should  be  re-estab- 
lished in  Ireland,  to  devise  measures  for 
the  development  of  those  material  re- 
sources which  she  possessed,  and  which 
had  been  too  long  neglected.  Surely  it 
was  a  noble  ambition,  and  none  nobler, 
for  Gentlemen  who  now  occupied  the 
Treasury  Bench,  no  less  than  for  those 
who  sat  on  the  Front  Bench  of  the  Op- 
position, to  strive  to  the  utmost,  and 
resort  to  every  expedient  which  was  just 
and  worthy  of  a  true  lover  of  his  coun- 
try, to  endeavour  to  raise  Ireland  to  the 
same  condition  of  wealth,  prosperity, 
and  happiness  as  we  ourselves  enjoyed 
in  England  and  Scotland. 

Sir  EardUif  IFihnot 


OoLONSL  O'BEIENE  said,  he  must  ex- 
press his  regret  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  no  help  to  offer  io  starving 
families  in  Ireland  but  the  poorhouse. 
The  existence  of  distress  being  admitted, 
he  thought  it  most  unfortunate  that  no 
effort  was  made  to  afford  facilities  for 
the  raising  of  money  for  the  execution  of 
public  works  which  would  give  employ- 
ment to  the  poor.  He  did  not  think 
that  any  wholesale  system  of  emigration 
would  be  practicable.  Some  districts 
were,  no  doubt,  over-populated,  but  he 
did  not  see  how  they  were  going  to  get 
the  people  to  go  away.  They  might 
very  well  promote  migration  to  districts 
where  land  was  unreclaimed.  He  should 
be  glad  if  an  addition  could  be  made  to 
the  Land  Act  to  prevent  the  occupation 
of  any  holding  of  less  than  20  acres.  He 
thoroughly  assented  to  all  the  observa- 
tions which  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
made  with  regard  to  the  granting  of 
outdoor  relief,  which  would  only  lead  to 
the  pauperization  of  the  people.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  torn  to  shreds 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  The 
facts  and  figures  contained  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  be 
contradicted,  but  he  wished  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  hold  out  some 
hope  that  the  distress  would  be  relieved 
in  some  other  way.  It  was  a  cruel 
thing  to  offer  these  poor  people  no  alter- 
native but  the  poorhouse.  He  should 
oppose  any  amendment  of  the  Land  Act 
He  considered  that  under  the  present 
Act  as  it  stood  the  Irish  people  enjoyed 
a  tenure  of  land  such  as  was  held  by  no 
other  people  in  Europe,  and  not  even  by 
the  tenantry  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  By  the  Land  Act  the  land- 
lords, as  everybody  knew,  had  been  de* 
prived  of  one-fourth  of  the  value  of  their 
property,  and  he  would  therefore  oppose 
any  amendment  of  the  Land  Act  unless 
some  compensation  were  given  to  the 
landlords. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  he  must  express 
his  regret  that  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
not  seen  his  way  to  speaking  more  favour- 
ably of  measures  for  the  relief  of  dis- 
tress. If  asked  to  choose  between  the 
suggestions  made  in  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  those  in  the  speech 
of  the  junior  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  he  would  infi- 
nitely prefer  the  latter  of  the  two  utter- 
ances, for  it  showed  that  whatever  a 
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man's  politics  might  be,  an  Iriehman 
was  the  only  man  who  oould  speak  with 
effect  on  the  affairs  of  his  country,  and 
he  should  not  be  sorry  if  that  riffht  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  had  the  direction 
of  the  affairs  of  the  country  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  He  took  it  for  granted  that 
there  was  no  necessity  on  his  part  to 
attempt  to  prove  that  distress  existed  in 
Ireland.  That  was  admitted  by  the 
Chief  Secretaiy  himself,  who  stated  that 
the  distress  was  even  greater  than  what 
had  been  stated  in  the  newspapers ;  and 
tho  burden  of  every  speech  in  this  debate 
was  to  the  effect  that  from  Donegal  to 
Cork  there  was  one  wail  of  want.  It 
had  been  stated  by  tlie  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  TThe  O'Donoghue)  that  the  cause 
of  the  aistress  was  the  want  of  employ- 
ment ;  but  he  thought  that  if  they  wanted 
a  substantive  reason  for  Irish  distress 
they  should  go  a  little  deeper.  Irish 
distress,  in  his  (Mr.  Kenny's)  opinion, 
arose  from  the  physical  condition  of  the 
country.  In  consequence  of  the  syste- 
matic manner  in  which  its  interests  were 
neglected  by  each  succeiisive  Govern- 
ment, the  country  had,  in  a  great  mea- 
sure, relapsed  into  a  state  of  nature. 
Instead  of  the  country  being  properly 
drained  and  properly  reclaimed,  it  was, 
on  the  contrary,  almost  perpetually 
waterlogged.  Therefore,  in  his  opinion, 
the  first  remedy  to  apply  to  the  distress 
was  the  establishment  of  a  system  of 
arterial  drainage.  If  Ireland  were  pro- 
perly drained,  the  wheat  crop,  which 
was  frequently  a  complete  or  partial 
failure,  could  be  successfully  ripened, 
and  the  potato  crop,  which  almost  every 
second  year  was  a  failure,  would  not  be 
a  failure  at  all.  The  Shannon,  for  in- 
stance, were  it  onlj  properly  excavated 
and  levelled  between  Killaloe  and  Lime- 
rick, would  drain  whole  districts  of  the 
country  at  present  flooded  with  water, 
and  enable  those  districts  to  be  pro- 
perly reclaimed  and  rendered  valu- 
able. Other  remedies  applicable  to  the 
existing  distress  were  the  reclamation  of 
waste  lands,  and  the  encouragement  of 
the  fisheries.  There  was  plenty  of  fish  on 
the  Irish  Coasts,  but  there  was  no  proper 
fishing  gear,  no  suitable  boats,  and  even 
where  these  requirements  could  be  pro- 
vided there  were  no  proper  places  of 
refuge.  The  development  of  the  Irish 
railway  system  also  ought  to  be  encou- 
raged. A  very  useful  line  was  now 
being  promoted  in  West  Clare,  from 
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Ennis  to  Miltown  Malbay,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  give  it  their  assist- 
ance. He  did  not  accept  the  theory  that 
Ireland  was  over-populated.  It  was  said 
to  be  over-populated  in  the  time  of  Dean 
Swift,  when  the  inhabitants  numbered 
only  2,000,000.  The  Dean  also,  in  a 
well-known  essay,  as  a  remedy  for  over- 
population, suggested  the  cooking  of 
Irish  babies  as  a  splendid  article  of 
food  for  the  Irish  aristocracy,  who  were 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  the  people.  But 
some  authorities  had  stated  that  Ireland 
would  support  a  much  larger  population 
than  tho  Island  had  ever  contained. 
Sir  Bobert  Kane,  for  example,  had  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  Ireland  could 
maintain  20,000,000  of  people.  Belgium, 
with  fewer  natural  advantages  than  Ire- 
land, was  able  to  maintain  a  population 
of  400  to  the  square  mile,  whereas  in  Ire- 
land there  were  only  160.  Switzerland, 
too,  maintained  as  many  inhabitants  to 
the  square  mile,  although  the  country  was 
almost  wholly  mountain  and  water.  In 
no  other  country  than  Ireland  had  such 
a  remedy  for  social  evils  as  emigration 
ever  been  suggested.  He  was  altoge- 
ther opposed  to  the  State  system  of  emi- 
gration, which  would  only  serve  to  de- 
nude Ireland  of  the  best  of  her  children. 
In  the  United  States  it  was  calculated 
that  each  adult  immigrant  was  worth 
S2,000  to  the  State  by  way  of  taxation 
alone.  He  did  not  see  why  the  British 
Government  should  not,  by  real  remedies 
for  the  evils  of  Ireland,  reap  the  advan- 
tage which  now  went  to  the  United  States 
and  other  countries.  The  next  proposal  of 
the  Government  was  that  the  workhouse 
system  should  exclusively  be  employed 
for  the  relief  of  the  distressed.  The 
Irish  people  were  bitterly  opposed  to 
that  system,  and  the  workhouses  had 
never  been  more  than  half  filled.  The 
Government  ought  to  give  power  to 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  grant  outdoor 
relief.  It  was  a  cruel  thing  to  coznpel 
the  poor  to  enter  the  workhouse.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
a  great  deal  of  the  high  wages  which 
were  supposed  to  be  now  paid  in  Ire- 
land. But  what  were  those  wages? 
They  were  generally  from  ?«.  to  9«.  a- 
week,  and  in  Waterford  and  other  coun- 
ties, where  better  wages  were  paid, 
about  10«.  a- week,  with  a  house  rent 
free.  In  England  from  18«.  to  20^.  was 
paid.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  sheep  and  cattle  fetched 
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very  high  prices.  But  there  were  fewer 
cattle  and  sheep  in  the  country  at  the 
present  time  than  there  were  10  years 
ago.  In  1873  the  number  of  cattle  was 
4,147,000;  whereas  in  1882  it  was  only 
3,924,000.  Beckoning  the  price  .  at 
£11  14«.,  the  diminished  number  repre- 
sented a  loss  of  £2,600,000.  Of  sheep, 
in  1873  there  were  4,494,000,  and  in 
1882  only  3,071,000— -a  diminution  in 
number  of  nearly  1,500,000,  and  a  loss 
of  nearly  £3,000,000.  Another  import- 
ant question  was  that  of  the  lease- 
holders, of  whom  there  were  135,000  in 
Ireland.  There  had  been  3,000  appli- 
cations for  breaking  leases,  but  only  105 
had  been  granted.  The  Land  Act  was 
working  very  slowly.  In  County  Clare, 
out  of  3,000  applications,  only  600  cases 
had  been  settled,  and  three  or  four  more 
years  would  be  required  before  all  the 
cases  could  be  heard.  He  regretted 
that  the  Government  had  made  up  its 
mind  to  refuse  the  reasonable  demands 
of  the  Irish  people ;  but  at  the  next 
Election  they  might  show  their  appre- 
ciation of  such  treatment  in  a  manner 
which  the  Government  would  not  like. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  in- 
tended, before  he  concluded  his  remarks, 
to  make,  at  least,  one  practical  sugges- 
tion which  would  show  that  the  Irish 
people  were  eAdowed  with  the  spirit 
of  self-reliance  of  which  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  spoken.  He 
confessed  that  he  was  not  disappointed 
by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, because  he  had  expected  very 
little    from    him,    not   owing    to    any 

Eersonal  shortcomings  on  the  right 
on.  Gentleman's  part,  but  because 
he  was  an  official  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment and  an  administrator  of  its 
policy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted the  existence  of  severe  distress  in 
some  parts  of  the  country.  He  had 
told  them  that  the  people  were  living  in 
a  condition  which  it  was  impossible  to 
realize  in  England,  and  in  a  condition 
more  deplorable,  perhaps,  than  any 
people  living  in  any  part  of  civilized 
Europe.  Why  was  it  that  the  Irish 
people,  who  had  lived  so  long  under 
British  rule,  were  now  in  such  a  condi- 
tion ?  The  Chief  Secretary  went  on  to 
^7t  A  great  many  of  the  people  were 
living  in  a  single  room,  in  which  their 
pigs  and  their  cattle  were  kept ;  whilst 
their  children  were  clothed  in  a  way 
which  was  only  a  name  and  a  pretence 
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for  saying  that  they  were  dressed.  The 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  in  1847,  when 
the  people  began  to  feel  the  pinch  of 
starvation,  they  went  readily  to  the 
workhouse,  and  that  he  believed  they 
would  do  the  same  now  if  they  were  not 
persuaded  to  do  otherwise.  After  so  many 
years  of  British  rule,  was  not  that  descrip- 
tion of  the  state  of  things  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary found  in  Ireland  a  condemnation 
of  the  Government  which  existed,  and 
should  it  not  carry  conviction  as  to  the 
mismanagement  and  misrule  which  had 
taken  place  ?  A  stranger  in  these  dis- 
tricts would  naturally  ask — "Who  rules 
this  people  ?  What  sort  of  a  Govern- 
ment had  they,  if  they  had  any  Govern- 
ment at  all?"  The  facts  themselTOs 
should  convict  the  Government  of  mis- 
ruling and  oppressing  the  Irish  people. 
They  were  told  that  the  distress  existed 
only  in  the  congested  districts.  That 
it  did  exist  must  be  admitted  on  all 
hands.  Then,  what  was  the  remedy? 
The  remedy  was  that  in  times  of  ex- 
treme distress  and  want  amongst  the 
people  some  public  employment  should 
be  opened — some  reproductive  employ- 
ment, not  in  the  nature  of  gifts  or  of  a 
distribution  of  charity,  but  loans  to  pub- 
lic works,  money  which  would  be  paid 
back  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  "No," 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  **  public 
works  are  demoralizing.'*  He  idways 
thought  idleness,  and  not  labour,  was 
demoralizing.  He  always  considered  it 
a  noble  thing  to  do  an  honest  day's  work 
for  an  honest  day's  pay.  No  doubt, 
money  might  be  expended  in  a  way  that 
would  be  demoralizing  —  it  mieht  be 
squandered  and  misapplied,  and  in  that 
way  it  would  demoralize  the  people ;  but 
sums  wisely  and  carefully  expended 
would,  by-and-bye,'  well  repay  the  Ex- 
chequer. It  was  said  that  the  work- 
house and  emigration  were  open  to  the 
people.  Was  there  nothing  demora- 
lizing in  either  of  those  ?  Everyone 
knew  that  there  was  nothing  more  de- 
moralizing to  boys  and  girls  than  the 
workhouse;  and  the  House  was  asked 
to  sanction  the  cultivation  of  the  virtue 
of  self-reliance,  not  by  honest  employ- 
ment, but  by  turning  people  into  the 
workhouse.  Then  as  to  emigration. 
Was  there  nothing  demoralizing  in 
wholesale  emigration?  fiundreds  of 
thousands  had  been  forced  to  fly 
from  Ireland  to  the  seaboard  cities  of 
America;  and   very  serious   demorali- 
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zation  indeed  had  been  the  consequence. 
Thej  were  told  that  tiie  British  taxpayer 
should  not  be  called  upon  to  contri- 
bute to  the  relief  of  Irish  distress  ;  but 
they  never  heard  a  word  about  the  Bri- 
tish tax-gatherer,  who  was  well  known 
in  Ireland  ;  and  he  challenged  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  say,  on  a  fair 
balancing  of  accounts  between  the  two 
countries,  whether  England  did  not  reap 
a  good  financial  profit  out  of  Ireland  ? 
It  was  said  that  the  distress  existed  in 
the  congested  districts;  but  how  did  those 
districts  become  congested  ?  Who  con- 
gested them  ?  Who  hunted  the  people  of 
three  provinces  of  Ireland  across  the  Shan- 
non, planting  a  line  of  disbanded  British 
soldiers  all  along  that  river  in  order  to 
perpetuate  that  banishment  of  the  in- 
habitants to  the  West,  the  evil  results  of 
which  now  confronted  the  Qovernment  ? 
The  rulers  of  England  did  that.  And 
now  it  was  demanded  that  the  people 
should  go  still  further  West,  across  the 
ocean,  and  out  of  the  country  altoge- 
ther. Irishmen,  in  former  times,  had 
been  exiled  by  force  of  arms,  and  sent 
as  slaves  to  Barbadoes.  The  same 
policy  which  operated  hundreds  of  years 
ago  was  still  at  work,  and  it  seemed 
that  Irishmen  had  a  right  to  be  any- 
where except  in  Ireland.  The  Go- 
vernment were  face  to  face  with  the 
same  state  of  things  that  existed  in  the 
Beign  of  Queen  Elizabeth.  They  who 
represented  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
be  ashamed  to  stand  before  that  House 
perpetually  pleading  with  regard  to  dis- 
tress and  famine  in  Ireland  if  they  had 
anything  to  do  with,  or  were  responsible 
for,  the  government  of  Ireland;  but 
they  were  not  allowed  to  touch  its  affairs 
with  their  fingers.  It  was  others  who 
managed  things,  aliens  who  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  the  sufferings  of  *the  people. 
This  was  why  it  was  the  old  story  again 
and  again,  and  why  they  were  compelled 
to  stand  there  and  state  the  case  of  Ire- 
land and  claim  from  them  relief,  but  not 
as  charity.  His  practical  suggestion 
was  "Hands  off."  If  they  allowed 
them  to  have  the  control  over  their  own 
affairs  and  develop  their  own  resources, 
they  would  hear  no  cry  of  famine  and 
want  from  Ireland.  Whatever  destitution 
there  was  would  be  met  out  of  their  own 
resources.  To  teach  people  self  •reliance, 
the  way  was  to  let  them  rely  uponthem- 
selvesy  and  they  were  ready  and  willing 
to  take  up  the  management  of  their  own 


affairs.  The  remedial  measures  passed 
were  but  a  slight  reparation  of  the  wrong 
done,  a  small  instalment  of  a  very  large 
debt  of  justice.  They  did  not  touch 
more  than  the  fringe  of  the  question. 
This  latest  attempt  of  the  Government 
to  banish  from  Ireland  some  additional 
thousands  would  no  more  cure  the  evil 
than  the  previous  banishment ;  the  opera- 
tion might  be  repeated  again  and  again 
and  would  do  nob  good.  The  only  way  to 
get  peace  for  Ireland  and  England  was, 
as  he  had  already  said,  '^ Hands  off;" 
and  then,  and  then  only,  would  they  see 
the  dawn  of  peace  and  prosperity  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  regretted 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
House  had  prevented  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  from 
moving  his  Amendment.  It  showed  the 
noble  Lord's  antagonism  to  the  Irish 
Party.  He  noticed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  just  returned  to  the 
Treasury  Bench  from  his  temporary  seat 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench.  He 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  well  have  remained  where  he  was, 
for  he  was  more  Tory,  in  the  Irish  point  of 
view,  than  any  Conservative  Chief  Secre- 
tary who  had  ever  tried  to  govern  Ire- 
land. The  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  added 
the  varnish  of  Liberalism  to  principles 
which  were  most  opposed  to  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Irish  people.  The  proposal 
to  utilize  the  distress  to  promote  the  emi- 
gration of  the  miserable  Irish  people  was 
the  beginning,  middle,  and  conclusion  of 
the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  —  a 
speech  containing  as  odious  and  detest- 
able a  set  of  propositions  with  regard  to 
Irish  government  as  ever  fell  from  an 
incompetent  English  official  sent  over  to 
misgovern  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
hadbeen  reading  the  eulogium  of  Harriet 
Martineau  on  a  number  of  poor  Scottish 
workmen  who,  in  a  period  of  distress, 
refused  alms,  and  insisted  upon  doing 
some  kind  of  honest  work  rather  than 
stoop  to  touch  even  public  aid,  and  that 
was  the  attitude  of  the  Irish  people  to- 
day. They  asked  an  opportumty  of 
honest  work,  and  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  refusal  to  allow 
them  an  opportunity,  and  an  expression 
of  his  determination  to  drive  them  into 
the  demoralization  of  the  workhouse — 
that  morid  hell — rather  than  allow  them 
to  maintain  the  dignity  of  manhood  and 
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the  chance  of  revival,  when  the  present 
crisis  of  misery  had  passed.     How  dif- 
ferent the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Childers)  from  that 
of  the  Chief  Secretary !   The  former  did 
not  lay  claim  to  infallibility  in  consider- 
ing the  state  of  Ireland.     On  the  con- 
trary,  he  declared    his  willingness  to 
listen  to  the  arguments  of  the  Irish  Be- 
presentatives,  and  his  desire  to  be  sup- 
plied with  further  infoi^mation  upon  all 
important  questions  of  the  day.    It  was 
different  with  the  cock-sure  essay-writer, 
who  came  down  with  his  infallible  opi- 
nions written  out  on  pages  of  paper, 
confident  in  the  all-embracing  accuracy 
of  the  views  he  had  taken  up  on  every 
possible  aspect  of  the  Irish  Question. 
There  was  a  line  of  Pope  about  a  certain 
class  of  innocent  people  who  were  ready 
to  rush  in  where  beings  of  superior  or- 
ganization would  fear  even  to  tread.  He 
confessed  he  was  reminded  of  that  line 
when  he  compared  the  attitude  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  attitude  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  even  as  an  Irish 
statesman,  had  the  advantage  at  every 
point  over  the  titular  functionary,  who 
held  the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary.    The 
Chief  Secretary  had  one  idea  in  the  ela- 
borate essay  which  he  read  to  the  House. 
That  idea  was  that  to  the  restriction  of 
the  outdoor  relief  was  due  every  im- 
provement in  the  condition  of  the  poor 
of  Great  Britain,  and  the  decided  march 
which  the  British  nation  had  taken  in 
the  general  progress  of  the  world.     He 
made  no  reference  to  the  improvement 
of  trade  and  commerce,  no  reference  to 
the  success  of  the  British  policy  at  home 
and  abroad;  and  as  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  prophecying  that  the  prohibition 
of  outdoor  relief  would  be  advantageous 
in  Ireland,  he  ascribed  all  the  progress 
and  prosperity  of  the  British  Empire  to 
that  cause.     These  men  only  became 
dangerous  when  they  were  placed  in  a 
position  in  which  they  could  carry  their 
narrowness  of  view  into  effect ;  and,  un- 
fortunately, it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  impose  most  serious 
obstacles,  not  only  to  the  progress  of 
Ireland,   but  to  the  relief  of  distress 
among  the  starving  and  dying  popula- 
tion of  the  country.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
denied  the  statement  that  there  was  over- 
congestion  or  over-population  in  Ireland, 
as  there  were  thousands  and  thousands 
of  acres  of  waste  land  calling  for  the  ap- 
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plication  of  human  labour  to  restore  them 
to  fertility.     There  was  not  a  congested 
parish  in  the  West  or  North  of  Ireland 
that  had  not.  within  a  few  miles,  other 
parishes    in    which    a    beneficent  and 
humane  Government  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  acquiring  abundance  of  land 
at  a  cheap  rate,  and  planting  upon  that 
land  such  families  as  it  might  be  reason- 
able to  withdraw  from  the  alleged  con- 
gested districts.     But  the  enterprize,  the 
statesmanship,  and  the  humanity  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  which  shrank  from  the 
operation  of  removing  the  surplus  popu- 
lation a  distance  of  10  or  15  miles  to 
neighbouring  lands,  was  equal  to  the 
enterprize  of  tearing  thjose  Insh  families 
from  their  native  land,  transporting  them. 
over  thousands  of  miles  of  ocean,  and 
casting  them  despairing  upon  a  foreign 
and  unknown  shore.  That  was  the  states- 
manship and  humanity  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary.   The  Chief  Secretary  had  told 
them  of  his  visit  to  one  of  the  distressed 
districts  in  company  with  the  good  priest. 
Father  Gallagher,  where  he  saw  the  sea- 
weed meals  of  the  starving  children; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
speak  of  the  contrast  which  was  drawn 
between    the    right    hon.    Gentleman's 
lunch  basket  and  the  seaweed  food  of 
tho  families  he  went  to  commiserate,  but 
not  to  aid.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
evidently  thought  that  by  a  recourse  to 
a  resolute  refusal  of  outdoor  relief  the 
misery  of  the  children  might  so  influence 
the  parents  that  they  might  be  driven  to 
the  workhouse,  and  from  the  workhouse 
to    emigration.      He    (Mr.    O'Donnell) 
thought  that  if  Father  Gallagher  knew 
that  the  official  who  was  accompanying 
him  only  intended  to  gaze  on  that  misery 
and  starvation  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  a  moral  of  compulsory  emigra'* 
tion,  he  would  have  preferred  to  have  left 
him  to  go  on  his  tour  alone.  Tke  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  British 
taxpayer  and  the  sacrifices  imposed  upon 
him  for  Ireland ;  but  he  haa  forgotten 
that  during  this  century  alone  something 
between  £400,000,000 and  £500,000,000 
had  been  abstracted  from  Ireland,  and 
had,  for  the  most  part,  gone  into  the 
pockets  of  the  British  taxpayer.   Let  the 
British  taxpayer  show  an  equivalent  for 
that !    He  had  not  been  able  to  reply  at 
once  to  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  Donegal.  He 
felt  that  if  he  related  his  own  experi- 
ence it  might  not  have  so  much  effect  on 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  the  experi- 
ence of  one  of  the  Liberal  Members, 
one  of  the  legal  Bepresentatives  of 
Donegal  in  that  House.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  consulted  the  hon. 
and-  rev.  Member  for  Donegal  (Dr. 
Kinnear),  and  ascertained  his  experi- 
ence, he  would  not,  perhaps,  have  de- 
livered his  recent  remarkable  oration. 
At  a  meeting  of  farmers  of  Donegal, 
held  in  the  presence  of  the  hon.  and 
reverend  Member,  the  hon.  and  rev. 
Gentleman  said — 

"  In  Donegal  the  rental,  in  1800,  amounted  to 
only  £17,000.  In  1880  it  was  £367,681,  so  that 
in  Donegal  within  this  century  tenants'  im- 
provements have  been  taxed  to  the  extent  of 
over  £320,000." 

Every  penny  of  that  amount  had  been 
taken  from  the  poor  peasants  of  Donegal, 
and  was  undoubtedly  the  permanent 
cause  of  the  present  misery.  Why  did 
not  facts  of  that  kind  appear  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman? 
Why  did  he  not  inquire  into  the  actual 
working  of  the  Land  Act  in  Donegal  ? 
He  would  have  then  leamt,  not  only  that 
for  the  last  four-fifths  of  the  century  had 
these  vast  confiscations  been  going  on 
in  Donegal,  but,  in  the  words  of  his  own 
supporter,  the  Land  Act  was  a  mere 
mocKeiy  and  a  sham.  If  the  hon.  and  rev. 
Gentleman  did  not,  like  the  Ulster  Mem- 
bers, tell  the  whole  truth  in  that  House, 
he  did  so  when  addressing  his  constitu- 
ents; and  if  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
read  his  speeches,  he  would  have  learned 
the  real  state  of  the  case.  Those  speeches 
would  have  supplied  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  matter  for  coming  to  a  con- 
clusion of  a  different  kind  than  that  the 
prohibition  of  outdoor  relief  was  all  that 
was  necessary  to  restore  a  golden  age 
to  Lreland.  Among  all  the  addresses 
and  speeches  which  had  been  made  by 
English  officials  appointed  to  administer 
English  rule  in  Ireland,  there  had  not 
been  one  since  the  Union  more  full  of  de- 
testable and  ruinous  doctrines,  more  full 
of  coarse  and  callous  inhumanity,  more 
calculated  to  drive  people  from  misery 
to  despair,  and  which  was  more  calcu- 
lated to  stimulate  the  passions  and  pre* 
jadices  of  a  starving  population,  than 
that  of  the  present  Chief  Secretary.  Let 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appoint  any 
meeting-pliEuse  in  Munster,  Connaught, 
or  Leinster ;  let  him  brinff  his  military 
guards  and  surround  himself  with  all  the 
protection  he  could ;  and  if  he  attempted 


to  lay  down  before  a  meeting  of  10,000 
Irishmen  such  doctrines  as  he  had  pro- 
pounded in  his  speech  in  that  House, 
nothing  would  save  him,  even  in  loyal 
Ulster,  from  being  hissed  and  hooted  off 
the  platform.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  only  the  successor,  but  the 
outdoor  of  his  Predecessor,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster).  For  partizan  purposes  the 
Members  of  the  Opposition  might  en- 
courage the  right  hon.  Gentleman  along 
his  path  of  ruin  with  an  occasionui 
cheer ;  but  their  scoffing  comment  was — 
^*  How  do  you  like  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  the  Border  Burghs  after  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  ?  "  He  was  satisfied  no  Irish 
ultra-Tory  could  possibly  have  hit  upon 
the  plans  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs 
had  hit  upon;  and  between  them  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  th^  Member  for 
Bradford  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  thorougUy  succeeded 
in  damning  the  reputation  of  Liberalism 
in  Ireland.  They  had  heard  very  little 
from  the  present  Chief  Secretary  of  any 
practical  reforms  in  which  the  people 
might  now  be  employed.  There  were 
many  practical  reforms  which  any  ultra- 
Tory  Secretary  might  introduce.  Among 
such  would  be  the  building  of  piers  and 
harbours,  and  the  laying  out  of  money  in 
obtaining  boats  and  nets,  and  other  things 
necessary  for  fishermen.  These  last  would 
afford  a  practical  reform,  which  not  only 
would  relieve  the  congested  districts  at 
present,  but  would  provide  employment 
and  a  means  of  living  of  a  permanent 
character.  They  had,  however,  heard 
no  suggestion  of  any  such  practical  re- 
forms from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  should  not  be  sorry  should  the  Go-* 
vemment  reject  the  Land  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  proposed  to 
introduce.  Tne  Irish  Leader  and  his 
supporters  would  then  be  able  to  bring 
before  the  great  Convention  of  the  Irish 
nation,  shortly  to  assemble  in  New  York, 
this  fact  as  a  further  proof  of  the  unfit- 
ness of  England  to  govern  Ireland. 
There  were  other  questions  relating  to 
Ireland  that  would  have  to  be  brought 
forward  in  that  House,  and  among  them 
the  reform  of  the  Parliamentary  and 
municipal  franchise ;  but,  even  with 
the  restricted  franchise  which  they  pos- 
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sessed,  the  Irishpeople  \70uld  be  repre- 
sented in  that  House  by  a  body  suffi- 
ciently strong  to  render  it  impossible 
for  any  English  Government  to  ignore 
altogether  the  realities  of  the  Irish  situ- 
ation. For  his  own  part,  he  .was  dis- 
posed to  receive  in  no  spirit  of  regretf  ul- 
ness  the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  provisional  Leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  there  woiild  be  no  remedial 
measures  of  consequence  for  Ireland  this 
Session  ;  and  that,  above  all,  the  politi- 
cal liberties  of  Englishmen  were  not  to 
be  extended  to  the  Irish  people.  But  as 
long  as  one  link  of  the  cnain  of  slavery 
bound  Ireland  to  the  caprice  of  English 
statesmanship,  or  to  politicians  like  the 
Chief  Secretary,  by  which  ignorance,  in- 
competence, and  prejudice  destroyed  the 
chances  of  a  great  and  generous  people, 
so  long  would  there  be  no  real  and 
radical  redress  for  Ireland,  and  so  long 
would  the  people  struggle  against  the 
Act  of  Union. 

Mr.  O'BHIEN  said,  the  last  speaker 
had  saved  him  the  necessity  of  address- 
ing the  House  at  any  length;  but  he 
wished  to  enter  his  earnest  protest  against 
the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  It 
wasy  perhaps,  as  well  for  some  of  the 
Irish  Members  that  there  had  been  an 
interval  to  permit  of  their  growing  a 
little  calm  after  that  speech,  for  a  speech 
more  bitterly  wounding  to  Irish  feeling, 
or  more  marked  by  the  callous  influence 
of  Dublin  Castle,  he  hoped  he  should  not 
soon  again  have  to  listen  to.  This  debate 
would  probably  dose  to-night,  and  it 
would  close  without  having  advanced 
one  step  the  vital  question — "  What  is 
to  become  of  the  unfortunate  people  who 
are  starving  upon  seaweed  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland  ?  "  They  asked  for  food, 
and  they  were  taunted  with  being  incor- 
rigible beggars  who  were  living  on  the 
bounty  of.  the  British  taxpayer.  They 
were  told  there  was  no  room  for  them 
in  their  own  country,  where,  out  of  more 
than  16,000,000  of  fertile  acres,  there 
were  not  more  than  3,000,000  devoted 
to  the  support  of  the  people.  It  was 
admitted  by  the  Chief  Secretary  himself 
that  the  people  were  in  unspeakable 
misery.  He  said  that  if  the  farms  were 
held  rent  free  they  could  hardly  support 
themselves,  and  he  also  referred  to  the 
struggle  they  made  to  pay  the  rent  ne- 
cessary to  enable  them  to  take  the 
benefit  of  the  Arrears  Act.  It  was 
ladmitted  that  they  had  no  moneyi  no 
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food,  no  chance  of  getting  any,  that 
their  credit  was  gone,  yet  they  were 
told  there  was  to  be  no  relief  for  them 
unless  they  broke  up  their  little  homes, 
and  went  into  the  workhouse.  And  they 
were  told,  in  the  hardest,  coldest,  and 
most  naked  way,  the  reason  why.  The 
reason  was  that  if  they  got  any  rehef 
now,  they  would  ding  to  their  unfortu- 
nate cabins,  and  would  continue  to  be 
disagreeable  to  the  British  taxpayer. 
He  did  not  like,  especiaUy  in  the  Chief 
Secretary's  absence,  to  say  anything 
that  would  be  unfair  or  unjust  to  him, 
or  to  any  man ;  but  it  was  impossible  to 
avoid  feeling  that  it  was  a  moment  when 
Ireland  was  supposed  to  be  tame  and 
prostrate  under  coercion  that  was  chosen 
to  deal  her  this  cruel  blow  in  the  face. 
Three  years  ago,  when  the  organization 
of  the  people  in  Ireland  was  a  little  more 
strong,  the  cry  for  relief  was  a  little 
more  promptly  and  respectfully  attended 
to.  He  would  only  add  that,  if  it  were 
not  for  the  sake  of  the  unfortunate  people 
who  were  dying  while  Members  of  that 
House  were  theorizing,  he  could  almost 
thank  the'right  hon.  Gentleman  for  con- 
vincing the  Irish  people  that,  in  the 
depths  of  the  fatuity  and  folly  of  English 
statesmanship,  there  might  be  a  worse 
Government  of  Ireland  than  even  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  Sir,  we  were  ex- 
pecting that  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader 
of  the  Government  would  reply  to  the 
numerous  and  cogent  arguments  which 
had  been  placed  before  him  ;  and  it  is  a 
remarkable  fact  that,  although  this  de- 
bate has  lasted  from  a  little  after  5  until 
now — nearly  9  o'dock — we  have  not  had 
any  answer  to  the  representations  which 
have  been  ur^ed  and  the  practical  sug- 
gestions which  have  been  made  from 
these  Benches.  We  were  invited  yes- 
terday by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  make 
suggestions  as  to  the  best  way  in  which 
the  present  distress  in  Ireland  could  be 
met.  My  hon.  Friends  have  accepted 
the  invitation,  and  have  made  many 
valuable  suggestions,  some  of  them  of  a 
most  practical  character ;  but  I  do  not 
find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  been 
in  his  place  to  listen  to  the.  replies  to  his 
invitation.  I  regret  that  we  have  again 
to  continue  our  complaints  with  regard 
to  the  irresponsible  character  of  the  pre* 
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sent  Irish  Administration.  We  cannot 
help  seeing  that  the  government  of  Ire- 
land at  the  present  moment  is  not  a  go- 
vernment by  the  Parliament,  that  it  is 
not  a  government  by  the  Cabinet,  but 
that  it  is  a  government  by  Lord  Spencer. 
That  Nobleman  seems  to  suppose  that 
because  he  succeeded  to  that  government 
at  an  unusual  time  he  is  entitled  to  de- 
part from  all  Constitutional  precedents, 
and  to  rule  Ireland  as  if  she  had  not  a 
representative  system,  and  as  if,  in  fact, 
she  was  outside  the  pale  of  the  Consti- 
tution, and  in  the  condition  of  a  con- 
quered province.  Such  a  system  as  that, 
if  persevered  in,  must  break  down  sooner 
or  Jater.  It  cannot  last.  Sir,  we  looked 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  as  being  a  Ke- 
presentative  of  Eadicalism  in  this 
House.  In  the  last  Parliament  I  had 
many  times  had  the  pleasure  of  listen- 
ing to  his  able  expositions  regard- 
ing the  rights  of  the  people  when  he 
was  introducing  his  Motion  for  the  ex- 
tension of  the  household  franchise  to 
counties-  in  England  and  Ireland ;  but  I 
regret  to  find  that,  for  some  reason  or 
other,  he  has  appeared  more  quickly 
than  any  of  his  Tredecessors  to  have 
imbibed  the  worst  traditions  of  Dublin 
Castle.  In  fact,  the  speech  with  which 
he  favoured  the  House  yesterday  com- 
prises a  re-hash  of  all  the  worst  senti- 
ments of  the  Dublin  Castle  Party.  I 
should  have  thought  it  had  beeti  impos- 
sible for  a  Oentleman  of  his  antecedents 
and  knowledge  to  have  gone  so  far  down 
in  so  short  a  time.  It  appears  to  be  the 
fate  of  every  Chief  Secretary,  sooner  or 
later.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman one  question.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, said  he  would  not  allow  the  people 
to  starve,  and  he  promised  that  he  would 
give  outdoor  relief,  and  he  did  not  then 
say  that  the  workhouse  test  would  be 
insisted  on.  On  the  contrary,  when  he 
was  challenged  by  several  of  us  publicly 
in  the  House  as  to  whether  he  would 
insist  on  the  workhouse  test,  although 
he  had  an  opportunity  of  speaking  after 
this  challenge,  he  did  not  reply.  He 
therefore  left  us  to  suppose,  from  the 
general  tenour  of  his  speech,  that  the 
precedent  set  by  the  late  Conservative 
Gt>vernment,  and  his  own  Predecessor, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  would  have  been 
followed;  and  that  outdoor  relief  would 


have  been  administered  in  a  judicious 
and  proper  manner  to  meet  distress.  But 
Parliament  had  adjourned  for  scarcely 
a  week,  when  we  were  startled  and 
horrified  by  the  issue  by  Lord  Spencer 
of  one  of  the  most  cold-blooded  letters 
that  even  a  Viceroy  of  Ireland  ever  is* 
sued.  I  want  to  know  whether  the  Chief 
Secretary,  who  had  not  then  reached 
that  country  from  London,  was  consulted 
before  that  letter  was  issued  by  Lord 
Spencer,  and  whether  he  was  consulted 
by  Lord  Spencer  before  he  made  his 
last  speech  in  the  House  of  Commons 
on  Irish  distress  ?  I  should  be  glad  to 
know  also  whether  the  Cabinet  was  con- 
sulted as' to  the  terms  of  that  letter,  or 
whether  Lord  Spencer  took  upon  him- 
self to  direct  and  dictate  the  policy  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  in  Ireland  with- 
out any  consultation  with  the  Cabinet  ? 
What  right  had  a  Nobleman,  occupying 
the  Constitutional  position  of  Viceroy, 
which,  after  all,  is  nothiDg  more  in  the 
direction  of  practical  government  than 
the  position  the  Queen  of  England  would 
occupy  if  she  were  in  that  country — I 
should  like  to  know  by  what  authority 
Lord  Spencer  addressed  that  letter  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  of  Ire- 
land ?  The  Chief  Secretary  is  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Ireland,  so  that  the  Sovereigpo.  in  this 
country  would  have  just  as  much  right 
to  address  a  letter  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  England,  directing  what 
they  were  to  do  and  what  they  were  not 
to  do,  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  to 
address  that  letter  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  Ireland,  of  which  he  is, 
not  a  Member,  and  of  which  he  is  not 
President.  I  have  seen  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary distinctly  pledging  himself  last  Ses- 
sion that  outdoor  reUef  would  be  ad- 
ministered. Now,  by  his  own  confession 
in  this  House  the  day  before  yesterday, 
the  people  are  in  a  starving  condition. 
They  are  becoming  gradually  enfeebled 
by  want,  by  the  necessity  of  eating  sea- 
weed for  the  purpose  of  supporting  their 
existence,  they  are  becoming  liable  to 
those  diseases  that  follow  from  a  low 
course  of  diet,  and  very  soon  we  shall 
have  the  terrible  famine  fever — the  ter- 
rible typhus.  All  these  circumstances 
are  known  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
last  Session  he  understood,  when  these 
things  would  arise,  to  issue  an  Order ; 
and  though  I  do  not  like  to  be  offensive 
to  him,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  he 
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disregarded  the  pledges  he  made  to  the 
country  and  to  the  House  in  regard  to 
the  administration  of  his  Department. 
Well,  it  is  all  the  more  to  be  regretted 
that  the  Government  should  insist  upon 
setting  themselves  in  antagonism  to 
Irish  feeling  and  Irish  sentiment,  and 
every  feeling  of  humanity,  since  the  area 
of  distress  is,  comparatively  speaking, 
limited.  The  situation  difiPers  in  this  re- 
spect from  the  last  Irish  famine  or  dis- 
tressin  1879,  whenittook  nearly  £500,000 
from  charitable  sources,  and  the  expen- 
diture of  £150,000  in  the  shape  of  out- 
door relief  to  cope  with  the  distress. 
Now,  in  all  probability,  the  expenditure 
of  £150,000,  judiciously  administered  in 
outdoor  relief,  would  tide  the  people 
over  to  the  next  harvest,  and  would  save 
thousands  of  innocent  persons  from  the 
suffering  and  the  degradation  entailed 
from  slow  starvation,  and  that  £150,000 
or  £100,000  could  be  easily  obtainable 
from  the  Church  Surplus  Fund.  We  do 
not  want  to  burden  the  British  taxpayer. 
We  have  a  fund  of  our  own,  an  Irish  fund, 
which  was  received  from  Irish  land,  and 
that  is  amply  sufficient,  and  more  than 
sufficient,  for  the  purpose  proposed.  We 
have  this  reasonable  claim  to  urge  also 
— that  the  draft  from  this  fund  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Arrears  Act  was  very 
much  less  than  was  anticipated.  That 
whereas  it  was  supposed  that  £2,500,000 
would  be  necessary,  besides  a  probable 
charge  of  £400,000  or  £500,000  on  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  £1,000,000  is  all 
that  has  been  actually  paid  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Land  Act;  and  we 
now  simply  ask  that  some  £100,000 
£200,000  of  the  residue  of  that  fund 
should  be  aUocated  and  administered 
in  the  shape  of  outdoor  relief  in 
limited  areas  in  the  Western  Irish 
counties  to  meet  the  dreadful  distress 
prevailing  there.  There  is  a  great  con- 
fusion, and  I  think  it  is  lamentable 
that  the  Chief  Secretary,  either  through 
intention  or  ignorance — I  do  not  know 
which — should  have  created  it.  There 
is  a  great  confusion  as  to  the  permanent 
and  temporary  works  necessary  for  the 
relief  of  this  distress.  We  are  to  con- 
sider questions  of  emigration,  questions 
of  migration,  questions  of  public  works, 
and  questions  of  advancing  loans  to  ten- 
ants for  improving  their  holdings  as 
immediate  remedies  for  the  present  dis- 
tress ;  but  I  cannot  understand  how 
anybody  in  his  senses  can  really   and 
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soberly  and  seriously  advance  such  things 
as  a  means  of  feeding  a  hungry  people. 
The  Chief  Secretary  may  advance  £3,000, 
or  £4,000,   or  £5,000,  or  £10,000,  or 
£20,000  to  emigrate  10  per  cent  of  the 
people  ;    but,  supposing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  apply  that  money  and 
carry  out  that  scheme  to-morrow,  how 
in  the  name  of  goodness  would  that  en- 
able the  90  per  cent  of  the  people  left 
to  be  fed  ?    That  is  the  problem.     We 
consider  we  are  entitled  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  us  a  plain  answer  to 
that  question.  How  do  you  suppose  that 
the  remedy  of  emigration  which  is  men- 
tioned by  the  Chief  Secretary  can  cope 
with  the  work  of  feeding  the  people  wno 
will  not  be  emigrated  ?    It  is  perfectly 
open  to  the  Chief  Secretary  to  argue 
that  emigration,  properly  carried  out, 
may  be  of  advantage  in  diminishing  the 
congestion  in  some  of  these  districts. 
That  may  be  exceedingly  true,  but  that 
is  a  question  of  permanent  remedy,  the 
application  of  wnich  we  have  not  time 
to  discuss,  because  people  living  on  sea- 
weed and  refuse  of  every  description 
cannot  afford  to  wait  while  these  high 
and  important  problems  are  being  ar- 
gued out  and  decided  upon.     The  only 
possible  temporary  remedy  is  outdoor 
relief,  the  administration  of  which,  to 
a  limited  extent,  would  enable  the  Go- 
vernment— the  English  Government — to 
consider  some  plan  of  emigration,  if  they 
desire  it,  or  some  plan  of  migration,  ii 
they  desire  it,  or  public  works,  or  ad- 
vancing money  to  tenants  for  improving 
their  holdings,  all  of  which  are  exceed- 
ingly well  worthy  of  trial  and  conside- 
ration.   But  in  the  course  they  are  now 
pursuing,  the  Government  are  doing  the 
very  thing  to  defeat  their  own  object — 
they  are  setting  both  priests  and  people 
against  them.  The  Chief  Secretary  spoke 
of  the  Seeds  Loan  as  an  example  oi  the 
way  in  which  the  British  taxpayer  was 
mulcted.     Now,  I  think  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary was  very  unfortunate  in  select- 
ing the  Seeds  Loan  as  such  an  example, 
bearing  in  mind  the  fact  that  that  loan 
was  being  exceedingly  well  paid  back, 
and  was  repudiated  only  in  two  or  three 
poverty-stricken  Unions  where  the  people 
happened  to  be  absolutely  unable  to  pay 
the  money.     I  have  always  stated  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  people,  since  they 
accepted  the  money,  to  do  their  best  to 
repay  it;   while,   at  the  same  time,  I 
must  say  that,  under  the  circnmstanoee 
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of  the  years  1879  and  1880,  when  the 
Act  was  passed,  Parliament  might  fairly 
have  given  the  money  as  a  grant,  and 
not  as  a  loan.  However,  it  was  given 
as  a  loan,  and,  therefore,  it  is  right  and 
necessary  and  politic  that  the  people 
should  pay  back  this  loan,  ana  that 
course  I  believe  they  are  pursuing  in 
Ireland.  Certainly,  with  regard  to  the 
policy  of  that  Seeds  Act,  I  believe  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  County  of  Oal- 
way  (Colonel  Nolan")  had  not  introduced 
his  Bill  on  the  subject  so  hastily  for 
getting  this  money  by  way  of  loan,  the 
Uien  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
considering  the  desirability  of  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, making  a  grant  of  money  to  the 
people  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
them  with  seeds.     The  Chief  Secretary 

Xke  of  the  restrictions  that  had  been 
^  ced  on  the  granting  of  outdoor  relief 
in  England,  and  the  benefits  resulting 
from  those  restrictions.  I  think  he  said 
that  the  number  of  paupers  in  England 
had  been  diminished  during  the  last  10 
years  by  the  workhouse  test  being  more 
rigidly  applied.  Now,  I  do  not  think 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  entitled  to  draw 
that  deduction  from  the  figures  he  quotes, 
because  poverty  has  notoriously  de- 
creased from  very  different  reasons  than 
the  substitution  of  the  workhouse  test. 
But  I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary,  would  he 
have  dared,during  the  Lancashire  Cotton 
Famine,  to  stand  up  in  his  place  in  this 
House,  and  say — ''The  workhouse  test 
must  be  rigidly  applied."  I  do  not 
think  he  would,  because  public  opinion 
in  England  would  not  have  tolerated 
such  an  infamous  barbarity.  He  told 
us  that,  in  1881,  the  outdoor  relief  ad- 
ministered in  England  amounted  to 
£2,500,000,  while  it  was  £3,500,000  in 
1870.  Now,  I  find  that  in  Ireland,  in 
1881,  there  was  only  a  sum  of  £90,000 
expended  in  outdoor  relief;  so  that  if  we 
ask — as  we  would  be  entitled  to,  but  as 
we  do  not  ask — that  Ireland  should  be 
allowed  to  expend  this  for  the  same  pro- 
portion of  outdoor  relief  as  that  England 
expended  in  1881,  we  would  be  in  a 
position  to  expend  in  outdoor  relief  a 
sum  of  £500,000,  instead  of  £50,000  or 
£60,000,  which  I  believe  was  the  amount 
of  the  expenditure  in  1882.  The  argu- 
ment that  because  the  unfortunate  man 
who  has  a  holding  of  £4  does  not  pay 
any  rates,  and  does  not  elect  the  Guar- 


dians, therefore  he  should  be  starved,  is 
certainly  the  latest  and  most  extraordi- 
nary development  of  the  principles  of 
Haaicalism.  Now,  when,  by-and-bye,  he 
comes  to  turn  these  small  holders  into 
ratepayers,  to  pay  rates  in  the  shape  of 
county  cess,  I  hope  the  Chief  Secretary 
will  remember  the  deduction  he  made 
in  his  speech  the  day  before  yesterday. 
EmigriEition  forced  on  by  steurvation  is 
not  what  we  should  have  hoped  for — is 
not  what  we  might  expect  from  the  pre- 
sent Government.  It  is  a  policy  which 
will  render  them  infamous  m  the  minds 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  one  which  will 
certainly,  in  one  shape  or  other,  recoil 
on  their  heads.  It  would  appear  as  if 
Lord  Spencer  had  in  his  mind  some 
great  scheme  of  emigration,  and  that  the 
idea  occurred  to  him  that  the  distress  in 
these  Western  districts  gave  him  a  great 
opportunity  for  carrying  out  the  scheme 
by  driving  the  people  into  the  work- 
houses, and  then  turning  those  work- 
houses into  great  receiving  houses  for 
emigrant  ships.  That  was  the  policy 
pursued  in  1847  and  1848,  and  we  know 
with  what  disastrous  results — how  the 
famine,  getting  hold  of  the  people,  pur- 
sued them  into  the  workhouse,  from  the 
workhouse  to  the  emigrant  ship,  and 
from  the  emigrant  ship  to  the  wards  of 
the  hospitals  of  New  lork.  Is  it  the 
desire  of  the  Chief  Secretary  that  the 
scenes  of  1848  should  be  repeated,  even 
in  a  limited  way  in  1 883  ?  I  assume  it 
is  not ;  but  he  is  going  the  right  way 
about  it.  Much  has  been  said  about  the 
congested  state  of  the  districts  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  No  doubt,  they  are 
overcrowded,  and  may  have  to  be  re- 
lieved by  the  application  of  a  system  of 
emigration  or  migration — probably  in' 
both  ways.  At  the  same  time,  the  sta- 
tistics frequently  quoted  to  show  how 
small  are  the  majority  of  holdings  are 
rather  misleading.  That  they  are  so  is 
proved  by  some  of  the  results  of  the 
Arrears  Act.  About  90,000  tenants  have 
applied  under  that  Act  in  respect  of 
140,000  holdings.  It  is,  therefore,  evi- 
dent that  many  tenants  of  small  holdings 
are  in  possession  of  two  or  more,  and 
this  is  a  fact  which  ought  not  to  be  over- 
looked by  those  who  wish  to  gauge  the 
power  of  the  tenants  to  make  their  way. 
I  am  of  opinion  that  the  veiy  smcdl 
farmers  whom  the  Government  wish  to 
induce  to  emigrate  are  not  likely  to 
succeed.    As  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
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narvonsliire  (Mr.  Bathbone),  who  ap- 
peared to  understand  this  question  better 
than  Her  Majesty's  Government,  said, 
this  is  not  a  question  of  plenty  of  money; 
it  is  a  question  of  where  you  shall  put 
the  people  when  they  are  emigrated. 
I  quite  agree  that  the  system  advocated 
by  Mr.  Tuke  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carnarvon  is  the  correct  one.  They  look 
out  for  the  friends  and  families  of  per- 
sons wishing  to  emigrate  and  who  may 
be  settled  in  America,  and  they  ask  them 
if  they  will  receive  the  family  and  look 
after  them  and  help  them  for  a  while 
until  they  can  get  settled  in  their  new 
homes.  A  family  going  under  such  cir- 
cumstances would  run  a  better  chance  of 
becoming  good  and  useful  artizans  in 
America  than  a  family  taken,  as  the 
Chief  ISecretary  proposed  to  take  them, 
from  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  simply 
shipping  them  out  to  New  York.  In 
many  cases  Mr.  Tuke  appears  to  have 
been  able  to  provide  for  the  reception 
of  the  families,  and  not  only  for  their 
proper  reception,  but  for  their  employ- 
ment and  location  on  land.  But  the  area 
of  such  emigration  must  necessarily  be 
limited  by  the  circumstances  of  the  case ; 
and  what  we  are  entitled  to  ask,  and 
what  no  explanation  of  has  been  made, 
is,  where  does  the  Oovemment  intend  to 
locate  and  provide  for  such  large  num- 
bers of  families  which  must  necessarily 
emigrate  if  it  is  desired  to  produce  any 
effect  on  the  West  of  Ireland?  Profes- 
sor Baldwin  has  estimated  that  100,000 
families  or  500,000  persons  must  be 
evicted  out  of  Ireland  before  any  effect 
would  be  felt.  Is  the  Government  going 
to  provide  £5  per  head  for  each  of  the 
families,  which  in  some  instances  will 
consist  of  six,  seven,  or  eight  persons  ? 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  considered 
how  he  will  transport  them  across  the 
Big  Lake  ?  Has  he  considered  what  an 
enormous  number  of  steamers  will  have 
to  be  provided  ?  Has  he  considered  the 
arrangements  necessary  for  their  recep- 
tion in  New  York  ?  Has  he  considered 
what  he  will  do  with  these  thousands  of 
people  living  in  such  wretchedness  under 
the  wise  and  beneficent  rule  of  England, 
and  who  will  go  to  New  York  in  rags  ? 
Has  he  considered  whether  he  will  look 
out  for  employment  for  them  ?  Has  he 
considered  how  they  are  to  make  a  start 
towards  getting  their  subsistence  from 
the  land  which  exist  in  such  boundless 
quantities  in  the  North- West  Provinces 
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of  America  ?  Has  he  considered  these 
questions  ?  If  he  has,  what  are  his  plans 
to  get  this  species  of  wholesale  emigra- 
tion set  going,  or  has  he  any  plan  at  all? 
These  are  questions  which  we  are  entitled 
to  ask,  because  it  is  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  the  Government  who  have  put  for- 
ward this  scheme  of  emigration,  this 
process  of  lifting  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  people  out  of  the  country  as  a  means 
of  ameliorating  the  condition  of  these 
congested  districts,  and  as  the  means  of 
alleviating  the  present  distress  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  The  emigration  from 
Ireland  which  has  taken  place  up  to  the 
present  time,  and  which  has  been  most 
successful,  has  been  an  emigration  of 
young  people  who  have  gone  out,  and 
who  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  have 
succeeded  in  bringing  out  the  whole  of 
their  families  whom  they  had  left  behind. 
But  this  is  not  the  system  proposed  by 
the  Government.  The  Government  pro- 
pose to  lift  whole  families,  and,  at  the 
very  outside,  they  do  not  propose  to  allo- 
cate for  that  purpose  more  than  £5  per 
head  for  the  adults.  Some  of  the  Unions 
have  been  notified  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  the  Guardians  will  only 
receive  £3  or  £4  per  head ;  but  taking 
it  at  its  best,  and  supposing  it  to  be  £5 
per  head — although  we  are  not  entitled 
to  estimate  it  at  all,  for  owing  to  the 
want  of  information  we  scarcely  know 
what  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
are — a  family  of  seven  would  get  but 
£35,  and  this  sum  would  not  carry  them 
further  than  New  York  after  providing 
decent  clothes  in  which  they  might  ap- 
pear amid  the  civilization  of  the  New 
World.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  quoted 
statistics  showing  that  in  the  Newport 
Union  1,844  persons  had  applied  to  the 
Inspector  to  be  sent  out ;  in  Oughterord 
Union  1,556,  and  in  the  Belmullet 
Union  3,000,  and  the  Inspectors  had 
stated  that  a  great  difference  would  be 
made  in  the  condition  those  left  behind 
if  those  persons  were  emigrated. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Only  the  Bel- 
mullet  Inspector  said  so. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  suppose  the  same 
will  apply  to  each  of  the  others,  and 
that  if  the  Inspectors  of  the  other  two 
Unions  had  been  asked  the  same  ques- 
tions they  would  have  made  the  same 
reply.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
dealing  with  the  problem  as  a  whole, 
and  not  in  regard  to  one  particular 
Uniou;  and  be  has  recommended  this 
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plan  of  emigration  as  a  means  of  alle- 
riating  the  distress  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land and  permanently  ameliorating  the 
condition  of  those  left  behind.     I  would 
ask  the  House  to  consider  how  the  emi- 
gration of  these   7,000  persons  would 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  40,000 
or  50,000  persons  who  would  still  be  left 
behind  in  these  Unions.      There  was 
another  practical  point  to  which  they 
mnst  tnm.     English  Members  saw  that 
the  famine  of  1848  had  cleared  vast  tracts 
of  grazing  land  since  used  for  raising 
cattle  for  the  English  market,  and  they 
thought  it  good  policy  to  clear  those  fer- 
tile tracts  of  men,  women,  and  children 
in  order  to  people  them  with  bullocks 
and  sheep.     But  in  these  congested  dis- 
tricts the  land,   from  an    agricultural 
point  of   view,   was  not    suitable    for 
glazing  purposes.     It  was  not  cleared 
then,  and  it  had  not  been  cleared  since, 
simply  for  this  reason.     If  it  could  have 
been  so  utilized  the  land  would  have 
ever  since  been  cleared.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  think  that  the 
land  would  produce  4J-  tons  to  the  acre 
against  6  tons  of  potatoes  produced  by 
the  good  land.     I  can  only  congratulate 
him  upon  the  agricultural  knowledge 
which  he  seems  to  have  acquired  during 
ills  short  trip  in  Donegal ;  but  I  can 
assure  him  that  if  the  land  in  those  dis- 
tricts produced  4^  tons  of  potatoes  once 
in  every  two  or  three  years  it  could  not 
be  turned  to  a  more  profitable  purpose, 
I  can  also  assure  him  that  if  he  clears 
the  land  of  people  he  will  be  simply 
throwing  i^  back   altogether  to  grow 
rushes,  heather,  and  other  wild  produc- 
tions.   It  is  totally  unsuitable  for  agri- 
cultural purposes  on  account  of  the  wet 
state  of  the  sub-soil.    Thus,  and  so  far 
from  the  importation  for  it  being    a 
benefit  to    tlus   country  in  the  shape 
of  producing  more  beef  and  mutton, 
they    would    simply    get    rid    of    the 
people  to  throw  the  land  out  of  cultiva- 
tion altogether,  so  that  the  land  would 
become  worthless  to  the  landlord  and  of 
no  value  to  the  country.     I  would  ask 
the  Qovemment  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion and  examine  into  it  from  all  from 
all  sides,  and   that  without  prejudice. 
Do  not  let  them  start  with  the  notion 
that  this  is  a  great  policy.    A  Gk)vern- 
ment  which  can  only  propose  the  ex- 
patriation of  the  people  is  not  worthy 
of    the    name.     Perhaps    they    think 
thai  because  the  land  movement  com- 


menced in  the  West  of  Ireland  the  best 
way  would  be  to  push  a  turbulent  popu- 
lation out  of  the  country  altogether.  I 
would  ask  the  Oovemment  to  treat  the 
matter  fairly  and  see  if  they  cannot  set 
the  people  to  work  on  land  which  exists 
in  boundless  quantities — for  instance,  in 
the  county  of  Mayo.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  find  such  on  investi- 
gation, and  that  the  pains  he  devoted 
to  the  subject  would  yield  abundant  re- 
turns and  immense  satisfaction.  'Do  not 
let  it  be  supposed  that  we  desire  to 
chase  the  graziers  away  from  the  rich 
lands  which  they  hold.  We  desire 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  I  have  never 
advocated,  it  except,  perhaps,  in  some 
poetic  flight  of  fancy  in  America.  Let 
the  people  be  taken  from  Mayo  to 
Meath.  This  is  a  practical  and  not  im- 
possible means  of  solving  the  difficulty, 
and  the  rich  lands  there  will  still  feed 
abundance  of  cattle.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  do  not  believe  it  possible  to  break 
this  land  up ;  but  what  we  say,  as  prac- 
tical men,  is  this — that  there  is  plenty  of 
improvable  land  in  the  country — land 
which  is  not  absolutely  useless,  but 
which  is  unfavourable,  and  which  might 
be  purchased  by  the  State,  or  by  some 
public  company  with  the  help  of  the 
State,  upon  which  a  colony  of  these 
people  might  be  put — land  for  which 
they  would  be  able  to  pay  a  better  rent 
than  that  now  paid  by  the  men  who 
occupy  it.  That  land,  according  to  the 
best  authorities,  is  deteriorating  from 
year  to  year,  becoming  less  capable  of 
producing  grass,  and  reverting  to  a 
state  of  nature.  So  that,  sooner  or  later, 
3,000,000  acres  of  land— for  that  is 
the  estimate — will  become  practically 
valueless  to  the  landlord  for  any  profit- 
able purpose.  All  that  I  ask  is  that 
the  recommendations  of  Professor  Bald- 
win,-an  agricultural  authority  of  great 
experience,  shall  be  carefully  considered 
by  the  Government,  and  that,  at  least 
if  they  are  going -to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  emigration,  they  shall  consider 
at  the  same  time  the  question  of  miera- 
tion.  We  believe  that  the  result  wiU  be 
that  a  considerable  quantity  of  cattle 
might  be  fed  there  for  the  English 
market,  and  that  it  would  result  in  the 
employment  of  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  people  who  now  have  to  come  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  in  the  spring  and 
summer  to  look  for  work.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
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Exchequer,  who  has  spoken  on  several 
occasions  in  this  House  upon  Irish  ques- 
tions with  g^eat  sympathy  and  consider- 
able knowledge,  and,  I  may  add,  with  a 
great  desire  to  do  what  is  right,  has 
asked  the  Irish  Members  for  some  sug- 
gestion with  regard  to  this  question,  and 
I  would  recommend  that  advances  should 
be  made  to  tenants  for  the  purpose  of 
reclamation  and  improvement  of  the 
holdings.  I  know  oi  no  way  in  which 
public  money  might  be  spent  with  more 
advantage  than  by  some  well-considered 
scheme,  carried  out  by  practical  men, 
than  by  advancing  State  money  in  this 
direction.  The  Government  should  re- 
quire proper  designs  for  carrying  this 
out,  and  these  should  be  laid  out  and 

.  carried  out  under  suitable  superintend- 
ence ;  and  if  this  was  done  tnere  could 
be  no  better  expenditure  of  public  money, 

.  and  no  more  safe  investment,  or  one 
by  which  the  State  would  be  more 
absolutely  secured.  I  not  believe  the 
Board  of  Works  for  Ireland,  under 
present  management,  at  all  adequate 
for  this  purpose.  We  have  seen  that 
when  £1,500,000  was  lent  to  the 
Irish  landlords  for  the  purpose  of 
works  of  improvement  on  their  land, 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  money  was 
misapplied.  That  money  was  lent  under 
the  direction  of  the  Board  of  Works. 
Under  the  system  adopted  by  them,  so 
far  as  I  can  learn,  there  was.no  suitable 
inspection  as  to  whether  the  work  was  done 
for  which  the  money  was  granted,  and 
in  many  cases  I  believe  no  money  was 
spent  on  the  works  for  which  it  was  ad- 
vanced. Undoubtedly  some  GFovernment 
Department,  with  adequate  machinery 
for  the  purpose,  as  I  have  stated, 
should  be  inaugurated  in  Ireland.  I 
very  much  fear  that  a  great  deal  of 
money  granted  for  improving  the  hold- 
ings would  be  wasted,  or  injudiciously 
lent,  unless  resident  engineers  should 
be  appointed  to  lay  out  and  superin- 
tend the  work,  and  the  services  of  the 
county  surveyors  and  their  assistants  are 
utilized.  The  loans  -might  be  made 
through  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  on  the 
security  of  the  rates  and  the  works  them- 
selves. But  all  this  pre-supposed  an 
Administration  in  Ireland  of  a  practical 
character,  and  one  desirous  of  develop- 
ing the  resources  of  the  country,  and 
keeping  the  people  at  home  and  making 
them  happy  and  prosperous  there.  This 
however,   does   not  appear    to  be  the 

Mr.  Parnell 


?olicy  of  the  present  Government ;  and 
have  no  hope  from  anything  whidi  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary foreshadows,  or  any  indication  which 
Lord  Spencer  has  given,  that  any  prac- 
tical scheme  will  be  undertaken  for  the 
purpose  of  improving  the  industrial  re- 
sources of  the  country.  In  fact,  it  is 
quite  absurd  to  make  suggestions.  Lord 
Spencer  has  said  that  the  people  must  go, 
and  Lord  Spencer,  being  now  all-power- 
ful, will  have  his  way,  at  all  events  for,  I 
sincerely  hope,  a  very  limited  period.  The 
absence  of  remedial  legislation  for  Ire- 
land has  been  very  much  commented 
upon  by  the  Irish  Members,  and  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  debate  on  this  subject 
it  will  be  my  duty  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  a  Land  Bill,  providing  for 
the  proper  carrying  out  of  the  intentions 
of  Parliament  with  regard  to  the  pre- 
servation  of  the  tenant's  improvements  on 
the  one  hand,  and  with  the  view  of  meet- 
ing the  Beport  of  the  Lords'  Committee 
concerning  the  Purchase  Clauses  of  the 
Land  Act  on  the  other.  We  shall  be 
better  able  to  judge  when  we  see  the 
reception  of  that  Bill,  which  is  prac- 
tically endorsed  by  the  Members  of  all 
the  Provinces,  in  all  its  clauses,  and 
almost  in  all  its  words.  We  shall  be 
better  able  to  see  what  chance  we  have 
as  regards  remedial  legislation.  The 
question  of  local  self-government  will 
also  be  brought  before  this  House.  The 
question  of  the  inequality  of  the  borough 
and  municipal  franchise  as  compared 
with  that  of  England  will  also  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  Ireland  is  now  quiet, 
and  upon  what  Parliament  may  decide 
with  regard  to  these  measures  must 
depend  very  largely  the  opinion  of  the 
Irish  people  in  future  as  to  whether  they 
are  to  obtain  concessions  by  outrage  or 
by  Constitutional  agitation .  The  respon- 
sibility which  rests  upon  English  states- 
men is  very  great,  ourely  when  there 
is  quiet  is  the  time  for  a  great  Party  like 
the  Liberal  Party  to  persevere  in  their 
course  of  justice  to  Ireland.  The  Liberal 
Party  have  been  taunted  with  yielding 
to  outrage  when  it  passed  the  Land  Act 
and  the  Arrears  Act.  The  Government 
ought  to  show  itself  strong  and  persevere 
in  its  course  now  that  there  is  no  clamour, 
and  to  prove  that  it  is  not  really  in- 
fluenced by  intimidation  or  threats,  or 
the  prospect  of  further  revolution.  Un- 
less you  show  that  you  will  fail  in  one  of 
the  first  functions  of  government ;  you 
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will  be  false  to  your  promises  made  at  the 
last  General  Election,  when  you  pledged 
yourselves  to  equalize  the  Irish  and  the 
English  laws.  We  ask  you  to  give  some- 
thing this  Session  in  redemption  of  those 
promises,  and  not  to  disappoint  the  yearn- 
ings of  the  Irish  people  for  further  ius- 
tice;  and  we  ask  this  in  the  confident 
helief  that  if  you  continue  the  course 
that  the  Prime  Minister  initiated  in  1870, 
by  seeking  out  imperfections  in  the  laws 
and  striving  to  grant  justice  and  fair 
ooncessions,  neither  this  House  nor  this 
country  will  be  disappointed  by  the 
result. 

Mb.  PLUNKBT  said,  that  all  would 
hear  with  pleasure  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  speak  in 
a  different  tone  from  that  to  which  they 
had  long  been  accustomed.  For  some 
time  the  hon.  Member  had  sailed,  and 
claimed  to  sail  successfully,  on  the  wave 
of  agitation  and  violence,  and  now  he 
came  forward  to  take  the  credit  and  the 
advantage  of  the  trough  of  the  sea. 
That,  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  thought,  was  a 
satisfactory  result,  already  attained  by 
the  very  short  and  limited  experience 
the  hon.  Member  had  of  something  like 
resolute  treatment  in  that  House,  and 
firm  government  in  Ireland.  It  was  no 
concern  of  his  (Mr.  Plunket's)  to  defend 
the  Government ;  but  he  wished,  as  an 
Irish  Bepresentative,  to  make  some 
observations  on  what  the  hon.  Member 
had  said,  an4  on  the  issues  raised  by  the 
important  Amendment  which  he  had 
brought^before  the  House.  The  charges 
that  had  that  night  been  levelled 
against  the  Government  had,  with  some 
insignificant  exceptions,  been  aimed  at 
their  imputed  neglect  of  dealing  with 
the  distress  in  Ireland  and  the  ques- 
tion of  emigration.  Now,  there  were 
two  very  different  views  to  be  taken  of 
the  distress  in  Ireland ;  one  of  these 
involved  the  problem  of  the  best  means 
of  meeting  the  immediate  necessity  of 
the  ease ;  and  the  other  related  to  the 
policy  to  be  adopted  in  order  to  remove 
those  sad  conditions  of  existence  which 
had  so  long  prevailed  in  certain  districts 
of  Ireland,  especially  those  lying  along 
the  seaboarcL  As  for  the  immediate 
danger,  he  did  not  feel  in  a  position  to 
criticize  the  Government  as  severely  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had 
done ;  but  lie  thought  that  the  general 
statements  as  to  the  distress  in  Ireland 
had  been  to  some  extent  exaggerated, 


though  in  certain  districts  in  the  West, 
there  was  g^ave  cause  for  anxiety,  if  not 
for  apprehensions  of  actual  famine.  That, 
of  course,  must  be  left  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Government.  All  he  would  now 
say  was,  that  it  was  the  business  of  the 
Government,  if  danger  existed,  to  avert 
it.  They  alone  were  responsible,  for 
they  alone  were  in  possession  of  accu- 
rate, reliable,  and,  ne  might  add,  un- 
prejudiced information;  but  at  present 
there  certainly  was  no  proof  of  the  ex- 
treme distress  on  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  had  mainly 
founded  his  arguments.  If  the  Go- 
vernment could  get  through  this  period 
of  pressure  without  departing  from  the 
established  system  of  Poor  Law  relief,  so 
much  the  better,  for  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  eleemosynary  aid  was  calcu- 
lated to  demoralize  the  Irish  people.  But 
no  such  general  principles  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  interfere  with  the  discretion 
of  the  Government  to  contravene  them 
for  a  temporary  purpose ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt,  from  the  careful  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  the  other 
evening,  that  he  had  taken  great  pains 
to  satisfy  himself,  not  only  by  official 
information  as  to  its  extent,  but  also  by 
personal  inspection,  testing  its  accuracy, 
with  a  view  to  finding  means  of  averting 
it.  Coming  to  the  second  view  of  the 
question — namely,  how  they  were  to  deal 
with  these  congested  districts,  and  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  such  melancholy 
experiences,  he  could  not  but  notice  a 
very  remarkable  change  in  the  tone 
of  Irish  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way. The  hon*.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  rather  taunted  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  with  being  un- 
prepared with  a  well-considered  scheme 
of  emigration,  and  referred  to  the 
insufficiency  of  the  sum  provided  for 
that  purpose.     [Mr.  Pabnbll  :  The  sum 

Eer  head.]  Of  course,  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  gave  the  first  place  to  his  favourite 
scheme  of  migration  ;  but  he  also  now 
appeared  as  the  champion  of  a  well- 
considered  and  well-supported  scheme 
of  emigration  from  Ireland.  As  the 
hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  infamous 
conduct  of  the  Government,  if  it  should 
now  fail  through  want  of  preparation, 
the  House  would  certainly  remember 
that  two  years  ago  the  Government 
had  come  forward  with  a  scheme  which 
was  practically  killed  by  the  opposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends. 
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The  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
T.  D.  SuUivan)  said— 

*'  The  Irish  Members  had  agreed  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  had  all  along  intended  to  vote  against 
the  clanse,  and  would  try  to  tear  it  to  pieces." 
—(3  Mansard,  [263]  916.) 

The  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  said — 

"  Let  Progress  be  reported,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  not  have  to  display,  in  the  full  light 
of  day,  the  imbecility  of  their  tactics.  Now,  at 
the  end  of  thtee  days  it  had  come  to  this — that 
they  were  -going  to  spend  £200,000  on  emigra. 
tion  from  Ireland.  From  a  large  scheme  it  had 
been  reduced  to  a  miserable,  petty,  peddling 
sum,  that  it  was  not  worth  spending  half-an- 
hour  upon."— (/AW.  978.) 

ME.PARNELL:  What  did  I  say? 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  was  always 
very  handy  with  this  kind  of  evasion, 
and  he  (Mr.  Plunket )  had  not  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  by  him  at 
the  moment ;  but  he  would  challenge  him 
to  produce  a  single  word  he  had  said  to 
the  contrary.  He  (Mr.  Plunket)  him- 
self had  regretted  the  surrender  of  the 
Government  on  that  question,  and  had 
always  regarded  it  as  one  of  the  least 
creditable  and  most  disastrous  of  the 
many  concessions  they  had  made  to  the 
Party  of  the  hon.  Member.  At  the  sam e 
time,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  it 
was  scarcely  for  those  who  obtained  it  to 
complain  that  the  Government  had  not 
now  a  scheme  in  working  order.  It 
was,  however,  gratifying  to  know  that, 
though  the  Government  was  at  that 
time  thwarted  by  the  efforts  of  the  so- 
called  Irish  Members,  those  exertions 
had,  to  some  extent,  been  rendered 
nugatory,  for  the  work  had  been  under- 
taken by  private  enterprize  and  charity, 
through  a  Committee  formed  of  such 
men  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon 
(Mr.  Bathbone),  who  spoke  modestly 
and  briefly  the  other  night  of  the  gene- 
rous and  self-sacrificing  efforts  he  had 
made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  also  taken  part  in  it,  and 
men  on  both  sides  of  politics  had  done 
their  best  to  set  on  foot  a  practical 
scheme  of  emigration.  He  was  glad  to 
know,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnar- 
von told  them,  that  if  the  Government 
funds  came  short,  the  Committee  would 
confidently  fall  back  on  that  English 
charity  which  had  of  late  been  repu- 
diated,  defied,   and  insulted  by   some 
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who    always    boasted    themselves   the 
best  friends  of  Ireland.  This  scheme  did 
not  contemplate  picking  up  a  man  here 
and  there  and  passing  him  on  to  take 
care  of   himself  on  the  Continent  of 
America ;  but  the  scheme  was  to  be  con- 
ducted with  a  careful  regard  to  religious 
convictions  and  family  ties.     It  must 
be  painful  to  everyone  to  contemplate 
the  departure  from  Ireland  of  consider- 
able numbers  of  tho  population  ;  bnt  if 
the  hard  facts  of  the  case  were  such  ihai 
it  was  really  better  for  them  to  go,  aod 
better  for  those  who  remained  behind — 
if  it  was  the    only  escape    from  the 
situation,  it  was  a  great  satisfaction  to 
know  that  the  emigration  would  be  con- 
ducted wisely  and  humanely,  and  not 
under  the  terrible  conditions  which  pre- 
vailed at  the  time  of  the  great  Famine  of 
1 847  ;  and  it  was  right  that  that  should 
be  made  known  throughout  Ireland.    As 
to  the  Arrears  Act,   which  had  been 
spoken  of,  he  was  sorry  to  have  to  tell 
the  House    that,   whatever  advantage 
or  disadvantage  it  might  have  produced 
in  other  respects,  its  effect  had  been, 
as  all  men  of  common  sense  had  pre- 
dicted it  would  be,  demoralizing  in  the 
extreme.     He  heard  every  day  of  cases 
of  tenants  who  had  honestly  paid  their 
rents  during  the  time  of  agitation,  but 
who  now  went  to  the  landlords  and  said 
— **  What  are  you  going  to  do  for  us? 
What  concession  are  you  g^ing  to  make 
to  put  us  on  an  equality  with  those  who, 
in  obedience  to  the  advice  of  political 
Leaders,    kept    their    rents    in    their 
pockets?"      There    was    also    another 
matter  about  this  Arrears  Act  whidi 
called   for    notice.      There    was    great 
temptation  to  tenants    to    allow   their 
rents  to  fall  into  arrear,   rather  than 
make  an  effort  to  pay  them;  for  they 
naturally  considered  that,  when  distress 
again  arose,  the  Government  would  again 
come  to  their  assistance,  and  their  azxears 
would  be  wiped  out.     Further,  that  un- 
fortunately brought  another  considera- 
tion with  it,  for  if  the  landlords  found 
this  course  pursued  by  the  tenants,  they 
would  take  strong  measures  to  prevent 
such  a  state  of  affairs,  and  to  enforce  ^e 
payment  of  rents,  even  if  it  was  by  eric- 
tion.    As  to  the  question  of  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act  upon  landownets,  it 
had  been  lost  sight  of  in  the  turmoil  of 
recent  events,  and  he  did  not  himself 
propose  to  deal  with  it  then ;  but  bobs 
the  less,  was  the  injury  inflicted  i^nm 
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landlords  a  terrible  reality.  He  knew 
many — and  for  every  one  he  knew  there 
were  scores  and  hundreds  more — who 
were  on  the  verge  of  ruin.  They  had 
been  kept  for  some  time  out  of  the  rent 
of  their  land — in  the  first  instance  by 
the  action  of  the  Land  League,  and  now 
by  the  working  of  the  Land  Act,  they 
were  to  be  permanently  deprived,  on  an 
average  all  round,  of  at  least  one-fifth 
of  their  income.  Mountains  of  costs 
were  piled  up  against  them,  and  their 
creditors  were  at  that  moment  only  wait- 
ing for  the  land  again  to  become  a  sale- 
able commodity  to  rush  in  and  realize 
their  security.  In  that  way  numbers  of 
honesty  loyal,  blameless  men  would  find 
themselves,  without  any  fault  of  theirs, 
and  without  any  compensation,  over- 
whelmed in  speedy  and  utter  ruin.  Even 
those  who  did,  for  a  time,  succeed  in 
weathering  the  storm  would  have  their 
family  charges  to  meet  and  all  the  other 
outgoings  on  their  estates ;  while  it 
would  be  hopeless  for  them,  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  country,  to  raise  any 
monev,  and  utterly  impossible  for  them 
to  sell.  Thus  the  eflfect  of  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  was  almost 
certain  ruin  for  these  people.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  House  realized 
the  state  of  unsaleability  of  land  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  one  of  the  promises  made 
when  the  Land  Act  was  being  passed 
that,  80  far  from  injuring  the  land- 
lords, it  would  improve  their  position. 
They  were  assured  that  if  there  was 
a  little  pressure  at  the  moment,  still 
the  ultimate  value  of  their  property 
would  be  increased.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  said— 

"  My  firm  belief  is  that  ho  damage  can  be 
proved;  on  the  other  hand,  that  if  the  landlord 
were  compensated  vou  would  compensate  him 
for  conferring  on  hmi  a  benefit." — (3  Ramardy 
[360]  1106.) 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said — 

"  I  deny  that  it  will  diminish  in  any  degree 
whaterer  the  rights  of  the  landlord,  or  the 
valne  of  the  interest  he  possesses.  I  should 
never  agree  to  such  a  proposal." — (Ibid.  [264] 
632.) 

Lord  Carlingford  said — 

*«  I  tnoinfaim  that  the  provisionB  of  this  Bill 
will  cause  the  landlord  no  money  loss  whatever." 
— (/Wd.  262.) 

What  waa  the  state  of  affairs  now  ?    It 
was  indicated  by  an  attempt  made  to  sell 


an  estate  the  other  day.  This  was  an 
estate  over  which  the  plough  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  had  passed,  and  it  was 
supposed  to  be  a  very  valuable  article. 
The  Judge  of  the  Land  Court  said — 

<'  All  these  rents  have  been  fixed  by  the  Land 
Commissioneis  as  fair  rents,  and  I  am  sure  the 
tenants  will  pay  to  the  day.  The  rents  are  so 
well  secured  that  this  property  oaght  to  bring 
30  years*  purchase." 

The  owner  said — 

*<  Three  years  ago,  before  the  agitatiouj  I 
could  have  sold  the  property  for  £1,776." 

Thereupon  the  Judge  remarked — 
*'  You  must  submit  to  the  inevitable." 

The  bidding  having  reached  £875,  the 
Judge  said — 

''  Is  there  any  advance  on  1 1  ^ears*  purchase 
for  this  estate,  with  rents  paid  bke  dividends  at 
the  Bank  of  Ireland,  or  nearly  so.  This  is  the 
first  estate  I  have  had  to  sell  in  which  rents 
have  been  fixed  by  the  Land  Commission.  I 
hoped  to  get  26  years  or  30  years'  purchase." 

Of  course,  the  estate  was  not  sold.  To 
prevent  misapprehension,  however,  he 
must  state  that  there  was  an  estate  in 
King's  County,  afterwards  sold  in  the 
Landed  Estate  Court,  that  fetched  24 
years'  purchase,  and  this  was  taken 
by  the  admirers  of  the  famous  Land 
Act  as  the  first  swallow  of  the  spring. 
The  explanation  of  the  apparently  high 
price  obtained  in  this  case  was  as  fol- 
lows : — The  land  was  situated  two  miles 
from  the  important  town  of  Boscrea, 
the  tenure  was  chiefly  fee-farm,  the 
tenement  valuation  was  £243  15«.,  and 
the  rent  only  £196  8«.  6 J.,  and  the 
purchaser  was  one  of  the  fee-farm 
tenants.  Perhaps  it  might  be  alleged 
that  all  these  matters  a&cted  only  the 
interests  of  the  landlords ;  but  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Land  Act  was  to  make  pro- 
vision for  a  temporary  necessity,  by 
what  were  called  the  Tenure  Clauses, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  lay  the  founda- 
tion of  a  new  state  of  affairs  by  giving 
facilities  and  encouragement  to  the 
creation  of  a  system  of  peasant  proprie- 
tors. The  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  stated 
about  the  time  when  the  Act  was  intro- 
duced that  the  Tenure  Clauses  were 
intended  as  a  modue  vivendi  to  get  over 
the  time  until  the  more  profound  and 
far-reaching  policy  of  the  Act  should 
cpme  into  operation.  But  what  had 
occurred?  Why,  all  such  hopes  had 
been  falsified,  and  even  the  few  per- 
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sons  who  purchaBed  under  the  provi- 
Bions  of  the  Irish  Church  Act  of  1 869, 
with  the  view  of  becoming  peasant  pro- 
prietors, were  complaining  most  bitterly, 
and  asking  to  have  their  purchases  re- 
considered. Why  was  that?  It  was 
because  there  was  no  finality  about  the 
results  of  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  just  as 
there  was  no  finality  in  the  principles  on 
which  it  was  based.  The  Q-ovemment 
had  torn  up  all  the  old  principles  on 
which  landed  property  rested  in  these 
countriids,  and  had  substituted  for  them 
nothing  but  the  hasty  spawn  of  tempo- 
rary expediency.  At  the  same  time,  the 
agitators  had  renewed  their  work,  and  Ire- 
land was  now  in  a  state  of  complete  unrest 
and  disturbance.  It  was  a  melancholy 
thing,  however  moderate,  comparatively 
speaking,  the  arguments  might  be,  or 
some  of  them,  which  had  been  made  in 
support  of  it,  that  hon.  Members  should 
have  put  such  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  of  that  House.  There  was  legis- 
lation enough  in  it  for  half-a-century ; 
and  it  said — 

"That  the  absence  of  any  undertaking  to 
legislate  upon  any  of  these  questions  must  tend 
to  promote  discontent  and  intensify  disaffection 
in  Ireland." 

That  was,  in  his  opinion,  a  palliation  of 
renewed  agitation,  accompanied  by  out- 
rage such  as  they  had  kown.  It  was 
a  mrect  invitation  to  such  conduct ;  and 
he  said,  if  they  considered  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  Amend- 
ment was  submitted  to  the  House,  it 
was  a  monstrous  and  impudent  proposi- 
tion. How  many  years  had  been  spent 
by  that  House  in  endeavouring  to  do 
for  the  tenants  in  Ireland  more  than  ever 
had  been  dooe  for  the  same  class  of  people 
elsewhere?  English  and  Scotch  Busi- 
ness had  been  set  aside,  and  for  three 
years  this  Government,  with  its  great 
majority,  had  done  nothing.  Such  was 
the  gratitute  evinced  for,  and  the  ad- 
vantages obtained  from  a  policy,  not 
of  conciliation,  but  of  surrender.  He 
made  no  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.  Agitation  had 
been  too  good  a  business  for  that  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends,  and  he 
should  not  hope  to  produce  any  effect 
upon  them ;  but  once  again  he  entered 
his  protest  and  made  his  appeal  against 
those  other  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party  who  did  all  they  could  to  further 
and  encourage  the  disastrous  and  despe- 
rate course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member 
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for  the  City  of  Cork  and  his  Friends.  He 
would  not  now  go  back  again  to  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  who  had  succeeded  in 
extracting  from  the  hon.  Member  tor  the 
City  of  Cork  g^at  praise  for  himself  at 
the  expense  of  his  Colleagues ;  but  he 
must  say  he  was  amused  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Busseil),  who  was  under  no  ob- 
ligation to  adopt  such  aline,  charged  him- 
self and  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson)  with  embarrassing  the  Go- 
vernment and  hampering  their  actions. 
It  was  the  natural  right,  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
supposed,  of  the  Opposition  to  criticize 
the  Government ;  but  their  criticisms  had 
reference,  not  to  the  present,  but  to  the 
past  policy  of  the  Government,  and  was 
not  in  the  least  calculated  to  embarrass 
them  in  their  business  now.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk,  re- 
ferring to  the  subject  of  local  govern- 
ment, had  spoken  of  the  advantage  it 
would  have  been  to  the  Government  to 
have  had  the  public  opinion  of  Ireland 
behind  them.    He  had  referred  to  the 
Municipal  Corporations  as  a  splendid 
example  of  the  representation  of  this 
public  opinion  in  a  hieh  state  of  effi- 
ciency, and  had  sighed  for  something 
corresponding  in  the  rural  districts.  The 
Irish   Government,   he   (Mr.    Plunket) 
knew,  had  had  a  very  difficult  job  to 
deal  with  lately ;  and  he  did  not  think 
that,  from  recent  experience,  they  relied 
much  on  such  public  opinion  in  Ireland, 
especially  of  the  Municipal  Corporations. 
They  might,   indeed,   appeal  to  them, 
and,  in  the  words  of  the  old  couplet,  of 
which  he  was  reminded,  exclaim — 

«  Perhaps  'twas  as  well  you  dissembled  your 
love, 
But  why  did  you  kick  me  down  stairs? *' 

That  was  a  kind  of  moral  support 
behind  one  which  he,  for  himself, 
should  be  willing  to  dispense  with. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  called  them- 
selves **  modem  "  Liberals,  no  doubt, 
in  order  to  distinguish  themselves  from 
the  old  Liberals,  who,  in  his  TMr.  Plun- 
ket's)  judgment,  did  not  a  litue  good  for 
this  country  in  ancient  days ;  bnt  the 
modern  Liberals,  while  they  kept  the 
Government  in  power,  did  everything 
they  could  to  damage  the  character 
of  its  legislation,  and  to  defeat  its 
objects.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  talked  a  great  deal  about  the 
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fatal  inflaenoe  of  Dublin  Castle  upon 
Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland,  and  both 
the  present  and  the  late  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen holding  that  Office  had  been 
bullied  and  abused  for  having,  as  it  was 
said,  fallen  under  that  influence;  but, 
in  point  of  fact,  Dublin  Castle  was  in 
Ireland  what  the  Home  Office  was 
here,  as  representing  the  domestic 
power  of  the  Oovernment,  and  no- 
thing else.  The  Irish  EzecutiTe  could 
alone  be  thoroughly  informed  on  matters 
relating  to  Ireland.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford was  sent  over,  he  soon  found  out 
the  real  meaning  of  the  outcry  against 
Dublin  Castle.  Ho  felt  obliged  to  re- 
cognize the  untruth  of  these  stories,  and 
was  turned  out.  Then  they  picked  up 
another  Chief  Secretary,  whose  sound- 
ness and  orthodoxy  were  supposed  to 
be  beyond  dispute,  and  they  told  him 
— **  Prophesy  to  us  smooth  things  ;  " 
but  he  idso  had  been  there  only  a  short 
time  when  he  found  out  the  hoUow- 
ness  and  fallacy  of  those  denunciations 
of  Dublin  Castle.  The  question  was — 
Were  their  Ministers  to  be  trusted, 
or  were  they  not  ?  If  not,  why  keep 
them  in  Office  ?  The  experience  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  had  shown  the  real  value  of 
the  arguments  and  pathetic  appeals  they 
heard  from  day  to  day,  the  whining,  the 
threatening,  and  the  bullying  of  those 
Members  who  professed  to  represent  the 
mass  of  the  Irish  people  in  that  House. 
In  this  tremendous  crisis,  both  for  Ire* 
land  and  this  country,  when  they  had  a 
good  man,  carrying  his  life  in  his  hand, 
in  order  to  rightly  appreciate  the  real 
state  of  the  case  and  overcome  the  diffi- 
culty, let  him  not  be  thwarted;  let  them 
not  cease  to  give  him  a  cordial  and 
generous  support,  nor  seek  to  paralyze 
his  arm. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Piunket)  always  attempted  to  be  an 
effective  orator,  and  occasionally  suc- 
ceeded. But  he  was  rather  astonished 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man should  have  endeavoured  to  rouse 
the  House  from  a  condition  which  was 
somnolent,  but,  at  the  same  time,  philo- 
sophic, by  appeals  to  questions  which 
were  not  under  discussion.  What  the 
House  was  discussing  was  not  the  policy 
of  the  Land  Act,  or  Dublin  Castle.  The 
question  was  how  to  deal  with  a  large 
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number  of  people  in  Ireland— men, 
women,  and  children  were  face  to  face 
with  starvation,  and  the  Government 
were  taking  no  means  to  relieve  them. 
The  righthon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  at 
such  a  time,  thought  it  decent  to  appeal 
to  the  prejudices  of  that  House,  and  to 
revive  past  controversies.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  pre- 
sented a  picture  to  the  House  of  a  large 
number  of  Irish  landlords,  who,  he  said, 
had  been  brought  face  to  face  with  ruin 
by  the  Land  Act,  which  had  deprived 
them  of  one-fifth  of  their  incomes.  In 
other  words,  these  landlords  had  been 
robbing  their  tenants  for  generations,  if 
not  for  centuries.  [**  No,  no  !  *']  Yes ; 
that  was  the  decision  of  judicial  tri- 
bunals established  to  try  the  question. 
The  rifl^ht  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said  that  Dublin  Castle  was  like  the 
Home  Office ;  but  he  knew  that  nothing 
could  be  more  inaccurate  than  that  state- 
ment. Did  the  English  Judges  ffo  to 
the  Home  Office,  sit  as  Members  of  the 
Privy  Council,  join  in  issuing  Proclama- 
tions, and  afterwards  sit  on  the  Bench 
to  try  the  cases  of  persons  brought  be- 
fore them  for  disobeying  those  Procla- 
mations ?  No  ;  the  work  of  the  English 
Home  Office  was  not  done  by  Judges 
who  had  reached  their  position,  like 
Irish  Judges,  by  political  lying  and  bri- 
bery of  the  most  shameful  character. 
He  congratulated  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  homily  which  they 
had  been  hearing.  They  had  a  right  to 
complain  of  the  levity  with  which  the 
Amendment  had  been  treated  by  the 
Government.  The  debate  had  been 
going  on  for  three  nights,  and  there  had 
only  been  two  speeches  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench — one  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  the  other  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  though  the  Go- 
vernment confessea  the  subject  was  a 
very  grave  one.  The  former  was  a  man 
of  kindly  temper,  and  was  a  master  of 
the  art  of  expression ;  yet  all  those  who 
sat  near  him,  and  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Benches  opposite,  were  agreed  in 
thinking  that  he  must  either  have  most 
inadequately  expressed  himself,  or  else 
his  utterances  constituted  one  of  the 
most  cold -blooded  speeches  ever  delivered 
in  that  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  either  a  mere  mouthpiece  of 
Lgrd  Spencer,  or  had  independently 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  a  scheme 
of  emigration  was    the  only  practical 
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rexnedj.  There  was,  however,  not  a 
single  proposition  which  had  been  ad- 
vanced by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  favour  of  the  action  of  the 
Government  which  could  be  defended 
either  bj  reason  or  by  argument.  He 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  been  ap- 
pealed to  as  to  whether  he  was  strongly 
opposed  to  emigration.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  present 
position  of  many  of  those  poor  people 
was  absolutely  hopeless.  But  the  Go- 
vernment were  confusing  measures  of 
permanent  legislation  with  the  means  of 
temporary  relief.  Would  the  emigra- 
tion of  10,000  people  supply  Indian 
meal  to  the  50,000  who  remained  behind  ? 
And  were  they  ready  with  money  and 
machinery  to  provide  for  the  emigration 
of  so  many  ?  It  should  be  remembered 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon- 
shire (Mr.  Eathbone)  had  said  that  emi- 
gration involved  the  great  difficulty  of 
dealing  with  the  emigrants  when  they 
got  to  the  other  side  of  the  ocean.  The 
policy  of  the  Government  was  to  drive 
the  people,  through  starvation,  either 
into  emigration,  or  the  workhouse. 
Suppose  they  went  into  the  workhouse, 
would  the  Government  be  ready  with 
means  for  emigration  by  next  April  ? 
It  could  not  be  denied  that  the  United 
States  Government  was  hostile  to  emigra- 
tion by  families.  They  said — "If  you 
make  these  people  paupers,  you  may 
keep  them."  At  the  same  time,  they 
were  ready  enough  to  welcome  in- 
dividuals ;  but  they  would  not  receive 
the  helpless  population  of  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  objection  to 
public  works  was  that  they  were  not  re- 
quired in  the  distressed  districts;  but 
they  were  required  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  the  results  following  from 
their  establishment  would  be  beneficial 
to  the  distressed  districts.  Then  it  was 
said  that  the  taxpayers  of  England  and 
Scotland  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
support  the  pauper  population  of  Ire- 
land. But  as  many  pounds  could  be 
collected  for  emigration  as  pence  for 
relief.  The  question  was,  what  were  the 
Government  going  to    do   with    those 

?eople  for  the  next  two  or  three  months  ? 
t  was  nonsense  to  talk  of  emigration. 
Were  they  going  to  allow  them  to 
starve,  or  to  ^o  so  far  on  the  road  to 
starvation  that  they  would  be  mowed 
down  by  disease?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  demoralization 
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of  outdoor  relief.  Was  it  more  de- 
moralizing than  relief  in  the  work- 
house ?  In  his  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor's) 
opinion,  two  months  inside  a  workhouse 
was  more  dembralizing  than  six  months 
of  outdoor  relief.  Not  only  would  it  be 
less  demoralizing,  but  it  would  be  more 
economical,  for  those  who  went  into  the 
workhouse  lost  thoir  holdings,  whereas 
they  could  retain  them  if  ou^oor  relief 
were  given.  In  that  case  they  would  be 
able  to  sow  their  crops ;  whereas,  if  thej 
were  driven  into  the  workhouse,  thej 
would  become  permanent,  instead  of 
temporary,  paupers,  as  in  the  former 
case.  He  regretted  to  say  that  there 
was,  at  that  moment,  in  England,  a  very 
bitter  feeling  against  the  Irish  people, 
owing  to  the  excitement  caused  in  the 
Press  by  the  assassinations,  the  in- 
vectives of  the  front  Opposition  Bench, 
and  the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  and  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington).  The 
people  of  England  had  been  encouraged 
to  hate  the  Irish  people  as  a  whole  be- 
cause of  the  crimes  of  a  section.  Was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  going  to  take 
advantage  of  that  frenzy,  and,  because 
of  a  tempest  of  unjust  and  vile  passion 
against  tho  Irish  people,  turn  a  deaf 
ear  to,  and  allow  the  cry  of  starvation 
and  the  wail  of  the  orphans  to  go  un- 
heard? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  he 
simply  rose  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
cluding observation  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor).  He  entirely  denied 
that  a  bitter  feeling  existed  at  that 
moment,  on  the  part  of  hon.  Memben 
or  by  Englishmen,  against  the  Irish 
people,  although  he  certainly  admitted 
that  there  existed  a  strong  feeling  of 
indignation  against  those  Irishmen  who 
endeavoured  to  play  on  the  passions  of 
the  people,  and  to  incite  them  to  in- 
subordination, to  outbreak,  and  to  every 
crime  that  could  possibly  disgprace  a  race 
or  nation.  There  certainly  was  not  a 
bitter  feeling  against  the  Irish  people. 
The  effort  to  which  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  (Mr.  Plunket)  had  referred 
was  a  sufficient  proof  of  the  sincere 
sympathy  which  was  felt  for  the  suffer- 
ing of  distressed  and  law-abiding  people 
in  Ireland,  and  of  an  earnest  desire  to 


1221 


Majesiy'i  Mott 


(Mabch  ly  1883}  Oraeiout  Speech, 


122i 


find  the  means  by  which  they  might  be 
placed  in  a  position  of  self-reliance, 
comfort,  and  nappiness.  The  position 
taken  up  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Oangpnray  with  regard  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  was,  he  thought, 
exceedingly  mistaken,  if  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  only  for  themselves  con- 
sider the  position  in  which  the  unfor- 
tunate inhabitants  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Ireland  were  at  that  moment.  Some 
of  them  around  him  had  had  the  op- 
portunity of  personally  inspecting  the 
country,  and  there  could  not  be  a  doubt 
that  the  condition  in  which  these  people 
existed  was  one  which  must  involve 
them  in  perpetually  recurring  distress. 
Whatever  temporary  measures  the  Go- 
vernment might  now  propose,  or  the 
House  sanction,  the  destitution  would 
appear  again  next  year,  or  the  year 
following;  because  those  poor  people 
were  in  a  position  in  which  it  was  im- 
possible for  human  beings  to  support 
themselves  and  their  families.  Was  it, 
then,  becoming  in  the  House  or  the  Go- 
vernment to  endeavour  merely  to  bridge 
over  that  temporary  crisis,  and  to  leave 
those  people  to  lapse  again  into  the 
miserable  condition  in  which  they  now 
found  them  ?  He  did  not  doubt  that  there 
was  at  that  moment  a  great  amount  of 
Buffering  and  misery ;  but  were  they  to 
perpetuate  that  misery  and  suffering,  or 
were  they  to  do  their  best  to  raise  the 
people  out  of  the  condition  in  which 
they  existed,  and  place  them  in  a  position 
to  obtain  a  better  and  honest  livelihood  ? 
He  did  not  doubt  what  the  answer  of 
the  House  would  be.  They  might,  no 
doubt,  by  giving  them  outdoor  relief, 
carry  them  over  the  next  few  months ; 
but  if  they  had  another  failure  of  the 
potato  crop,  they  would  have  the  same 
cry  of  distress  as  was  now  heard  raised 
again,  and  they  would  have  done  no- 
thing towards  putting  the  people  in  a 
better  way  to  obtain  an  honest  and 
decent  livelihood.  Some.  hon.  Gentle* 
men  talked  of  reclaiming  the  waste 
lands  of  Ireland  and  of  making  harbours 
and  railways.  If  there  was  trade  they 
might  construct  harbours ;  if  there  was 
a  prospect  of  profit,  railways  should  by 
all  means  be  made;  if  anything  could 
be  dono  to  develop  the  industry  of 
Ireland,  it  shoidd  be  done;  but  they 
ought  not  to  induce  those  people  to 
remain  on  their  miserable  little  allot- 
ments of  land|  which  oould  not  possibly 


yield  them  a  subsistence.   What  was  the 
actual  condition  of  things  ?    The  casual 
employment  on  which  they  had  relied 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  tneir  holdings 
had  departed  from  them  ;  the  landlords 
had  no  longer  the  power  or  the  means 
of  giving  them  employment.     Some  of 
them  had  no  longer  the  power  to  live  on 
the  place  which  was  his  and  his  ances- 
tors' for  many  generations.    Industries 
had  ceased  to  be  profitable.    The  land 
which  those  people  tilled,  having  been 
starved  and  exhausted,  wasnowincapable 
of  producing  any  adequate  return ;  its 
capabilities  in  many  places  were  entirely 
destroyed.     Surely,  tnen,  the  House  and 
the  Government  should  do  everything  in 
their  power  to  enable  them  to  find  homes 
and  independence  in  another  land.  Some- 
thing had  been  said  about  insufficient 
funds  being  provided  by  the  Government 
for  that  purpose.    Funds  were  provided 
by  an  Association  of  which  a  principal 
agent  was  Mr.  Tuke,  a  gentleman  who 
was  benevolently  devoting  himself,  with- 
out the  hope  of  any  other  reward  than 
the  satisfaction  of  doing  good,  to  the 
work  of  helping  those  who  were  de- 
sirous of  emigrating  to  find  happy  homes 
in  a  land  not  far  removed  from  their 
own  shores.    In  Canada,  within  eight 
or  nine  days'  journey  from  Ireland,  the 
comfort  and  independence  which  were 
denied  them  in  their  own  country  could 
be  obtained  by  these  poor  people.    There 
was  not  a  man,  he  was  sure,  on  either 
side  of  the  House  who  did  not  deeply 
deplore  the  necessity  which  had  come 
upon  them  ;  but  it  was  a  necessity  which 
they  must  regard  as  inevitable  and  treat 
as  men,  with  every  regard  for  the  feel- 
ings of  those  people,  and  also  with  every 
desire  for  their  permanent  benefit,  and 
not  with  any  endeavour,  as  he  was  afraid 
was  the  case  with  some  hon.  Gentlemen, 
to  use  the  occasion  for  Party  purposes, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  making  political 
capital.    Virgin  lands  across  the  Atlantic 
were  capable  of  producing  large  crops 
without  much  labour ;  and  sending  them 
to  the  markets  of  this  country  cost,  for 
transport,  little  exceeding  that  entailed 
for  carriage  from  the  West  of  Ireland  to 
England  and  Scotland.     The  producers 
in  those  virgin  lands  must  compete  at 
enormous  advantage  with  the  producers 
in   a  country  the    soil    of  which    was 
almost  exhausted  and  incapable  of  main- 
taining the  large  population  which  miser- 
ably vegetated  on  its  surface.  He  trusted, 
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therefore,  that  the  House  would  Bustain 
the  Government  in  the  efifort  it  was 
making  for  the  benefit  of  that  class  in 
whose  interests  these  arrangements  were 
being  made,  and  that  they  would  not 
sanction  a  resort  to  mere  temporary  ex- 
pedients, which  would  only  leave  the 
difficulty  to  be  dealt  with  a  few  months 
hence  in  a  worse  form  than  ever. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  — 
Noes  163:  Majority  131.— 
No.  14.) 


Ayes     32 ; 
(Div.  List, 


Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT,  who 
rose  amid  great  and  persistent  inter- 
ruption, said,  he  had  no  intention  of 
detaining  the  House  for  more  than  a 
very  few  minutes,  and  he  should  not 
have  intervened  at  this  stage,  but  for 
the  brusque  and  discourteous  answer  of 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
to  a  Question  put  to  him  the  other 
day  in  reference  to  a  speech  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney)  to  his 
constituents  at  Liskeard.  In  spite  of 
the  statements  contained  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
object  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  to  separate  Egypt  from 
Turkey,  and  that  the  Sultan  had  not 
been  consulted  in  the  recent  negotia- 
tions. That  was  a  most  serious  state- 
ment to  fall  from  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  at  what  was  then  a  critical  period 
in  our  relations  with  other  States.  Such 
a  statement  as  that  could  only  hopelessly 
alienate  a  Power  upon  whom  our  future 
interests  in  Egypt  must  depend  ;  and  at 
a  time  when  our  ancient  Ally  France  was 
widely  estranged  from  us,  and  when  the 
French  Press  was  violently  attacking  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  nothing  could 
have  been  more  injurious.  It  wae  a 
violation  of  the  international  courtesy  of 
Governments,  and  an  insult  to  the  Sove- 
reign of  a  friendly  State ;  and,  there- 
fore, when  a  Minister  made  such  a 
statement  as  that,  in  flagrant  contra- 
diction of  the  words  of  Her  Majesty's 
Speech,  and  of  the  speeches  of  Leaders 
of  his  Party,  he  should  either  be  com- 
pelled to  withdraw  it,  or  else  he  should 
resign  his  position.  The  seriousness  of 
the  position  was  aggravated  by  the  fact 
that,  at    last,  France   had  obtained  a 
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strong,  though  a  bad  Government— an 
extreme,  violent,  and    almost   Jacobin 
Government — and  by  a  combination  be- 
tween that  country  and  Turkey  our  in- 
terests  in    Egypt  might   be    seriously 
frustrated.     The    other  day,  he    (Mr. 
Ashmead-Bartlett)    had    attempted   to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House  in 
the  form  of  a  Question,  which  he  had 
put  to  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of 
the  House;  but  the  noble  Marquess,  as 
he  had  before  observed,  had  given  him 
a  brusque  and  discourteous  answer,  and 
he   was    therefore    compelled   to  take 
that  opportunity  of  bringing  the  mat* 
ter    before  the   notice    of   the    House 
at    the    present    time.    Another  point 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  was  the 
speeches    of    the    hon.    Member   for 
Leeds    (Mr.    Herbert   Gladstone)   and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  In 
doing  so  he  had  no  desire  to  be  dis- 
courteous to  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds, 
though  to  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  he  would  give  no  quarter.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds   had  publicly 
stated  that  the  Government  of  the  Queen 
in  Ireland    was  one  of  the   worst  in 
Europe.     Now,  so  far  as  the  influence 
of  the  hon.  Member  went,  that  state- 
ment was  a  most  mischievous  one,  and 
totally  inconsistent  with  the  statement 
in    the    Queen's    Speech.      \^Crii9    ef 
"Agreed!"]     In  spite  of  the  interrup- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton 
(Mr.  Dodds)  and  others,  he  intended  to 
say  what  he  had  to  say.    Interruptions  of 
thatkind  weretheonly  arguments  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockton  had.  But  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  speaking  in  that  House, 
asked — ''  What  message  will  yon  send 
to  Ireland  when  you  have  dealt  with 
this  conspiracy  ?  "     Had  they  not  had 
enough  of  Liberal  messages  of  peace? 
Was  not  a  Land  Bill,  an  Arrears  Billi 
and  two  Coercion  Bills  enough  to  satisfy 
even  the  insatiable  appetite  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  ?    Then 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  said— **  Do 
you  think  you  can  go  on  governing  Ire- 
land by  repression  and  nothing  else  ?  " 
Just  as  if  the  Conse^rvative  Party  were 
they  who  had  introduced  repression  and 
coercion    into    Ireland!     The   Liberal 
Party  had  completely  failed  in  their  Irish 
Administration.     The  late  Government 
ruled  Ireland  well  and  peacefully  with 
the  mildest  Coercion  Act,  bat  the  pre- 
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sentOovemment  required  the  most  strin- 
gent measure  of  oppression  ever  known 
in  that  country.  Three  years  ago  Ireland 
enjoyed  the  fullest  Constitutional  privi- 
leges under  a  Conservative  G-overnment, 
and  if  those  privileges  had  been  taken 
away  it  was  by  the  present  Government. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
also  stated  that  that  policy ,  if  pursued, 
would  involve  the  creation  of  a  Poland 
within  four  hours  of  their  own  country. 
A  Poland,  Mr.  Speaker !  suffering  under 
every  kind  of  oppression.  Why,  the  idea 
was  so  preposterous  that  it  needed  no 
further  consideration.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "] 
He  would  only  make  one  other  remark. 
He  watb  surprised  that  hon.  Members 
received  the  utterances  of  one  of  their 
principal  Leaders  with  so  much  amuse- 
ment. The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  further  said  that  the  Irish 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  had 
hitherto  been  two-fold.  He  (Mr.  Ash- 
mead-Bartlett)  admitted  that  it  had  been 
two-fold  in  this  sense — that  it  consisted 
of  bribing  sedition,  and  then  coercing  the 
criminals  whom  that  bribery  produced. 

tCrtM  of  **  Oh,  oh  ! "  and  interruptiofi.'] 
he  GoYemment  had  shown  no  real  de- 
sire to  repress  crime  in  Ireland  until  the 
terrible  event  in  the  Phoenix  Park 
worked  a  complete  revolution  in  the 
mind  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  talked  of  justice  to 
Ireland.  Where  was  the  evidence  of 
his  policy  of  justice  to  Ireland  ?  Was  it 
in  his  Coercion  Acts  ?  He  would  con- 
clude with  one  single  observation ,  which, 
owing  to  the  interruptions  he  had  been 
favoured  with  that  night,  he  had  been 
prevented  from  making  before.  The 
reference  in  the  Address  to  the  relations 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
Foreign  States  led  him  to  recall  the  un- 
fortunate results  of  their  commercial 
policy.  He  hoped  the  Gx>vemment  would 
not  lose  sight  of  the  importance  of  re- 
establishing the  Commercial  Treaty 
which  their  mistakes  hcul  lost  to  the 
country.  In  the  hope  of  renewing  that 
Treaty  they  had  allowed  France  to  seize 
Tunis  and  became  involved  in  the  Egyp- 
tian War ;  and,  after  all,  failed  to  oo- 
tain  a  Treaty  with  France,  and  lost  the 
opportunity  of  making  satisfactory  Com- 
jnereial  Treaties  with  Spain  and  Italy. 
He  had  one  bit  of  advice  to  offer  to  the 
GK>Temment.  Taking  warning  by  the 
terrible  example  of  tibe  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 


ment Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  who, 
during  his  administration  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  succeeded  in  failing  in  everything 
he  undertook,  he  recommended  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  revert  to  the 
friendly  alliance  with  the  German  Powers 
which  was  established  by  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  and  the  abandonment  of  which 
had  led  to  all  their  difficulties  in  Europe. 
Until  they  did  that  they  could  settle 
none  of  the  difficult  questions  in  which 
they  were  involved ;  but  if  they  followed 
his  advice,  they  would  have  on  their 
side  the  friendship  of  stable  and  perma- 
nent Monarchies,  instead  of  shifting  and 
demoralized  Bopublics,  and  have  a  se- 
curity for  conserving  not  only  the  peace 
of  Europe,  but  British  interests. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  perhaps  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions in  the  way  of  a  personal  explana- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  had  told 
them  that  he  would  not  have  delivered 
his  speech  at  all  but  for  a  discourteous 
reply  which  he  had  received  from  him 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  to  a  Ques- 
tion he  put  with  regard  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  as  to  the  position  of  the 
Sovereign  of  Turkey  in  relation  to  Esypt. 
He  replied,  as  far  as  he  could  recollect, 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye,  that  if  he 
read  the  Papers  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  he  would  see  for 
himself  how  far  those  Papers  related  to 
the  subject,  and  how  far  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  represented  the  opinions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He  was 
unable  to  see  that  there  was  any  dis- 
courtesy in  that  reply ;  and,  in  fact,  he 
thoufi^ht,  on  reflection,  that  if  there  was 
any  discourtesy  in  the  matter  at  all,  and 
anyone  who  had  a  right  to  complain  of 
it,  it  was  not,  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye, 
but  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Liskeard ;  because,  if  the  Papers  were 
consulted,  it  would  probably  be  the  opi- 
nion of  most  hon.  Members  that  his  hon. 
Friend's  views  and  those  expressed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not 
completely  in  accord.  He  must  ask 
the  House  to  excuse  him  if  he  did  not 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  in  what 
he  had  said  about  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert 
Gladstone)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
He  had  said  all  that  he  had  to  say  on 
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those  speeches  on  former  occasions ;  and 
it  was  unnecessary,  and  would  be  irre- 
gular, if  he  attempted  to  follow  the 
hon.  Member  now  in  the  observations 
bo  had  made,  and  especially  after  the 
subject  had  been  discussed  for  the  greater 
part  of  10  nights.     ^ 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed^  to  draw  up  an  Addroas 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the  said 
Besolution:~Mr.  Aclaud,  Mr.  BrcHAirAir,  The 
Marqueaa  of  Havtinoton,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Secretary  Sir  William  Har- 
couRT,  Mr.  DoDSON,  Sir  Charles  Dilxb,  Mr. 
Treveltan,  Mr.  Shaw  Lepetre,  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Solicitor  General, 
Lord  Richard  Grostenor,  and  Lord  Kensing- 
ton ;  Three  to  be  the  quorum : — To  withdraw 
immediately : — Queen's  Speech  referred, 

THE  ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  THE 
QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

BEPOBT. 

Beport  of  Address  brought  up,  and 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Address  be  now  read  a 
second  time." — {The  Marquees  of  Hair* 
ting  ton.) 

Mb.  BOUHKE  said,  it  was  with  the 
greatest  reluctance  that  he  ventured 
to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
a  short  time  on  that  occasion.  It  had 
not  been  his  intention  to  have  spoken  at 
all  on  Egyptian  affairs  that  evening,  but 
for  the  very  extraordinary  answer  which 
had  been  given  to  the  very  simple  and 
obvious  Question  which  he  had  addressed 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitzmaurice)  early  that  evening. 
No  one  recognized  more  than  himself 
the  arduous  nature  of  the  duties  which 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  who  sat  in  that  House,  had  to 
perform ;  and  nothing  could  be  more 
repugnant  to  him  (Mr.  Bourke)  than  to 
press  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  with 
Questions  which  were  un-Parliamentary 
or  unfair.  But  when  a  Question  was 
put  by  the  Opposition  in  fair  and  Parlia- 
mentary language  a  satisfactory  answer 
should  be  given,  more  particularly  as, 
under  the  New  Bules  of  Procedure,  it 
was  not  possible  for  those  who  were  dis- 
satisfied with  an  answer  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  and  that, 
therefore,  those  who  put  such  Questions 
were   entirely  at  the  meroy  of  the  Go- 
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vernment.  In  these  circumstances,  those 
who  occupied  official  positions  should  be 
doubly  careful  to  make  their  answers 
clear,  distinct,  and  courteous.  It  was 
neither  his  province  nor  his  desire  to 
give  advice  to  the  noble  Lord— indeed, 
it  would  be  extremely  impertinent  for 
him  to  do  so — ^particularly  when  he  was 
quite  sure  that  the  noble  Lord  must  fully 
understand  that  if  the  character  of  the 
answer  to  which  he  had  referred  were  to 
be  often  repeated,  it  would  be  so  much  the 
better  for  the  Opposition,  because  it  was 
the  Oovernment,  and  not  the  Opposition, 
that  would  suffer  by  it.  But  although 
he  would  not  give  advice  to  the  noble 
Lord,  he  would,  if  he  were  allowed 
to  do  so,  advise  his  hon.  Friends 
both  above  and  below  the  Gangway, 
some  of  whom  might  one  day  be  placed 
in  Office,  in  a  similar  position  to  that 
of  the  noble  Lord,  to  the  effect  that 
they  should  not  copy  his  style  ;  and  that 
their  answers,  instead  of  being  flippant 
in  manner  and  shallow  in  substance, 
should  be  serious  and  courteous.  How 
did  the  case  stand  with  regard  to  the 
despatch  about  which  he  had  asked 
the  Question?  That  despatch  of  Lord 
Dufferin  had  been  received  a  short  time 
ago,  and  had  been  mentioned  in  debate 
by  the  noble  Lord,  and,  if  his  (Mr. 
Bourke's)  memory  served  him  right,  by 
the  noble  Marquess  who  now  led  the 
House  of  Commons.  They  were  told 
that  that  despatch  would  be  very  soon  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  and  that  it 
would  give  all  the  information  with  re- 

Sard  to  the  various  topics  on  which 
questions  Jiad  been  asked.  And  not 
only  that,  but  the  noble  Lord  had  told 
him  to  mark,  read,  and  inwardly  di- 
gest a  certain  other  despatch  of  Lord 
Dufferin.  He  was  afraid  that  he  had 
read  that  despatch  more  often  than  any 
other  Member  of  the  House.  One  para- 
graph in  it,  as  he  remembered,  stated 
that  in  regard  to  the  vital  question  of 
the  future  re-organization  of  Egypt,  Re- 
ports were  to  follow  which  would  give 
the  Government  all  the  information 
they  desired  upon  the  subject.  The 
despatch,  therefore,  which  he  was  told 
to  read,  mark,  and  inwardly  digest, 
led  up  directly  to  the  despatch  which 
he  had  ventured  to  ask  for  informa* 
tion  upon.  Those  were  the  Beports 
which  he  had  humbly  ventered  to 
ask  for.  The  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  had  stated  that  it 
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waa  the  inTariable  rule  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  tliat  all  despatches,  before  thej 
went  into  print,  and  before  presentation 
to  Parliament,  were  sent  back  to  the  in- 
dividual who  wrote  them,  in  order  that 
he  might  see  whether  there  was  any- 
thing in  them  which  he  desired  to  alter. 
It  was  very  difficult,  when  such  a  state- 
ment as  that  was  made,  to  say  that  it 
was  not  accurate,  because  it  was  not 
easy  to  prove  a  negative.  He  readily 
admitted  that  before  despatches  went 
into  print  they  were  sometimes,  where 

Eracticable,  referred  back  to  the  writers ; 
ut  it  was  by  no  means  the  invariable 
practice.  There  were  notable  exceptions 
to  the  rule.  It  verv  often  happened 
that  when  a  despatcn  was  received  the 
fact  became  known,  and  the  House  be- 
came impatient  for  its  production,  and 
Ministers  produced  it  if  they  could  do 
8o  without  detriment  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. To  show  that  it  was  not  the  in- 
variable practice  to  do  what  the  noble 
liord  said,  it  would  be  sufficient  to  refer 
to  one  case.  A  very  important  despatch 
was  written  by  Lord  Salisbury  from 
Berlin,  in  connection  with  the  Berlin 
Treaty,  in  which  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  fully  set  forth.  It  was 
dated  Berlin,  July  13,  and  was  re- 
ceived on  the  15th  of  July  at  the  Foreign 
Office ;  it  was  presented  to  the  House 
by  himself  (Mr.  Bourke)  the  same 
evening,  and  was  printed  the  next  day. 
With  regard  to  Lord  Dufferin's  de- 
spatch, there  were  ample  reasons  for 
publishing  it  a  fortnignt  ago,  and  it 
consequently  should  be  produced  at  once. 
If  there  were  anything  in  the  despatch 
to  which  Lord  Dufferin  might  object, 
his  Lordship  could  have  been  consulted 
by  telegraph  as  to  its  publication.  In 
the  same  way,  he  might  have  been  com- 
municated with,  if  the  Government  de- 
sired to  make  any  erasures  in  it.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  produce  the  de- 
6|>atch  in  the  next  two  or  three  days, 
lie  was  not  anxious  just  now  to  go  into 
Egyptian  questions.  They  were  too  im- 
portant to  be  frittered  away  on  an 
occasion  of  this  kind ;  and,  though  they 
had  great  reason  to  complain  of  the 
course  the  Government  had  taken,  he 
did  not  think,  either  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  or  having  regard  to  the 
questions  themselves,  it  advisable  to  go 
into  them  in  detail.  He  told  the  House 
the  other  day  that  he  believed  they  had 


been  entirely  misled  as  to  the  causes  of 
the  war  in  Egypt,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  be  misled  as  to  the  future  of  that 
country.  They  required  information  on 
many  points ;  and,  until  they  had  the 
particulars  as  to  the  trial  and  release  of 
Arabi,  until  they  knew  the  exact  re- 
lations between  the  Khedivial  Govern- 
ment and  the  Leaders  of  the  National 
Party,  it  would  not  be  possible  for  them 
to  arrive  at  any  just  conclusion  with  re- 
gard to  the  future  government  of  Egypt. 
Although  the  result  of  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  Egypt  had 
been  extremely  deplorable,  he  would 
readily  admit  they  must  look  to  the  fu- 
ture rather  than  the  past.  That  policy 
had  resultedin  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000 
being  spent,  and  thousands  of  unfor- 
tunate people  killed  who  never  did 
any  harm  to  this  country.  Alexan- 
dria was  in  ruins,  and  something  like 
£7,000,000  or  £8,000,000  would  proba- 
bly be  added  to  the  burdens  of  the  Egyp- 
tian people  in  respect  of  indemnity  for 
property  lost.  With  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Soudan,  it  seemed  to  be  a 
matter  to  which  tiie  Government  at- 
tached very  little  importance.  He, 
however,  did  not  agree  with  them,  and 
he  believed  that  the  question  must  force 
itself  into  notice.  It  was  perfectly  im- 
possible to  suppose  that  with  the  Soudan 
in  revolt  Egypt  could  be  in  safety.  Be- 
specting  the  Slave  Trade,  when  the  late 
Government  was  in  Office,  they  did  a 
great  deal  for  its  abolition.  The  great- 
est blow  that  could  be  struck  at  the 
suppression  of  that  trade  was  the  revolt 
of  the  Soudan  from  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment. Indeed,  he  had  no  doubt 
Gordon  Pasha,  if  consulted  on  this  ques- 
tion, would  express  his  opinion  that  it 
was  impossible  to  hope  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade  so  long  as  that 
revolt  continued.  The  future  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  was  a  gigantic  question. 
He  failed  to  see  in  the  existing  state  of 
things,  brought  about  by  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  any  element 
for  the  formation  of  a  Constitutional  Go- 
vernment in  Egypt  at  the  present  time ; 
and,  therefore,  he  maintained  that  the 
Government  had  condemned  themselves 
to  remain  in  Egypt.  He  did  not  believe 
Lord  Dufferin  shared — and  he  (Mr. 
Bourke)  himself  could  not  share — the 
view  of  the  noble  Marquess  that  in  six 
months  it  would  be  possible  to  with- 
draw the  troops  from  Egypt.    If  they 
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were  assured  that  the  National  Party 
had  any  vitality,  and  could  take  their 
share  in  forming  a  Constitutional  Go- 
vernment, they  might  understand  such 
a  thing  to  be  possible ;  but  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Leaders 
of  the  National  Party  were  banished, 
and  that  the  Government  had  to  deal 
with  the  Khedive  and  his  .Party,  who 
made  Constitutional  government  a  farce. 
What  was  the  opinion  of  Lord  Dufferin 
as  to  the  action  which  the  National 
Party  took  during  the  rebellion  ?  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  mas- 
sacre of  June  11  and  the  arming  of  the 
forts  were  said  to  have  been  the  two  real 
causes  of  the  war.  But  it  had  been 
proved  in  published  despatches  that 
Arabi  and  his  followers  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  massacre.  Last  year 
the  country  was  told  that  Arabi's  friends 
were  mere  military  adventurers,  and 
that  the  troubles  were  caused  by  a 
military  revolt.  Now,  however,  they 
knew  that  that  was  not  the  case.  There 
never  had  been  a  movement  having 
more  complete  support  from  the  people. 
He  (Mr.  Bourke)  would  admit  that  he 
had  himself  been  misled,  and  that  he 
told  the  Government  that  they  were 
justified  in  ordering  the  bombardment 
of  the  forts.  Yes ;  but  since  the  publi- 
cation of  the  first  Papers  they  had  learnt 
a  great  deal,  and  the  trials  that  had 
taken  place  at  Cairo  had  thrown  a  new 
light  upon  the  question.  While  wish- 
ing to  abstain  from  asking  the  Govern- 
ment any  really  embarrassing  questions, 
he  desired  very  much  to  have  answers 
to  those  which  he  had  addressed  to  the 
noble  Lord.  He  would  be  glad  if,  with- 
out inconvenience,  they  could  give  some 
opinion  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  Foreign 
Powers  on  this  important  question. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  that,  in  the  first  place,  he  must 
thank  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Bourke)  for  the  very  kindly  tone  which 
had  prevailed  in  his  remarks.  He  could 
assure  the  right  hon*.  Gentleman — with 
regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  him  in 
the  course  of  his  speech — that  he  should 
be  extremely  sorry  for  him  to  think,  for 
an  instant,  that  he  had  said  anything  at 
Question  time  which  could  at  all  be  com- 
plained of  by  one  for  whose  political  and 
personal  friendship  he  had  a  great  de- 
sire. But  he  must  say  that  after  listen- 
ing, as  he  had  with  great  attention,  to 
the   observations    of    his    right     hon. 
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Friend,  his  mind  had  been  considerably 
relieved.  He  had  been  afraid  that, 
perhaps,  through  his  inexperience — 
which  he  readily  admitted — be  had 
made  some  observations  which  deserved 
the  description — which  he  thought  was 
rather  a  hard  one  to  come  from  his  right 
hon .  Friend — * '  un-Parliamentary ."  But 
he  had  gathered,  in  the  course  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  observations,  that  he 
thought  he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
ought  not  to  have  used  one  phrase  which 
he  had  used — namely,  ''read  and  in- 
wardly digest."  Well,  perhaps  it  would 
have  been  better  if  that  phrase  had 
never  been  used  in  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion put  by  his  right  hon.  Friend ;  but, 
nevertheless,  he  did  not  think  that  those 
phrases  were  such  as  could  be  described  as 
very  seriously  objectionable.  They  were 
phrases  of  accuracy  and,  he  might  add, 
orthodoxy ;  and  if  he  had  said  nothing 
worse,  all  he  could  say  was  that  he  had 
very  great  pleasure  in  withdrawing  the 
objectionable  expression.  He  could  only 
hope  that,  even  under  the  influence  of 
Question  time,  he  might  never  say  anv- 
thing  in  the  House  of  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  have  more  serious 
cause  to  complain.  And  now  he  passed 
to  what,  after  all,  was  a  far  more  inte- 
resting question  and  a  far  more  impor- 
tant one — namely,  the  observations  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  in  regard  to  the 
course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment in  reference  to  Lord  Dufferin's  de- 
spatch. Now,  in  his  very  first  sentence, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  fallen  into  a 
slight  inaccuracy  as  to  time.  He  had 
said  that  they  in  the  Foreign  Office  had 
been  in  possession  of  this  despatch  a 
fortnight.  They  had  not  been  in  pos- 
session of  it  a  fortnight.  They  had  had 
it  for  nearly  a  fortnight;  but,  in  this 
matter,  days  were  of  importance.  The 
reason  why  he  dwelt  upon  that  point 
was,  that  he  knew  perfectly  well  there 
was  an  impression  abroad  that  they  had 
had  the  despatch  a  far  longer  time  than 
they  had  really  been  in  possession  of  it, 
and  there  was  a  very  natural  explanation 
of  that.  It  it  was  due  to  the  fact  that— 
as  many  hon.  Members  were  aware — 
an  account  of  this  despatch  had  appeared 
in  one  of  the  public  prints.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  speculate  upon  how  that  came 
about,  nor  was  it  for  him  to  criticise 
the  great  ability  and  energy  shown  by 
the  Ptess  in  obtaining  information  as  to 
the  contents  of  the  despatch ;  but,  as  a 
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matter  of  fact,  the  House. would  be  in 
error  in  supposing  that  the  Foreign 
Office  was  in  possession  of  the  despatch 
at  the  moment  that  an  account  appeared 
of  it  in  the  public  print  to  which  he  had 
referred.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  had 
only  had  possession  of  the  despatch  a 
▼ery  short  time ;  and  he  could  say  this, 
and  assure  the  House  of  it,  that  he  had 
only  one  wish  in  the  matter,  and  that  was 
that  it  should  appear  as  soon  as  possible 
— as  soon  as  ever  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service  permitted.  His  own  feel- 
ing was  this — that  no  time  whatever  had 
been  lost.  He  had  taken  every  step  in 
his  power  to  push  on  the  printing,  sp  as 
to  make  the  time  which  must  elapse 
before  it  could  come  back  from  Lord 
Dufferin  revised  as  short  as  possible. 
And  here  he  wished  to  join  issue  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  exception  to  what 
he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  had  said 
in  regard  to  the  rule  at  the  Foreign 
Office;  and,  having  started  by  taking 
exception  to  what  he  had  said,  he 
then  proceeded  to  admit  the  justice  of 
his  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice's)  de- 
scription of  the  rule  at  the  Foreign  Office. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  rule  was  as  had  been  described, 
but  that  there  were  exceptions  to  it. 
Now,  that  was  exactly  what  he  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  had  said.  He 
had  admitted  that  there  were  exceptions, 
but  had  unhesitatingly  affirmed  that  this 
was  not  one  of  them ;  and  it  would  be 
most  unfair  to  Lord  Dufferin  to  allow 
a  despatch  of  this  length  and  importance 
to  appear  without  his  having  had  the 
usual  opportunity  that  was  accorded  to 
every  diplomatist — if  it  could  possibly 
be  afforded  to  him — of  seeing  the  docu- 
ment in  print  as  well  as  in  writing.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  cited  an  exception 
— that  of  the  celebrated  despatch  of 
Lord  Salisbury,  written  from  Berlin,  and 
communicated  to  the  House  without 
having  been  submitted  to  Lord  Salisbury 
for  revision.  That  might  have  been 
an  exception ;  but  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  would  reply  that  the  two 
cases  were  not  on  all-fours.  The  des- 
patch of  Lord  Salisbury,  able  and  im- 
portant as  it  was,  was  an  exception  upon 
which  it  was  unfair  to  argue,  being  a 
despatch  written  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  himself,  and, 
without  doubt,  previously  submitted  to 
the  Prime  Minister.    He  had  described 


the  rule  of  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
described  it  correctly.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  he  had  learnt 
the  rule,  perhaps  only  a  day  or  two 
ago,  from  some  clerk  in  the  Foreign 
Office.  Well,  he  admitted  that  he 
sometimes  did  acquire  information  as 
to  the  procedure  of  the  Department 
from  clerks  in  the  Foreign  Office.  He 
had  held  his  present  post  a  very  short 
time,  and  it  would  be  absurd  for  him  to 
attempt  to  pose  as  learned  in  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Office.  Like  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  he  had  had  to  learn  from  the 
permanent  officials,  and  he  did  not  know 
where  else  he  could  have  learnt  all  it 
was  essential  for  him  to  know.  But,  as 
he  had  already  intimated,  this  despatch 
of  Lord  Dufferin  was  one  of  great  and 
unusual  length,  and  of  vety  great  national 
importance,  as  it  dealt  with  specific 
points  in  the  current  negotiations.  This 
despatch  dealt,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  pointed  out,  with  the  Government 
of  Egypt  in  every  Department,  and  with 
various  other  important  collateral  ques- 
tions ;  and  he  believed  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  it  covered,  not  the  three 
pages  of  the  despatch  of  Lord  Salisbury 
— ^which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
quoted,  and  which  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  had  referred  to  in  the 
Library — but  of  upwards  of  60  pages. 
Now,  he  asked,  would  it  be 'a  fair  thing 
to  Lord  Dufferin,  able  and  ready  as 
they  all  knew  was  the  pen  he  held, 
to  present  such  a  despatch  as  this  to 
Parliament,  without  giving  to  him  that 
opportunity  of  revision  afforded  by  the 
ordinary  practice  of  diplomacy  ?  He 
left  the  House  to  judge;  but  let  him 
remind  his  right  hon.  Friend — and  he 
hoped  he  might  do  so  without  appearing 
to  attach  too  much  weight  to  his  own 
experience — that  he  had  had  the  honour 
of  serving  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  a  short  time  in  a  diplomatic  capacity, 
as  Commissioner  in  Eastern  Boumelia ; 
and  he  should  have  considered  it  a  most 
extraordinary  thing,  quite  apart  from 
any  information  he  might  have  received 
from  the  Foreign  Office,  a  despatch  from 
him  had  been  presented  to  the  House, 
without  his  first  having  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  revising  it.  Well,  he  had  gone 
over  the  chief  points  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  speech,  so  far  as  it  related  to 
Lord  Dufferin's  despatch,  and  he  must 
leave  the  House  to  judge  whether  he  had 
erred  in  the  matter.    He  felt  that  when. 
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bis  right  hon.  Friend  passed  from  Lord 
Dufferin's  despatch  to  the  other  topics 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  he  must  have 
experienced  that  he  was  under  consider- 
able disadvantage,  owing  to  the  late  hour 
of  the  evening.  He  was  himself  at  a 
similar  disadvantage.  He  bad  been 
bound  to  touch  upon  the  topics  to  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  referred 
very  briefly  ;  and  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice),  too,  owing  to  the  same 
reason,  was  obliged  to  be  very  brief. 
His  right  hon.  Friend,  in  giving  Notice 
of  his  intended  speech  earlier  in  the 
evening,  had  courteously  informed  him 
that  he  intended  to  touch  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  indemnity  claims.  This  he  had 
done  so  very  briefly  that  he  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  felt  it  very  difficult  indeed 
to  reply  to  him  on  that  topic  that  evening. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  only  indi- 
cated in  a  most  general  way  his  desire 
for  information.  He  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice),  as  every  hon.  Member  of 
the  House  who  had  looked  into  Egyp- 
tian financial  questions  must  be,  was 
aware  of  the  grave  question  of  claims 
raised  before  the  Indemnity  Commis- 
sion in  their  bearing  upon  the  future 
finance  of  Egypt ;  and  all  he  could  do 
that  evening  was  to  assure  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
fully  sensible  of  the  importance  of  the 
question,  and  that  they  believed  that 
before  long  they  would  be  able  to  show 
the  House,  when  the  question  was  more 
fully  raised,  as  it  no  doubt  would  be, 
that  they  had  found  a  solution  which 
would  command  the  confidence  of  the 
House,  and  of  all  who  were  conversant 
with  Egyptian  affairs.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  then  touched,  also  briefly, 
on  the  question  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
and,  passing  over  that,  upon  a  question 
closely  allied  with  it — namely,  that  of 
the  Soudan.  Some  observations  were 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  other 
evening  with  regard  to  the  Soudan.  He 
had  pointed  out  that  its  position  had 
always  been  looked  upon  as  a  separate 
question  from  that  of  Egypt.  It  was  a 
recent  Egyptian  acquisition,  and  stood 
in  a  totiuly  different  position  from  the 
other  Egyptian  Provinces ;  and  he 
thought  it  desirable  to  put  on  record, 
in  connection  with  this  question  of  the 
Soudan,  that  the  English  officers  who 
were  servingthere — someof  whosenames 
had  recently  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
— were  in  no  way  serving  the  English 
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Government,  nor  were  they  officers 
on  active  service.  They  were  serving 
in  the  Khedive's  Army — they  were  ap- 
pointed by  him,  and  there  was  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  widen  the  sufficiency  extended 
sphere  of  the  responsibilities  of  this 
country  in  Egypt  by  interfering  in  any 
unbecoming  manner  with  the  great 
question  of  the  Soudan.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  rather  have  it  be- 
lieved that  the  future  of  the  Soudan  de- 
pended on  the  strength  in  the  Province 
of  the  great  influences  of  civilization  and 
on  the  stamping  out  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
the  revival  of  which  was,  no  doubt,  one 
of  the  melancholy  causes  of  the  move- 
ment there.  And  he  might  say  that,  in 
any  steps  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  be  able  to  take,  by  diplo- 
matic or  other  means,  in  advancing  the 
cause  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  one 
of  its  most  malignant  shapes  in  the  Sou- 
dan, they  would  receive  the  undivided 
support  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 
They  also  trusted  to  more  extended  rail- 
way communication  to  free  the  districts 
which  were  now  at  the  mercy  of  slave 
traders  and  jobbers,  and  to  bring  them 
within  the  pale  of  civilization.  It  was  a 
well  known  fact,  and  he  had  no  donbt 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  aware  of  it, 
that  nothing  on  the  West  Coast  of  Africa 
did  more  to  stamp  out  the  Slave  Trade, 
than  to  bring  the  place  in  which  the 
traffic  existed  within  the  reach  of  com- 
munication with  civilized  countries.  The 
parties  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade  were 
afraid  of  nothing  so  much  as  the  arrival 
of  a  ship,  which  might  give  information 
of  their  evil  doings ;  and  it  was  a  fact 
that,  in  some  places,  the  establishment 
of  a  mail  service  and  the  plying  of  the 
steamers  had  done  quite  as  much  to 
stamp  out  the  horrible  trade  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  cruisers.  His  right  hon.  Friend, 
towards  the  end  of  his  observations, 
passed  on  to  that  larger  question  of  the 
government  pf  Egypt  —  and  here  he 
might  be  allowed  to  dwell  once  more, 
for  a  single  instant,  on  the  despatch  of 
Lord  Dufferin,  because  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  some  hon. 
Members  who  sat  near  him,  appeared 
to  misapprehend  his  statement  about 
the  two  despatches  which,  he  had  said, 
had  been  already  presented,  and  to  which 
it  would  be  well  for  hon.  Members  to 
devote  some  amount  of  time  and  atten- 
tion.   It  was  his  decided  opinion  that 
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the  amount  of  discusRion  which  had 
taken  place  upon  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Duffenn  which  had  not  appeared  had, 
unfortunately,  direrted  attention  from 
the  two  deepatches  which  had  appeared. 
These  despatches  covered  six  or  seven 
close  pages  of  print,  and  thej  dealt 
with  some  of  those  important  questions 
upon  which  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  requested  information, 
more  especially  the  questions  of  the 
Army,  the  gendarmerie^  and  the  repre- 
sentative institutions  of  Egypt.  He 
might  mention  that  he  had  been  un- 
wearying in  his  efforts  to  get  these  two 
despatches  ready  for  Parliament.  He 
had  worked  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  so 
as  to  get  them  distributed  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  first  day  of  the  £(ession  ;  but 
he  had  observed,  both  in  conversations 
he  had  had  with  hon.  Members  in 
that  House  and  in  the  public  prints, 
that  the  amount  of  expectation  which 
had  been  excited  by  the  despatch  which 
had  not  appeared  had,  in  a  most  unfor- 
tunate manner,  diverted  attention  from 
the  opinions  and  recommendations  con- 
tained in  the  other  despatches;  therefore, 
he  could  assure  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  when  he  had  said  he  hoped  he  (Mr. 
Bourke)  had  turned  his  attention  to 
those  two  despatches,  he  had  said  it  in 
na  flippant  or  un-Parliamentary  spirit, 
but  in  all  sober  seriousness.  Those  two 
despatches  were  of  great  importance; 
and  if  hon.  Members  wished  to  make 
themselves  familiar  with  all  the  points 
which  were  mentioned  in  the  third  de- 
spatch, and  which  in  that  despatch  were 
treated  in  great  detail,  they  should  study 
the  documents  to  which  he  had  drawn 
attention.  There  were  other  despatches 
also  in  the  Blue  Book — * '  Egyptian  Re-or- 
ganication'' — which  had  been  presented 
on  the  16th  February.  To-day  was  the 
let  of  March,  the  Papers  were  presented 
on  the  16th  February,  so  that  the  House 
would  see  that  a  very  long  period  had 
not  elapsed.  He  was  doing  everything 
he  could  to  push  on  the  printing,  and 
he  thought  that  when  hon.  Members 
realized  that  he  had  presented  since  the 
House  met  a  second  set  of  Papers  in 
regard  to  the  employment  of  Europeans 
in  the  service  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, the  whole  of  the  Papers  relating 
to  the  claims,  and  a  tolerably  bulky 
volume  concerning  the  trial  of  Arabi 
Pasha  and  the  general  affairs  of  Egypt, 
they  would  see  there  was  little  cause  to 


complaili  of  the  activity  of  the  Foreign 
Office  on  the  subject  of  printing  and 
presenting  Papers  —  more  especially 
when  he  informed  the  House  that  there 
were  at  that  moment  a  g^at  number  of 
other  Papers  which  had  to  be  prepared, 
several  of  which  he  hoped  very  shortly 
to  be  able  to  present  to  the  House.  They 
were  concerned  in  the  Foreign  Office  at 
the  present  moment  with  the  negotia- 
tions  which  were  going  on  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Danube.  These  matters  were 
straining  their  resources  very  much  at  that 
time.  He  had  gone  thus  fully  into  these 
questions,  because  he  did  not  wish  the 
House  to  suppose  that  he  was  so  foolish 
as  to  herald  his  accession  to  Office  by 
an  attempt  to  keep  back  information  from 
the  House.  He  had  only  one  wish  as  to 
Lord  Dufferin's  despatch  and  the  Egyp- 
tian Papers  generdly — namely,  that  the 
House  should  become  familiar  with  them 
as  soon  as  possible,  and  that  there  should 
be  full,  fair,  and  free  discussion  upon 
them.  He  felt  certain  that  whenever 
these  questions  were  gone  into,  and 
whenever — which  he  hoped  to  do  shortly 
— he  was  able  to  present  Lord  Dufferin's 
despatch,  it  would  be  shown  that  what- 
ever fears  had  existed  were,  as  he  had 
said  the  other  evening,  fears  that  had 
not  been  justified  by  results,  that  the  Go- 
vernment-had done  their  best  to  steer 
between  the  ScyUa  of  annexation  in 
Egypt  and  the  Gharybdis  of  leaving  the 
country  to  anarchy,  and  that  they  were 
leaving  to  Egypt  the  inestimable  advan- 
tages of  a  considerable  measure  of  Oon- 
stitutional  and  political  freedom. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice),  he  desired  to  say  a  few  words. 
In  the  first  place,  he  was  glad  to  think 
there  would  remain  no  feeling  of  un- 
pleasantness between  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bourke)  in 
regard  to  any  expression  which  might 
have  been  used  at  the  beginning  of  the 
evening.  His  own  impression  had  been 
that  the  noble  Lord,  on  being  put  through 
his  catechism,  had  slipped  into  his  col- 
lect. But  he  would  wish  to  impress  on 
the  noble  Lord  that  that  question  of  the 
settlement  of  the  organization  of  Egypt 
was  one  which  seemed  to  him  of  the 
greatest  delicacy,  and  certainly  of  the 
utmost  importance.  Itwas  of  the  neatest 
importance  that  the  House  should  be  put 
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in  poesesaion  as  early  as  possible  of  the 
information  at  the  command  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government,  and  of  the  views 
formed  by  them.  The  Opposition  had 
been  told  last  year,  with  reference  to 
this  and  other  questions,  that  they  had 
allowed  matters  to  go  too  far  without 
interposing  or  expressing  any  opinion 
upon  them;  and  that,  in  consequence, 
the  Government  had  been  left  without 
guidance  by  the  expression  of  opinion 
of  the  House.  Now,  they  were  anxious 
to  avoid  that  fault.  They  were  anxious, 
as  soon  as  possible,  to  be  put  in  posses- 
sion of  the  views  of  such  a  remarkable 
Bepresentative  in  such  a  remarkable 
position  as  Lord  Dufferin.  The  de- 
spatches of  November  19  th  were  not 
long,  and,  though  they  were  extremely 
interesting,  they  did  not  take  long  to 
master.  They  were  of  a  very  important 
character,  it  was  true ;  but  they  made 
them  hunger  for  more.  They  were  told 
that  the  other  despatch  was  a  full  one, 
enlarging  the  views  contained  in  the  first 
two,  and  giving  information  on  which 
those  views  rested ;  and  the  Opposition 
were  anxious,  and  naturally  and  pro- 
perly so,  to  see  the  despatch  as  soon  as 
it  could  be  given.  He  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  would  not  dispute  the  noble 
Lord's  statement  that  it  might  have 
been  very  proper  to  send  the  despatch 
to  Lord  Dufferin  to  have  it  revised  be- 
fore being  finally  printed ;  but  he  would 
ask  whether  proper  instructions  had  been 
given  to  Lord  Dufferin,  and  steps  taken 
to  get  his  assent  to  the  publication  as 
quickly  as  possible  ?  Had  the  telegraph 
been  put  in  force,  or  would  it  be  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  •  FITZMAUEICE  : 
Yes ;  every  effort  has  been  made  to  ob- 
tain Lord  Dufferin's  assent  to  the  pub- 
lication of  the  despatch.  I  believe  he 
has  been  telegraphed  to  on  the  subject. 
If,  to-morrow,  I  find  that  he  has  not,  I 
pledge  myself  to  communicate  with  him 
at  once. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that  was  quite  satisfactory  so  far ;  but 
he  would  urge  the  Government  not  to 
neglect  the  matter.  He  felt  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  at  that  hour  it  was  too 
late  to  enter  into  anything  like  a  full 
discussion  of  this  large  question,  even  if 
they  .had  before  them  the  despatch  to 
which  so  much  reference  had  been  made. 
He  did  not  think — and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bourke)  would  agree  with 
him — that  this  was  an  occasion  for  rais- 
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ing  the  whole  of  this  question,  and  pro- 
bably it  might  have  been  avoided.  He 
would  not  now  say  anything  more  than 
that  he  did  earnestly  trust  that  the  Go- 
vernment, having  taken  the  very  impor- 
tant steps  they  had  taken,  and  acquired 
the  very  important  position  they  had 
acquired  in  Egypt,  and  having  incurred 
the  great  responsibilities  they  had  in- 
curred, would  not  allow  themselves  to 
lose  the  advantages  of  their  position,  or 
allow  those  advantages  to  be  frittered 
away  and  lost  by  any  unfortunate  or 
careless  dealing  with  them.  He  only 
hoped  that  they  might  soon  have  fall 
information,  and  that  after  they  got  it 
they  might  on  some  future  occasion  be 
enabled  to  discuss  the  matter  as  it  de- 
served to  be  discussed. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  really  this 
question  of  presenting  Papers  was  as- 
suming a  very  serious  aspect,  because 
the  Government  were  trying  to  wriggle 
out  of  the  presentation  of  them  as  much 
as  they  could.  The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  promised 
certain  Papers  about  India;  but  that 
night  they  were  told  that  the  noble 
Marquess  had  changed  hia  mind.  They 
had  also  been  promised  Papers  about 
the  Cuban  refugees ;  but  they  were  told 
that  the  consent  of  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment had  not  yet  been  received.  They 
could  not  have  Lord  Dufferin's  de- 
spatches, because  that  noble  Lord  had  to 
approve  of  them,  and  now  they  were  told 
that  they  could  not  have  Papers  relat- 
ing to  the  Ouban  refugees  until  the  con- 
sent of  the  Spanish  Government  had 
been  obtained.  [Lord  Edmond  Frrz- 
HAUBiCE :  I  stated  that  they  were  to  be 
given.]  The  promise  was  made  quite 
regardless  of  the  Spanish  Government. 
The  Papers  had  not  been  presented, 
although  they  had  been  promised  nov 
for  a  long  time.  There  was  a  general 
impression  abroad  that  Lord  Dufferin's 
despatch  was  withheld  until  the  Prime 
Minister  came  to  terms  with  the  French 
Government  at  Paris.  \_Alaugh,'\  Hon. 
Members  might  laugh;  but  they  had 
seen  to-day  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  colloguing  with  the  French  Govern- 
ment, and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
opinions  differed  from  Lord  Dufferin's, 
it  was  probable  that  the  noble  Lord's 
despatch  would  be  very  much  altered 
before  the  House  saw  it.  He  trusted 
that  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Govern- 
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meat  of  Egypt  and  the  eyacuation  of 
that  country  would  soon  be  presented. 
He  would  now  ask  a  question  in  regard 
to  General  Maceo,  who  had  been  de- 
liyered  up  to  the  Spanish  authorities  by 
the  Gibraltar  authorities  under  very 
doubtful  circumstances,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  which  some  unfortunate  official 
in  Gibraltar  had  been  dismissed.  His 
own  belief  was  that  the  surrender  of 
these  refugees  at  Gibraltar  to  Spain  was 
in  consequence  of  some  former  policy  of 
Earl  Granville  as  to  Cuban  refugees  in 
the  Bahamas.  He  was  not  goinff  fully 
into  the  question ;  but  he  saw  n*om  a 
Report  on  the  matter  that  the  surren- 
der of  the  Cuban  refugees  was  not  owing 
entirely  to  the  misconduct  of  the  Gibral- 
tar authorities,  but  to  misrepresentations 
on  the  part  of  the  Spanish  Consul.  Had 
this  been  brought  before  the  Spanish 
Government  ?  General  Maceo  had  been 
turned  out  of  Gibraltar  with  his  wife  and 
other  refugees  in  a  most  brutal  manner. 
They  had  oeen  surrendered  by  the  Gib- 
raltar authorites;  and,  so  far  as  we 
were  concerned,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  making  representations  to 
the  Government  of  Spain  with  a  view 
to  obtaining  their  release ;  but,  in  the 
meantime,  the  Government  of  Spain, 
instead  of  taking  the  least  notice  of  our 
representations,  were  treating  them  in  a 
most  rigorous  and  harsh  manner.  A 
letter  had  been  written  by  the  wife  of 
General  Maceo  to  a  person  in  Gibraltar, 
in  which  she  stated  that  her  husband 
was  still  in  prison  at  the  signal  station, 
kept  in  solitary  confinement,  without  a 
Boul  to  attend  to  him  should  he  be  taken 
ill  at  night.  It  was  plain  that  the 
Spanish  Government  were  not  paying 
the  slightest  attention  or  regard  to  the 
representations  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  if  this  were  a  solitary  in- 
stance he  should  .not  have  complained ; 
but  on  every  possible  occasion — in  their 
harbours  amongst  the  British  shipping 
especially — the  Spaniards  were  showing 
the  greatest  ill-will  to  this  country.  In 
Cuba,  and  in  every  part  where  English 
merchants  and  English  shipping  came 
into  contact  with  Spanish  authorities 
and  merchants,  they  were  subjected  to 
the  most  unjust  treatment.  He,  there- 
fore, asked  the  noble  Lord  whether 
the  harsh  treatment  to  which  General 
Maceo  was  being  subjected  was  to  be 
allowed  to  continue  in  face  of  the  repre- 
sentations Her  Majesty's  Government 


were  making,  or  whether  they  would 
take  steps  to  obtain  redress  for  the  great 
outrage  which  had  occurred  in  the  sur- 
render of  refugees  upon  the  misrepre- 
sentations of  the  Spanish  Consul,  or,  at 
any  rate,  to  see  that  these  people  were 
treated  in  a  manner  more  consistent 
with  humanity  than  was  at  present  the 
case? 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  said,  that,  con- 
sidering the  hour  of  the  night  and  the 
length  to  which  these  discussions  had 
been  carried,  he  would  not  detain  the 
House  with  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice.  The  time  of  the  House 
had  been  so  much  taken  up  with  poH^ 
mortem  examinations  that  there  was 
really  no  time  to  consider  the  affairs  of 
the  living.  He  would  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  that  offered  to  bring  for- 
ward the  matter. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  he  wished 
to  refer,  in  a  few  sentences,  to  a  para- 
graph in  Her  Majesty's  most  gpracioua 
Speech,  which  was  of  special  interest 
to  those  whom  he  represented  in  that 
House — he  alluded  to  that  paragraph 
in  which  there  was  the  promise  of  a 
Bill  to  deal  with  the  Universities  of  Scot- 
land. Legislation  on  that  subject  had 
been  anxiously  expected  for  some  time 
past.  A  Royal  Commission  had  reported 
on  the  Universities  five  years  ago ;  and 
in  their  Report  they  recommended  cer- 
tain changes  for  which  legislation  was 
required,  and  pointed  out  several  defects 
in  the  Universities  which  could  only  be 
satisfactorily  supplied  by  the  action  of 
Parliament.  It  had  been  hoped  that  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  would  have 
shortly  been  followed  by  a  Bill  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  He  would  not 
say  there  were  not  sufficient  reasons  for 
the  delay  which  had  occurred.  There 
had  been,  no  doubt,  the  pressure  of  other 
Business ;  and  it  was,  besides,  natural 
to  suppose  that  some  time  was  neces- 
sary for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
how  far  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners  met  generally  with  the 
approval  of  the  Universities  and  of  the 
public  ;  but  he  thought  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  it  was  the  general  impres- 
sion that  the  main  cause  of  the  delay 
which  had  arisen  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  legislation  on  the  subject  would 
imply  a  certain  draft  on  the  public  Ex- 
chequer, and  there  had  been  other  claims 
upon  the  public  funds  which  had  inter- 
fered with  the  claims  of  the  Universities  • 


1 243     AidrMB  in  Anticer  to  ih$     ( COMMONS }     Queen' m  Speeok-^Report.      1244 


He  hoped,  however,  that  the  promise 
they  had  now  received  on  the  subject 
might  be  taken  tojmean  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goyemment  saw  their  way  to 
propose  for  the  Scotch  Universities  such 
substantial  assistance  as  the  Commis- 
sioners had  recommended.  It  was  with 
regret,  however,  that  he  had  gathered 
from  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan),  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  in  seconding  the 
Address  to  Her  Majesty,  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  deed  with  the  mat- 
ter by  the  employment  of  an  Executive 
Commission.  When  a  similar  intention 
was  announced  last  Session  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Advocate,  he  (Mr.  Campbell)  felt  it  his 
duty  to  give  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Boyal  Commissioners  it  was 
neither  necessary  nor  expedient  to  em- 
ploy an  Executive  Commission.  He 
would  not,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  an 
opportunity  would  be  presented  for  the 
expression  of  his  views  on  this  point 
when  the  Bill  came  before  the  House, 
detain  the  House  any  longer  on  that 
occasion  by  further  reference  to  the  sub- 
ject. At  the  same  time,  the  exception 
he  was  inclined  to  take  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  on  that  particular 
point  did  not  preclude  him  from  being 
grateful  to  them  for  the  promise  to  bring 
the  claims  of  the  Scotch  Universities 
before  the  House  during  the  present 
Session;  and,  therefore,  as  the  Bepre- 
sentative  of  two  of  the  Universities, 
he  begged  to  thank  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment for  the  intimation  they  had 
given. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  he 
wished  to  take  the  present  opportunity 
of  entering  a  protest  against  the  publica- 
tion in  the  Press  of  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Dufferin,  as  well  as  other  documents  of 
importance,  before  they  were  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  It  was  then 
about  a  month  since  he  had  read  in  the 
public  newspapers  the  gist  of  Lord  Duf- 
ferin's  despatch,  and  he  certainly  thought 
there  ought  to  be  some  means  of  keeping 
despatches  from  the  public.  They  had 
heard  from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  that  the  despatch  had  not 
been  communicated  to  the  Press  by  the 
Foreign  Office,  and  the  only  conclusion 
they  could  arrive  at  in  consequence  was 
that  it  had  been  communicated  from  Lord 
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Dufferin.    What  was  the  intention  in  so 
doing  he  had  no  wish  to  suppose.  But  he 
regarded  it  as  a  most  inconvenient  oourse 
that  the  despatch  should  not  be  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members,   although  its 
substance  was  to  be  read  in  the  news- 
papers before  they  had  any  real  infor- 
mation as  to  what   the  despatch  con- 
tained.    It    was    only    the  other   day 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  relating 
to  the   municipal  government  of  Lon- 
don was  published  in   a  similar  man- 
ner;  while  it    was   well  known   that 
other  important  Papers  had  been  pro- 
duced in  the  Press  before  hon.  Members 
had   an    opportunity  of   seeing  them. 
Under  the  circumstuices,  and  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  two  or  three  years  ago 
protests  had  been    made    against  this 
practice,  he  thought  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  some  security  that  important 
Sublic  documents  should  not  be  pro- 
uced  in  an  unofficial  manner. 
Mr.    ONSLOW  said,  he  desired  to 
make  a  final  appeal  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India    (the  Marquess  of  Hartington). 
He  had  never  pressed  for  any  Papers 
which  it    might    be    considered  detri- 
mental to  the  Public  Service  to  produce ; 
but  he  believed  that,  in  the  present  in- 
stance, hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  would  agree  that  he  had  an  ex- 
ceedingly strong  case.    The  employment 
of  the  Indian  Contingent  in  Egypt  was 
a  subject  in  which   he  was  taking  a 
great  deal  of  interest ;  and  he  had,  on 
several  occasions,   addressed  Questions 
to  the  noble  Marquess  with  regard  to 
the  payment  of  the  Indian  troops  during 
their  employment  in  that  country.    On 
the  3 1st  of  July  last,  the  noble  Marquess 
stated  that  he  had  received  a  telegram 
from  the  Government  of  India,  and  that 
a  reply  had  been  sent ;  and  he  added,  at 
the  same  time,   that  he  should  not  he 
dealing  frankly  with  the  House  if  he 
did  not  state  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment had  informed  him  that  they  ob- 
jected to  India  bearing  the  cost  of  the 
Contingent,  and  that  they  were  sending 
home  a  despatch.     He  waited  until  the 
26th  of  October,   and  then  put  to  the 
noble  Marquess  another  Question  on  the 
same  subject.     On  every  occasion  the 
noble  Marquess  had  stated,  in  the  most 
explicit  manner,  that  Papers  would  be 
introduced ;  and  his  reply  at  that  time 
was  that  Papers  would  certainly  be  pre- 
sented,  but  as  the  Correspondence  with 
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the  Ibdian  Oovernment  with  regard  to 
the  employment  of  the  Indian  Con- 
tingent was  at  the  moment  incomplete, 
he  did  not  think  it  necessary  then  to 
produce  them.  He  (Mr.  Onslow)  agreed 
that  if  the  Papers  were  incomplete  it 
was  not  desirable  to  produce  them,  and 
he  said  he  had  no  wish  to  have  them  in 
an  imperfect  state.  Afterwards,  in  re* 
ply  to  another  Question,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess said  the  Papers  would  be  given  to 
the  House  as  fully  as  possible ;  that  they 
would  give  the  House  as  full  au  idea  as 
possible  of  what  had  taken  place.  Again, 
on  a  subsequent  occasion,  he  (Mr. 
Onslow)  had  addressed  a  Question  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  with  regard  to  the 
payment  by  India  of  these  Indian  troops, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
the  same  explanation  as  the  noble 
Marquess,  ana  also  furnished  an  esti- 
mate. He  then  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  further  Question,  with  re- 
ference to  the  production  of  the  Papers, 
to  which  he  replied  that  the  Question 
was  one  which  tne  noble  Marquess  alone 
could  answer.  The  noble  Marquess 
having  given  the  answers  he  (Mr. 
Onslow)  had  just  cited  the  Question 
was  not  then  pressed,  he  therefore 
thought  he  had  a  strong  case  for  the 
consideration  of  the  noble  Marquess  on 
account  of  pledges  given,  not  to  himself 
privately,  but  in  the  face  of  the  House, 
that  these  Papers  would  be  prodcued. 
Since  he  had  held  a  seat  in  that  House, 
he  had  never  known  of  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  who,  after  he 
had  more  than  once  officially  stated 
that  certain  Papers  would  be  produced, 
coming  down  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
before  a  Vote  with  which  they  were 
connected  was  to  be  proposed,  and 
telling  the  House  that  they  would  not  be 
produced.  He  could  only  say  that  in  the 
minds  of  many  hon.  Members  there 
existed  a  feeling  that  something  had 
been  taking  place  all  along,  the  exact 
nature  of  which  the  Government  did 
not  like  to  state.  It  was  monstrous 
that  a  responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown 
should  now  refuse  to  give  the  Papers 
which  he  had  over  and  over  again  said 
he  would  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  He  trusted  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  reconsider  the  matter,  of 
which,  in  the  event  of  the  Papers  not 
being  produced,  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  could 
assure  him  that  he  had  not  heard  the 
last. 


Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  reply  to  the  questions  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff),  as  his  noble  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  was  debarred  from 
speaking  again.  With  regard  to  those 
questions  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South- West  Lanca- 
shire (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  bring 
the  matter  before  the  House,  and  upon 
that  occasion  it  would  be  fully  dis- 
cussed. The  Foreign  Office  would,  in  the 
meantime,  wish  to  give  him  any  informa- 
tion which  they  possessed  with  regard 
to  the  maltreatment  of  the  prisoners. 
With  regard  to  what  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wareham  (Mr.  Guest),  con- 
cerning the  publication  in  newspapers 
of  official  documents,  that  matter  nad 
engaged  the  attention  not  only  of  the 
present  Government,  but  their  Prede- 
cessors. But  the  two  examples  produced 
by  his  hon.  Friend  were  not  striking 
illustrations  of  the  practice  of  which  he 
had  complained  in  general  terms.  The 
account  of  the  Government  of  London 
Bill,  to  which  reference  had  been  made, 
was,  to  his  (SirCharles  W.Dilke's)  know- 
ledge, inaccurate  in  large  and  import- 
ant particulars,  as  the  House  would  see 
when  the  measure  came  before  them. 
Again,  with  regard  to  the  despatch  of 
Lord  Dufferin,  the  analysis  which  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers  occupied  but 
one  half-column,  wnereas  the  document 
itself  was  of  great  length,  and  extended 
to  278  closely  written  pages  of  manu- 
script, or  about  50  pages  of  print. 
The  publication,  however,  undoubtedly 
showed  that  the  person  by  whom  the 
analysis  was  written  had  received  some 
idea  of  what  was  in  the  despatch.  The 
matter  had  been  the  subject  of  inquiry, 
and  it  was  thought  possible  that  some 
of  the  contents  of  the  despatch,  although 
only  a  small  portion  of  its  essence,  got 
out  in  conversation  at  Cairo,  as  would 
be  seen  from  the  brevity  of  the  pub- 
lished analysis,  as  compared  with  the 
extraordinary  length  of  the  document. 
With  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  he 
might  say  that  having  given  Notice  of 
a  Motion  for  Papers  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  repeating 
the  arguments  he  had  made  use  of  that 
evening. 

Question  put,  and  ugreed  to. 
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MOTIONS. 

SUPPLY. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow,  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty."— {^The  Marquess  of  Hartington.) 

PARLIAMENT— RESIGNATION  OF  THE 
RIGHT  HON.   LYON  PLAYFAIR. 

STATEMENT. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR:  Sir,  the 
indifferent  state  of  my  health  for  the 
last  few  months  obliges  me  to  resign  the 
Office  which  I  have  the  honour  to  hold 
as  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  I 
am  sure  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
take  this  opportunity  of  expressing  my 
deep  sense  of  gratitude  for  the  support 
I  have  received,  not  only  from  the 
House,  but  also  from  you,  Sir,  in  the 
discharge  of  my  duties.  Those  duties 
for  the  last  two  years  have  been  very 
onerous,  and  sometimes  difficult;  and 
feeling,  as  I  do,   deeply  my  own   im- 

?erfections  in  the  discharge  of  my  duties, 
am  the  more  grateful  for  the  indul- 
gence and  support  which  I  received  from 
both  sides  pf  the  House.  I  may  also 
express  my  heartfelt  thanks  to  those 
private  Members  who  have  given  me  so 
much  valuable  aid  in  discharging  those 
duties  devolving  upon  me  in  the  Court 
of  Locus  Standi f  and  in  the  Committee 
on  Private  Bills.  Without  that  aid,  it 
would  have  been  perfectly  impossible 
for  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  to 
exercise  that  supervision  over  Private 
Bill  legislation  which  the  House  imposes 
upon  him.  It  often  happens  that  Public 
Bills  of  a  contentious  character  require 
much  amendment;  so  that  the  whole 
time  of  the  Chairman  is  taken  up  in  the 
consideration  of  those  Amendments,  in 
order  to  bring  the  Bill  into  a  proper 
state  for  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  without  such  aid  as  I  have 
referred  to  from  private  Members,  it 
would  be  inevitable  that  he  should  neg- 
lect some  part  of  those  duties.  But  he 
has  another  inestimable  advantage,  and 
that  is  the  constant  and  able  co-opera- 
tion of  the  experienced  Officers  of  the 
House.    I  am  sure  the  House  will  allow 


me  to  express,  for  the  last  time  I  can 
address  the  House  in  this  Office,  my  sin- 
cere thanks  for  the  generous  and  exten- 
sive support  I  have  received  in  the  dis- 
charge of  my  duties.  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
place  my  resignation  in  the  hands  of 
the  House. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HARTINQTON: 
Sir,  I  am  sure  that  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  in  expressing  our  sense  of  great 
regret  at  the  decision  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  just  announced.  On 
several  occasions  during  the  last  few 
years  it  has  been  pointed  out  to  the 
House  how  greatly  has  the  importance 
and  responsibility  of  the  duties  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  of  late 
increased ;  and  not  only  is  that  so,  but 
the  onerous  character  of  the  Office,  and 
the  tax  which  it  imposes  upon  the  Gen- 
tleman who  fills  it,  have  increased  also. 
Certainly,  the  period  durinf^  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  performed  the 
dutied  of  the  Office  has  been  one  in 
which  its  difficulties  and  labours  have 
been  greater  and  far  heavier  than  in  any 
previous  Sessions.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
has  had  to  preside  over  the  deliberations 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
in  the  consideration  of  measures  at  once 
of  great  intricacy,  and  which  it  was 
thought  desirable  to  consider  in  very 
great  detail ;  and  some  of  those  mea- 
sures, during  the  discussion  of  which  in 
Committee  it  has  been  the  lot  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  preside,  have 
been  such  as  to  cause  very  considerable 
excitement  and  strong  differences  of 
opinion.  I  would  not  desire,  on  the 
present  occasion,  to  hint  at  any  of  the 
causes  which  have  made  the  tenure  of 
Office  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  more  dif- 
ficult and  arduous  than  in  the  case  of  his 
Predecessors.  Under  the  circumstances 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  to  deal 
with,  I  believe  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible that  any  man  should  have  per-  j 
formed  the  duties  of  the  Office  without 
having  occasionally  given  rise  to  cavil 
and  animadversion ;  but  I  am  sure  we 
shall  all  feel  that  during  his  tenure  of 
Office,  whether  we  have  had  any  differ- 
ence with  him  on  a  particular  occasion 
or  not,  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  en- 
deavoured to  discharge,  and  has,  on  the 
whole,  succeeded  in  discharging,  his 
most  difficult  duties  with  great  impar- 
tiality, and  with  an  earnest  desire  to  pro- 
mote the  dignity  of  our  proceedings  in 
Committee.     On  the  part  of  the  House, 
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I  fee],  therefore,  entitled  tooonvej  to  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  oar  sense  of  regret  at 
his  resignation,  and  our  thanks  for  the 
assistance  rendered  us  during  so  many 
years. 

Mb.  SOLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  ven- 
tured to  say,  on  the  part  of  his  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Friends  near  him,  that 
they  entirely  reciprocated  the  ohserva- 
tions  that  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Marquess  and  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means.  Nobody  could  have  watched 
the  career  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
without  feeling  that  he  had  taken  great 
pains  in  the  extremely  difficult  position 
in  which  he  was  placed,  and  that  he  not 
only  desired  and  endeavoured  to  do  his 
duty,  but  succeeded  in  carrying  that  de- 
sire into  effect.  Moreover,  his  labours  in 
his  private  room  had  been  of  the  greatest 
advantage  to  all  who  stood  in  need  of 
his  advice  and  assistance.  He  was  quite 
Bare  that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
would  have  been  present  had  he  known 
that  this  incident  was  about  to  take 
nlace 

Mb.  H.  S.  NORTHCOTE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  StaflPord  Northcote) 
was  not  aware  that  this  announcement 
would  be  made  that  night,  or  he  would 
have  been  in  his  place.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  him,  in  private  con- 
versation, that  he  was  most  anxious  to 
be  present  when  the  announcement  was 
made,  in  order  that  he  might  bear  his 
testimony  of  respect  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair). 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  during  the  discussion  on  the 
Procedure  Resolutions,  a  general  opinion 
was  expressed  in  the  House,  and  as- 
sented to,  he  thought,  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  heaa  of  the  Government, 
that  the  appointment  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  should  be 
made  in  a  somewhat  more  formal  manner, 
and  with  the  general  knowledge  and  as- 
sent of  the  House.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
necessiary  that  they  should  create  any 
new  precedent  in  the  matter.  It  was 
desirable  to  follow,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  Forms  of  the  House,  and  therefore 
he  did  not  propose  that  the  House 
should  take  any  new  course  in  the  mat- 
ter. He  wished,  in  order  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Successor  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  might 

YOL.  CCLXXVI.    [thibd  skbies.] 


be  made  with  the  full  knowledge  of  the 
House,  to  give  Notice  that  to-morrow, 
on  the  Motion  to  go  into  Supply,  he 
would  move  that  Sir  Arthur  Otway  take 
the  Ohair. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Besohed,  That  this  House  will,  To- 
morrow, resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty. 

Ordered,  That  the  'several  jTEstimates 
presented  to  this  House  during  the 
present  Session  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Beiohedy  That  this  House  will,  To- 
morrow, resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for 
raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. 

kitchen  ami}  befbeshhent  boohs 
(house  of  oommons). 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Gubbt  and  ISit  Hbwry 
WoLPF  be  discharged  from  further  attendance 
on  the  said  Committee: — Ordered,  That  Mr. 
Ajlmitstbad  and  Mr.  Thoknhill  be  added  to 
the  Committee. — {Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Friday,  2nd  March,  1883. 


MINUTES.1— Sat  Fibst  ur  Parliambkt^ 
The  Lord  Minster  (the  Marquess  of  Conyng- 
ham),  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

PBIYATE  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Thunday  the  2\»l  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  autho- 
rising any  inclosure  of  lands  under  special 
report  of  tiie  Land  Commissioners  for  England, 
or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners for  England  and  Wales,  shall  be 
read  a  first  time  after  Thunday  the  \2th  day  of 
April  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
firming any  provisional  order  or  provisional 
certificate  fmall  be  read  a  first  time  siter  Thun^ 
day  the  \2tk  day  of  April  next : 

That  no  Bin  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands 

2  S 


I!i5l 


itrry  JOoei  and 


(COMMONS) 


tUilwayi  Bill.  1252 


under  epecial  report  of  the  Land  Commiisioners 
for  England,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales, 
shall  he  read  a  second  time  after  Tueaday  the 
26th  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  hrought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  provisional  order  or 
provisional  certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tuesday  the  26th  day  of  June  next : 

That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this 
House  with  amendments  these  orders  shall  not 
apply  to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the  House 
01  Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
shall  report  to  the  House  is  substantially  the 
same  as  the  Bill  so  amended  : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
publiehed,  and)  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this 
House  and  Westminster  Hall.    (No.  11.) 

PARLIAMENT— THE    ADJOURNMENT 
FOR    THE    EASTER    RECESS. 

QUESTIOX. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  nohle  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
what  arrangements  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  make  with  regard  to  the  Easter 
Becess  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  was  understood 
to  say  that  it  was  rather  early  to  make 
the  usual  announcement,  and  perhaps 
the  noble  Marquess  would  give  Notice 
of  his  Question  a  little  later  in  the  Ses- 
sion. He  had  no  doubt,  however,  the 
noble  Marquess  would  reciprocate  his 
wish  that  the  Easter  holidays  should  be 
as  long  as  possible. 

EGYPTIAN    AFFAIRS -THE  EARL   OF 
DUFFERIN'S  DESPATCH. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  LAWRENCE  wished  for  infor- 
mation as  to  when  Lord  Dufferin's  de- 
spatch on  Egyptian  affairs  would  be 
presented  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  in 
answer  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  have  to  state  that  some  days 
ago  a  Report  was  received  by  me  from 
Lord  Dufferin.  It  is  a  very  able  de- 
spatch, and  necessarily  very  long,  on 
account  of  the  important  questions  with 
which  it  deals.  It  contains  numerous 
references  to  documents,  and,  I  think, 
amounts  altogether  to  280  pages  of 
manuscript.  It  is  not,  however,  a  de- 
scription of  accomplished  facts,  but  is  a 
despatch  in  answer  to  instructions  by 
the  Government,  desiring  Lord  Dufferin 
to  report  upon  many  important  points 
in  connection  with  Egyptian  administra- 


tion. It  would  have  been  contrary  to 
usaffe  to  present  such  a  despatch  to 
Parliament  before  it  had  been  considered 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  At  the 
same  time  that  I  received  the  despatch, 
I  received  a  private  note  from  Lord 
Dufferin,  in  which  he  says  that  he  had 
been  very  pressed  for  time  at  the  last 
moment,  and  was  sure  that  the  despatch 
would  require  revision,  not  as  regarded 
the  proposals,  but  with  respect  to  the 
language.  I  therefore  had  the  docu- 
ment printed  and  then  returned  to  Lord 
Dufferin,  but  without  making  any  sug- 
gestions as  to  any  corrections  to  be 
made  in  it.  I  have  telegraphed  to  Lord 
Dufferin  to  return  it  without  unneces- 
sary delay,  and  I  shall  then  be  in  a 
position  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past 

Four  o'clock,  to  Monday 

next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday f  2nd  March,  1883. 


MINnT£S.]^SuppLT— MMttV^tfif  in  Committa 
— Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 
1882*3 ;  Army  (Sufplbmbntart  Ebtimatb), 
1882-3. 

Public  Bill — Committee — Eeport--  Conaolidated 
Fund,  &c.  (Permanent  Charges  of  Redemp- 
tion) Act  (1873)  Amendment*  [107]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


BARRY  DOCK  AND  RAILWAYS 
BILL  {by  Order). 

Viscouirr  FOLKESTONE  stated,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cardigan  (Mr.  D. 
Dayies)  had  informed  him,  on  behalf  of 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill,  tbat  they 
were  prepared  to  eliminate  the  objec- 
tionable claases  with  regard  to  artificial 
manures  and  guano,  and  to  relegate 
tbem  to  the  same  category  as  ordinary 
manure,  imposing  a  uniform  charge  of 
\^d.  a- ton.  He  beeged,  therefore,  to 
give  Notice  that  he  &ould  withdraw  hia 
opposition  to  the  second  reading. 
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THE     EGYPTIAN    EXPEDITION— PAY- 

MENT  OF  INDIAN  TROOPS 

IN  EGYPT. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  gave  Notice  that  on 
Monday  he  should  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  would  agree 
to  the  production  of  the  Papers  relating 
to  the  payment  of  the  Indian  troops 
lately  employed  by  the  Government  in 
Egypt,  considering  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had,  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  promised  to  produce  them  ? 

Thb  Makquess  of  H AETINGTON  : 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed,  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member, 
to  say  that  since  last  night  I  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  further  consultation 
"with  my  Colleagues,  and  also  of  refer- 
ring more  in  detail  to  the  answer  which 
I  gave  last  year ;  and  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that,  although  I  think 
there  would  be  some  inconvenience  in 
the  publication  of  those  Papers  in  India, 
yet,  having  regard  to  the  nature  of  the 
replies  which  I  gave  last  Session,  I  can- 
not refuse  to  give  the  Papers.  The  only 
objection  which  I  feel  to  announcing 
this  course  is  caused  by  the  somewhat 
iin-Parliamentary  threat  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  made 
yesterday  evening;  but  I  think,  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  was  in  his  place,  he  would 
confirm  me  in  saying  that  at  an  early 
period  of  the  evening  I  had  consulted 
with  him  as  to  the  opinion  which  is 
entertained  by  him  and  his  Friends,  and 
that  opinion  has  had  some  influence  in 
determining  the  course  which  I  have 
decided  to  take. 

Mr.  ONSLOW:  After  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  I  may  say  that 
I  had  no  idea  he  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  my  hon.  Friend.  As  to  the 
threat  I  held  out,  I  did  not  think  it  was 
ua-Parliamentary.  It  was  to  this  effect 
— that  the  noble  Marquess  wotdd  hear 
more  of  it.  If  that  is  an  un-Parliamen- 
tary  expression,  of  course,  I  beg  most 
humbly  to  withdraw  it.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess has  heard  a  little  more  of  it,  and 
I  am  glad  he  has  arrived  at  this 
conclusion.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
shall  not  ask  the  Question  of  which  I 
have  given  Notice. 


QUESTIONS. 

EDUCATION  DEPAETMBNT— BOARD 
SCHOOL  ATTENDANCE. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  case  recently 
before  the  Guildford  County  Magistrates, 
in  which  a  labourer  named  Bulchin  was 
prosecuted  for  neglecting  to  send  to 
school  his  daughter  (described  as  an 
exceptionally  neat  and  cleanly  girl  of 
six  years  of  age),  and  in  which  it  ap- 
peared that  he  had  sent  her,  but  that 
she  was  not  allowed  to  attend  because 
she  had  a  small  ornamental  flounce  or 
fringe  to  her  frock  to  which  the  manager 
of  the  school  objected ;  whether  the  ac- 
cused was  ordered  by  the  Court  to  either 
remove  the  flounce  or  send  his  child  to 
another  school ;  and,  whether  it  is  true, 
as  stated,  that  the  Education  Depart- 
ment had  been  appealed  to,  but  re- 
plied that  it  had  no  power  to  interfere  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  while  amending,  as 
he  proposes,  the  Scotch  Education  Act, 
he  will  endeavour  to  obtain  powers  to 
prevent  the  waste  of  State  grants  on 
schools  regulated  in  such  a  way  as  to 
offer  unnecessary  impediments  to  public 
education  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  My  attention  had 
not  been  called  to  the  case  in  question 
until  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Glasgow  placed  his  Notice  on  the 
Paper.  The  rule  of  the  Department 
is  not  to  interfere  with  regulations 
which  the  managers  deem  necessary  to 
secure  the  discipline  of  the  school.  If 
these  regtdations  were  harsh  and  un- 
reasonable, and  imposed  obstacles  to 
school  attendance,  we  should  require 
their  abandonment  on  pain  of  forfeiture 
of  annual  grant.  In  this  instance,  j  udg- 
ing  from  the  reports  in  the  papers 
and  the  decision  of  the  magistrates,  the 
managers  have  pushed  their  require- 
ments beyond  reasonable  limits.  I  think 
it  is  much  wiser  to  trust  to  the  influence 
of  the  teacher  to  secure  neatness  and 
plainness  in  dress  than  to  set  up  arbi- 
trary regulations  on  the  subject.  The 
exclusion  of  the  child  from  the  school, 
and  the  subsequent  prosecution,  were, 
in  my  opinion,  a  mistake ;  and  I  have 
caused  the  managers  to  be  so  in- 
formed. 
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EXCISE  DEPARTMENT  —  RETIREMENT 
OF  OFFICERS. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  108  officers  of  the 
Excise  are  men  of  over  forty  years' 
service,  and  that,  before  the  close  of  the 
year,  the  number  will  have  reached 
close  upon  200 ;  whether  any  represen- 
tations have  'been  made  to  him  respect- 
ing the  inefficiency  from  old  age  of  many 
of  these  officers,  who  are  supervisors 
and  collectors,  whereby  the  piiblio  ser- 
vice suffers;  and,  whether  he  proposes 
to  take  any  steps  for  the  retirement  of 
these  officers  ? 

Mb.  COUETNET  (for  the  Ohan- 
CELLOB  of  the  Exchzqxteb)  :  Out  of  a 
total  of  4,400,  there  are  at  present  115 
Excise  officers  who  have  served  for  40 
years  and  upwards ;  but  it  is  most  im- 
probable that  this  number  will  be  in- 
creased to  anything  like  the  extent 
anticipated  in  the  Question.  No  repre- 
sentations have  reached  my  right  hon. 
Eriend  or  the  Treasury  as  to  the  in- 
efficiency of  any  of  these  officers.  Under 
these  circumstances,  there  appears  to  be 
no  reason  for  interfering  with  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Board  of  Inland  Eevenue 
in  the  matter  of  retirements. 

THE    MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— 

STONEYFORD  PETTY  SESSIONS— CASE 

OF  JAMES  WALSH. 

Mb.  MAEUM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  certain  order  made  at  the  petty 
sessions  held  at  Stoneyford,  in  the 
county  of  Kilkenny,  upon  the  8th  day  of 
February  1883,  in  a  case,  at  the  suit  of 
the  Board  of  Ouardians  of  the  Union  of 
Thomastown,  against  James  Walsh,  of 
Ballinamona,  requiring  him  to  repair 
the  roofs  of  certain  houses  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  one  Catherine  Mylett  and  Patrick 
Sheelan,  and  wherein  the  presiding  ma- 
gistrates framed  the  oroer  so  as  to 
be  conditional  upon  the  pavment  of 
certain  arrears  of  rent  due  by  tnese  occu- 
pying tenants,  and  the  lodgment  of  the 
same  with  the  clerk  of  the  petty  ses- 
sions ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  objec- 
jection  to  the  production  of  such  order  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  have  received 
a  communication  from  the  clerk  of  petty 
sessions  at  Stoneyford,  which  shows 
that  no  such  order  as  the  hon.  Oen tie- 


man  mentions  has  been  made  in  this 
case.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  no  order 
whatever  has  been  made,  as  the  case 
stands  adjourned  for  further  hearing. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND) - 
SALARIES  OF  NATIONAL  SCHOOL 
TEACHERS. 

Mb.  MAEUM  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  action  of  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  of  Ireland  in  dis- 
allowing portions  of  salaries  of  National 
teachers,  owing  to  any  temporary  decline 
in  the  average  attendances  of  schools 
caused  by  a  prevalence  of  epidemics, 
whereby  the  teacher  of  the  Smithstown 
National  -  School  at  Castlecomer  was 
mulcted  recently  in.  a  loss  of  three 
pounds,  in  consequence  of  an  outbreak 
of  scarlatina  in  the  locality  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion are  not  in  the  habit  of  making 
deductions  from  the  salaries  of  National 
teachers  owing  to  any  temporary  decline 
of  attendance  of  scholars  caused  by  the 
prevalence  of  epidemics.  In  the  case 
of  the  Smithstown  School,  the  Commis- 
sioners inform  me  that  the  full  salary 
would  have  been  paid  if  the  manager 
had  made  any  representation  that  an 
epidemic  prevailed. 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL  LAW— SUR- 
RENDER OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  at  any  period  since 
1868  application  has  been  made  by  the 
Qovemment  of  Cuba  to  the  Qovemment 
of  the  Bahamas  for  the  surrender  of  poli- 
tical refugees  from  Cuba  who  had  sought 
asylum  in  the  Bahamas;  and,  whether 
at  any  time  during  that  period  any 
Cuban  refugees  residing  in  the  Bahamas 
were  forcibly  taken  away  from  those 
islands  by  a  vessel  belonging  to  or 
chartered  by  the  Cuban  Government; 
and,  if  so,  whether  any  representation 
was  made  on  the  subject  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain  ?  

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  In  August, 
1869,  application  was  made  by  the 
Spanish  Consul  at  Nassau  to  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  Bahamas  for  the  arrest 
and  detention  of  five  Cubans  who  had 
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landed  there.  This  application  was  re- 
fused by  the  Governor.  In  April,  1870, 
the  Governor  refused  to  surrender  two 
deserters  from  a  Spanish  ship  of  war. 
These  are  the  two  sole  cases  at  all  re- 
sembling applications  such  as  those 
mentioned  in  the  Question.  There  is 
no  record  in  the  Colonial  Office  of  any 
such  occurrence  as  that  mentioned  in 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  Governor  was  not 
reprimanded  either  by  Earl  Granville 
or  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  for  having 
refused  to  surrender  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  I  do  not 
think  so.  There  is  no  record  of  it ;  but 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  repeat  the 
Question  I  will  answer  it. 

THE   IRISH    LAND    COMraSSION— 
APPEALS  AT  ENNISKILLEN. 

CoLONBL  O'BEIENE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
Assizes  for  the  county  Leitrim  commence 
on  the  5th  instant;  whether  the  Chief 
Land  Commissioners  have  fixed  the 
same  and  following  days  for  hearing 
appeals  in  county  Letrim  land  cases  at 
Enniskillen;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  impossibility  of  persons  interested 
in  appeal  cases,  and  who  are  obliged 
to  attend  the  Assizes  in  various  capaci- 
ties, being  also  able  to  attend  at  Ennis- 
killen, he  will  represent  to  the  Land 
Commissioners  the  propriety  of  post- 
poning to  a  later  date  cases  from  the 
county  Leitrim  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  believe  the 
Assizes  for  the  county  of  Leitrim  are 
appointed  to  commence  on  the  date 
mentioned.  I  communicated  with  the 
Land  Commissioners  on  this  subject, 
and  have  received,  in  reply,  the  follow- 
ing telegram : — The  Land  Commissioners 
arranged  long  since  to  sit  at  Enniskillen 
on  the  5th  instant,  to  hear  appeals  from 
Fermanagh  and  Monaghan,  and  from 
portions  of  Leitrim,  Cavan,  and  Donegal. 
They  intend  to  sit  at  Enniskillen  from 
the  6th  to  the  8th,  and  then  adjourn  on 
account  of  the  Assizes  tiU  the  12th.  The 
Fermanagh  cases  will  be  taken  first 
when  the  sitting  commences  on  the  5th 
instant,  and  it  is  possible  the  Leitrim 
cases  may  not  be  reached  before  the 
adjournment  on  the  8th — ^by  which  time 
it  is  presumed  the  Assizes  for  that  county 
will  have  concluded. 


NAVY— H.M.S.   "  NEPTUNE." 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  has  read  a 
Report,  in  the  ordinary  sources  of  in- 
formation, of  the  serious  injuries  which 
are  said  to  have  occurred  to  H.M.S. 
"  Neptune,"  and  requested  him  to  state 
accurately  what  is  the  real  amount  of 
damage  which  that  ship  has  sustained  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERMAN  ; 
Yes,  Sir;  I  have  seen  the  Report  to 
which  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  refers,  and  it  contains  a  great 
exaggeration  of  the  facts  r^garding  the 
N$piune,  The  practical  officers,  who 
have  examined  the  ship  in  dock,  report 
that  some  defective  arrangements  and 
workmanship  exist  in  the  fastening  of 
the  wooden  sheathing  with  which  the 
hull  is  cased.  These  defects  iv^ill,  at  no 
very  distant  period,  require  remedy; 
but  any  evil  that  exists  does  not  extend 
to,  or  in  any  way  afifect,  the  iron  hull 
itself,  and  the  ship  is  quite  in  a  condition 
to  proceed  to  sea,  and  join  the  Channel 
Squadron  as  intended. 

THE    PAEKS    (METROPOLIS)— HYDE 

PARK. 

Sib  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Why  the 
brick  arching  of  the  new  reservoir  in 
Hyde  Park  has  not  been  kept  below  the 
ground  level  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  The  reser- 
voir  which  supplies  some  of  the  Public 
Offices  with  water  is  there,  and  every 
foot  gained  in  height  is  of  very  great 
importance  for  the  safety  of  those  build- 
ings. The  ground,  however,  will  be 
made  to  slope  gradually  towards  it,  and 
I  think  the  reservoir  will  then  be  quite 
invisible. 

SUEZ  CANAL  REPORT,  No.  41. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  attenlion 
has  been  called  to  contradictory  Tables 
in  the  Suez  Canal  Report,  No.  41 ;  if  he 
has  observed  that  the  French  Table 
(D.  VII.)  shows  the  trade  of  France 
with  China  to  have  been  in  some  years 
from  two  to  ten  times  greater  than  the 
Chinese  Table  (D.  V.)  states  China  to 
have  had  with  dl  the  continental  Coun- 
tries of  Europe  put  together ;  and,  if  he  • 
can  say  which  Table  is  correct  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  ha4  been  called  to  ^esQ 
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Tables.  He  did  not  think  that  they 
were  neoessanly  contradictory;  but  they, 
BO  doubt,  required  some  explanation  to 
make  them  intelligible.  The  Tables 
(D.  VII.)  were  from  French  Official  Re- 
turns,  and  the  Tables  (D.  V.)  were  from 
the  Hetums  of  the  Chinese  Imperial 
Manager  of  Customs;  and  he  thought 
that  these  were  Tables  referring  only  to 
the  exports  from  Treaty  ports,  and  that, 
probably,  they  excluded  from  considera- 
tion all  the  exports  from  Hong  Kong 
and  Macao,  and  some  other  ports,  and 
that  in  that  way  the  discrepancy  might 
be  accounted  for. 


BOARD  OF  TRADE  —  THE  TRINITY 
HOUSE  —  COMMUNICATION  BE- 
TWEEN LIGHTHOUSES  AND  THE 
SHORE. 

Mr.  VIVIAN  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  there  is 
any  immediate  prospect  of  the  Trinity 
Board  taking  into  their  favourable  con- 
sideration the  question  of  establishing 
communication  between  out-lying  light- 
houses and  the  shore  by  means  of  elec- 
tric cables,  which  was  first  brought  under 
their  notice  in  1875  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  have  made 
inquiries,  and  I  find  that  this  subject 
has  received  for  a  long  while  the  care- 
ful attention  both  of  the  authorities  of 
the  Trinity  Board  and  the  Board  of 
Trade.  For  myself,  I  am  not  quite  cer- 
tain that  the  result  to  be  attained  by 
such  a  communication  as  proposed  would 
justify  the  very  large  expenditure  which 
woula  be  incurred;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  we  have  been  anxious  that  the 
experiment  should  be  made;  and,  ao- 
coraingly,  as  I  learned  some  time  ago 
that  the  Telegraph  Construction  and 
Maintenance  Company  were  willing  to 
try  the  experiment  for  12  months,  at 
their  own  risk  and  cost,  I  sanctioned  the 
experiment,  with  the  proviso  that,  if  it 
were  successful,  the  Trinity  House  were 
to  purchase  the  cables  and  apparatus 
for  the  sum  of  £3,730  ;  but  I  thought  it 
necessary  that  the  determination  of  the 
question,  whether  the  experiments  were 
successful  or  not,  should  be  left  to  Sir 
James  Douglas,  the  engineer  of  the 
Trinity  House  Corporation,  and  I  find 
that  the  Telegraph  Company  have  ob- 
jected to  that  condition,  bo  that  for  the 
moment  the  negotiations  have  been  sus- 
jjended.     I  hope,  however,  it  will  still  I 
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be  practicable  to  make  some  arrange- 
ment by  which  the  experiment  will  be 
tried. 

THE  CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES -MR. 

PLAYFAIR. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  one  moment,  while  I  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  my  very  great  re- 
gret that  I  nad,  through  inadvertence, 
left  the  House  this  morning  before  the 
announcement  was  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Universities  of  Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drews of  his  intention  to  resign  the 
Chair  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  I  extremely  regret  to  have 
missed  the  proper  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing, on  behalf  of  myself  and  many 
Friends,  the  feelings  of  regret  with 
which  they  heard  the  cause  which  has 
led  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  retire, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  express  our 
sense  of  the  great  labour  which  he  has 
undergone  during  the  time  he  was  in 
the  Chair.  It  is  an  office  which  we  all 
know  taxes  very  severely  the  powers  of 
everyone  who  undertakes  it ;  and  cer- 
tainly the  time  during  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — whom  I  have  known 
in  various  capacities  for  many  years — 
has  held  that  office,  has  been  one  of  no 
insignificant  severity.  I  hope  we  shall 
for  many  years  have  the  advantage  of 
the  assistance  of  his  services  in  the 
conduct  of  other  Business  in  this  House, 
of  which  he  has  been  a  most  valuable 
Member. 

PARLIAMENT—PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

SiK  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE :  I 
should  be  glad  now  if  Government 
would  tell  us  what  the  arrangement  of 
Public  Business  will  be  to-night,  and 
what  will  be  the  course  of  Business  on 
Monday,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
Egyptian  Estimates  ?  I  see  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Bill  stands  for  second 
reading  then.  I  presume  it  will  not  be 
taken  ;  but  I  am  anxious  to  know  autho- 
ritatively ? 

The  Marqttess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  hope  the  House  will  be  willing  to  go 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  or,  at  all 
events,  to  commence  the  consideration  of 
the  Estimates  at  any  hour  up  to  12 
o'clock  to-night.  The  Business  on  Mon- 
day will  be  Supply.    The  first  Business 
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will  be  the  oompletion  of  any  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  not  disposed  of  to- 
night 

•  Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  :  Will 
any  other  Estimates  be  taken  then  ? 

Thb  CH  ANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Ohildsbs)  :  On  Monday  we 
could  not  take  any  but  Supplementary 
Estimates. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
Then  it  will  be  distinctly  understood 
that  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill  will 
not  be  taken  on  Monday  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  oy  HARTINQTON  : 
Yes. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
whether  it  was  intended  to  take  the 
Army  Estimates  during  the  next  week  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  H ARTINGTON  :  I 
hope,  if  sufficient  progress  is  made,  to 
take  them  on  Thursday  next. 

PARLIAMENT— THE   NEW    RULES    OF 

PROCEDURE. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
it  would  be  regular  under  the  New  Rules 
of  Procedure,  when  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  were  taken  on  Monday,  for  an 
hon.  Member  to  make  a  Motion  on  first 
taking  each  of  the  three  classes  of  Esti- 
mates— Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  New  Rule  pro- 
vides that  the  Speaker  should  leave  the 
Chair  on  Mondays  and  Thursdays  with- 
out Question  put,  except  on  first  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  upon  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
the  Rule  in  regard  to  first  going  into 
Supply  would  apply  to  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates,  and  justify  an  hon. 
Member  in  making  a  Motion  on  each 
class  of  Estimates  f 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  Supplementary 
estimates  are  proposed  on  Monday  as 
the  first  Order  of  the  Bay,  it  will  be  my 
duty,  as  soon  as  the  Order  for  going 
iuto  Supply  is  read,  to  leave  the  Chair. 

THIS  HOUSE— TELEPHONIC  COMMUNI- 
CATION WITH  THE  laOHANGE. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  When,  according 
to  his  promise,  he  would  place  the  House 
in  telephonic  communication  with  the 
Hxchange  ?  

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  hope 
before  lon^  it  will  be  done, 


Mr.  RITCHIE:  How  long?  Any 
mercantile  house  in  the  City  can  have  it 
in  24  hours. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  hope  it 
will  be  done  in  afew.days. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAT. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  road. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

COMPULSORY  EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY,  in  rising  to 
move — 

"  Tliat  it  is  expedient  to  introduce  into  Ireland 
the  principle  of  Compulsory  Education,  with 
such  modifications  as  the  social  and  religious 
conditions  of  the  Country  require,'* 

said,  he  did  not  think  that  primary 
education  would  ever  enable  the  Irish 
people  to  deal  with  great  political  ques- 
tions. It  was  quite  true  that  a  little 
learning  was  a  dangerous  thing ;  but  he 
thought  that  a  mass  of  ignorance  was  a 
far  greater  evil.  There  was  very  little 
crime  of  the  ordinary  character  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  little  crime  that  did  take 
place  there  was  the  result  of  drink.  He 
thought  that  primary  education  was  a 
powerful  instrument  for  good ;  and  if^  as 
he  believed,  education  would  make  the 
Irish  people  more  sober,  then  there  were 
good  reasons  for  considering  it.  It  was 
not  necessary  to  say  anything  in  proof 
of  the  assertion  that  education  was  neces- 
sary to  the  body  of  the  people.  There 
was  at  present  a  movement  in  favour  of 
technical  education ;  but  such  teaching 
would  be  of  little  use  unless  founded 
upon  general  education — and  this  was 
particularly  the  case  in  regard  to 
agriculture,  the  principal  occupation  of 
the  Irish  people.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  teaching  a  man  to  read  and 
write  would  teach  him  ag^culture ;  but 
the  general  education  would  assist  him 
in  the  technical  education  in  agriculture. 
The  great  majority  of  the  people  were 
Celts,  with  all  the  impulsiveness  and 
impetuosity  which  belonged  to  the  race. 
In  a  primitive  community,  men  of  this 
temperament  might  be  allowed  to  guide 
themselves ;  but  in  a  more  complex  so- 
ciety, and  especially  in  a  country  where 
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every  man  was  a  politician,  they  required 
reason  and  edacation  to  enable  the  peo- 

51e  to  act  with  moderation  and  prudence, 
'he  statement  of  a  few  facts  was  neces* 
sary  to  the  discussion  of  the  question  of 
education  in  Ireland.  According  to  Eng- 
lish experience,  the  school  age  was 
between  the  ages  of  5  and  13,  and 
the  number  of  cbildren  in  Ireland  be- 
tween those  ages  was  1,100,000  ;  but  the 
children  in  Ireland  went  to  school  at  an 
earlier  age,  about  three  or  four  years  of 
age,  and  he  thought  it  might  be  said 
that  the  16th  year  might  be  regarded  as 
coming  within  the  school  age  in  Ireland. 
That  would  add  another  300,000  to  the 
1,100,000  he  had  already  mentioned, 
thus  bringing  up  the  total  to  1,400,000. 
Deducting  from  that  the  children  of  the 
middle  and  upper  classes,  he  estimated 
that  about  1,300,000  children  in  Ire- 
land were  within  the  range  of  piimary 
education,  to  accommodate  whom  there 
were  9,100  schools,  national  and  de- 
nominational in  character.  In  1881 
there  were  about  7,615  national  schools, 
and  about  1,600  schools  unconnected 
with  the  State.  The  national  schools 
at  that  period  had  no  less  than 
1,066,000  children  on  the  rolls,  and 
there  were  at  least  100,000  children 
on  the  rolls  of  other  schools,  making, 
roughly,  a  total  of  1,150,000.  Thus, 
about  90  per  cent  of  the  children  who 
ought  to  go  to  school  were  on  the  rolls 
of  one  school  or  another ;  but  what  they 
wanted  was  to  make  the  children  who 
did  go  to  school  put  in  a  sufficient 
number  of  attendances.  The  National 
Board  gave  some  statistics  it  was  worth 
considering.  In  the  first  place,  they 
gave  the  number  who  attenaed  on  any 
one  day  during  the  last  14  days  of 
the  year,  and  that  number  was  674,200. 
That  number  would  contain  every  child 
who  had  any  chance  of  gaining  results, 
and  it  was  also  pretty  certain  it  would 
contain  a  large  number  who  came  there 
casually.  The  average  daily  attendance 
was  given  at  453,000.  He  found  a  few 
figures  in  the  Census  Papers  of  1881, 
which  threw  a  very  clear  light  on  that 
important  question.  It  might  be  taken 
for  granted  that  the  attendance  at  the  na- 
tional schools,  which  were  more  largely 
and  regularly  attended  than  the  rural 
schools,  was  not  much  higher  than  the 
figures  he  was  about  to  give.  Out  of 
the  children  who  attended  school  12^ 
per  cent  made  less  than  20  attendances 
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in  the  year ;  over  23  per  cent  made  less 
than  40 ;  41  per  cent  under  80  ;  51  per 
cent  under  100  attendances ;  and  only  49 
per  cent,  just  half  the  number  on  the 
roll  of  the  schools,  made  100  attendances 
and  upwards.     There  were  many  rea- 
sons wny  good  attendance  at  the  schools 
in  Ireland  was  desirable.    A  good  many 
of  the  children  were  taken  early  from 
school  to  discharge  domestic  duties  and 
to  work  on  farms,  and  unless  they  at- 
tended school  with  regularity  they  never 
learned  anything.     A  large  number  of 
children  went  late  to  school,  and  if  chil- 
dren were  absent  for  an  interval  of  a 
week  Dv  a  month,  they  naturally  forgot 
all  they  had  previously  learned  ;  and  it 
was  therefore  for  the  purpose  of  increas- 
ing and  regularizing  tne  attendance  that 
they  wanted  compulsion  in  Ireland ;  and 
he  submitted  that  if  compulsion  was  in- 
troduced and  employed  generally  and 
rationally,  it  would  involve  no  revolu- 
tionary change  in  Ireland.    Nearly  all 
the  children  were  upon  the  roll,  and  had 
the  idea  of  school  in  their  minds,  and 
what  they  wanted  to  do  was  to  make 
them  attend  more  frequently.     What 
should  be  the  average  attendance  ?  Any 
proportion  of  80  would  certainly  be  in- 
adequate.    Experience  in  this  and  other 
countries  had  pointed  to   100    at   the 
lowest,  and  men  of  education  and  ex- 
perience had  fixed  on  not  less  than  that 
number  as  being  adequate  in  Ireland, 
especially  as  in  the  educational  status  of 
the  country  100  was  the  minimum  which 
entitled  a  child  to  go  in  for  results.    He 
would  not,  however,  ask  the  House  then 
to  fix  on  any  number.  He  would  simply 
say  that  the  present  rate  of  attendance 
was  insufficient,  and  should  be  raised. 
The  degree  of  illiteracy  existing  in  Ire- 
land was  a  cardinal  test  of  the  necessity 
of  compulsion,  and  he  must  explain  that 
what  he  meant  in  this  instance  by  illite- 
racy was  being  unable  either  to  read  or 
write.  In  1841,  53  per  cent  of  the  popu- 
lation could  not  read  or  write ;  in  1851, 
47  per  cent;  in  1861,  39  per  cent;  ia 
1871,  33  per  cent ;  and  in  1881,  25  per 
cent.     The  reduction  from  53  to  25  per 
cent  looked  very  large ;  but  the  House 
must  recollect  that  that  was  over  a  period 
of  40  years,  a  great  space  of  time  in  the 
history  of  a  nation  in  the  present  day ; 
and,  again,  in  1841,  the  population  was 
greatly  in  excess  of  what  it  was  now, 
and  there  was  a  greater  amount  of  dis- 
tress prevailing.  Again,  that  percentage 
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of  illiteracy  was  not  uniyersal  in  Ireland, 
being  much  lower  in  some  portions  than 
in  others.  For  instance,  in  Ulster  the 
percentage  was  only  20,  while  in  Con- 
naaght  it  was  38,  and  in  this  respect 
Connaught  to  -  day  was  in  the  same 
condition  as  Ulster  40  years  ago,  al- 
though Connaught  had  lost  a  large 
number  of  that  class  of  the  population 
among  whom  ignorance  was  chiefly 
found.  In  1881,  28^  per  cent  of  children 
between  the  ages  of  5  and  10  could  read 
and  write ;  73  per  cent  between  the 
ages  of  10  and  15,  and  77  per  cent 
between  the  ages  of  15  and  20.  Surely 
eveiy  child  between  the  ages  of  5  and  10 
shotdd  be  able  to  read  and  write,  yet  at 
present  only  28  per  cent  could  do  so  in 
Ireland ;  and  as  to  the  other  figures,  it 
was  a  serious  prospect  that  25  per  cent 
of  the  population  should  be  growing  up 
in  almost  absolute  ignorance.  Other 
countries  had  determined  there  should 
be  no  residuum  of  ignorance  in  their 
land ;  they  had  taken  steps  to  that  end, 
had  sacrificed  parental  authority,  and 
had  undergone  great  expense,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  wise  on  the 
part  of  Ireland  to  remain  behind  them 
on  the  march.  The  compulsion  he  pro- 
posed would  only  involye  an  expense  of 
£70,000  a-year,  which  would  represent 
the  increased  expense  of  teaching  staff 
consequent  upon  a  moderate  system  of 
compulsion.  If  there  was  an  increased 
demand  for  accommodation  in  denomi- 
national schools,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  religious  zeal  of  the  community 
would  meet  that  want  to  a  large  extent. 
He  must,  however,  remind  the  House 
that  nothing  could  be  done  in  Ireland  to 
enforce  compulsion  unless  it  was  con- 
sonant to  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple. He  was  not  deputed  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church, 
nor  was  he  in  any  way  competent  to  do 
BO.  But  he  could  speak  from  what  he 
knew  of  the  course  which  the  Catholic 
Church  had  taken  on  the  subject  of 
education,  and  from  sympathy  with 
Catholic  feeling  which,  as  a  member 
of  that  Church,  he  entertained.  The 
national  system  of  education  was  largely 
used  by  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church; 
but  it  nad  never  been  thoroughly  ac- 
cepted as  satisfactory  in  principle.  There 
were  some  branches  of  it  to  which  special 
exception  was  taken — namely,  the  model 
schools  and  the  system  of  training ;  and 
the  friends  of  education  in  Ireland  had 


heard  with  pleasure  that  the  question 
of  training  would  soon  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Qovernment.  He  might,  however, 
state  that  it  was  quite  possible  that  the 
rules  of  the  national  schools  of  Ireland 
might  be  so  altered  under  new  manage- 
ment as  to  be  highly  objectionable  to  the 
Boman  Catholics,  who  might,  conse- 
quently, have  great  hesitation  in  send- 
ing their  children  to  those  schools.  Were 
the  compulsory  system  adopted  in  Ire- 
land, it  would  be  necessary  to  provide 
special  exemptions  in  many  cases  where 
parents,  whether  Protestant  or  Boman 
Catholic,  might  object  to  send  their 
children  to  the  only  school  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood on  the  ground  of  religion, 
because  it  was  well  known  that  in  many 
instances  secular  schools  became  deno- 
minational schools.  If  these  special 
exemptions  were  not  provided  for,  com- 
pulsion would  do  more  harm  than  good 
in  Ireland.  Other  exemptions  ought  to 
be  provided  in  reference  to  the  condition 
of  the  country,  because  it  might  so 
happen  that  want  of  food  or  clothing 
might  prevent  parents  sending  their 
children  to  school.  He  would  leave  it 
to  persons  in  the  locality  to  set  the  law 
of  compulsion  in  force  in  gross  cases  of 
neglect  on  the  part  of  the  parents,  and 
he  thought  no  proceedings  should  be 
allowed  to  be  taken  without  the  permis- 
sion of  the  tribunal  before  whom  the 
case  was  ultimately  to  come.  With 
respect  to  the  tribunal,  he  acknowledged 
that  the  magistrates  of  Ireland  were  not 
as  popular  as  the  magistrates  of  Eng- 
land ;  but  in  a  purely  social  matter  of 
this  kind  he  believed  the  magistrates 
would  have  regard  to  the  feelings  of 
the  people,  and  would  not  do  anything 
that  would  impose  hardship  upon  them. 
There  were  many  delicate  topics  con- 
nected with  the  subject,  all  of  which 
he  had  endeavoured  to  avoid.  It  was 
always  well,  in  dealing  with  educa- 
tional matters,  to  steer  clear  of  questions 
which  might  crive  rise  to  conflict.  Public 
opinion  had  of  late  years  greatly  ripened 
with  respect  to  this  question.  He  be- 
lieved the  course  he  advocated  would 
succeed,  because  it  was  now  recognized 
that  the  general  spirit  of  education 
among  the  people  of  Ireland  was  necos- 
sary  to  enable  them  to.  enjoy  free  in- 
stitutions, to  promote  their  industrial 
progress,  and  to  enable  them  to  rise 
and  hold  that  position  among  civilized 
peoples   worthy  of    their   hopes,  their 
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capacities,  and  the  old  traditions  of 
their  country.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  his 
Besolution. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  rose  to 
second  the  Besolution.  He  said,  that 
the  first  real  difficulty  that  would  con- 
front the  State  in  any  attempt  to  enforce 
education  unreservedly  was  the  poverty 
of  the  Irish  people.  This  consideration 
doubtless  weighed  with  the  Commission 
of  Inquiry  of  1870,  which  reported  that 
it  would  be  inexpedient  to  pass  any  law 
compelling  attendance  at  school  in  rural 
districts,  and  that  in  towns  the  applica- 
tion of  any  such  law  should  be  limited 
to  children  who  were  not  actually  at 
work.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
now  recommended  the  adoption  of  the 
principle  of  compulsory  education  for 
rural  as  well  as  urban  districts,  recog- 
nizing, however,  that  there  was  need 
for  discrimination  in  certain  cases,  as 
where  a  child  was  too  destitute  to  appear 
at  school,  or  where  occupation  afforded 
grounds  for  exemption,  or  where  exemp- 
tion might  be  claimed  on  the  ground  of 
the  distance  of  a  child's  dwelling  from 
a  school.  With  regard  to  the  demand 
for  exemption  based  on  the  ground  of 
destitution,  he  held  that  the  poverty  of 
the  West  of  Ireland  must  itself  prove 
the  primd  facte  impossibility  of  any  ab- 
solute system  of  compulsion.  The  aver- 
age day  attendances  at  the  schools  in 
Ireland  in  1881  was  465,567,  which  was 
a  decrease  of  14,000  in  comparison  with 
1880.  There  had  been,  however,  an 
abnormal  increase  in  1880,  as  compared 
with  1879,  of  33,000— an  increase  which 
was  due  to  the  desire  of  the  children  to 
receive  the  rations  distributed  during 
the  period  of  distress.  As  to  exemption 
on  the  ground  of  distance  from  school, 
he  believed  there  were  few  places  in 
Ireland  where  there  was  not  a  school  of 
some  kind  or  other  within  two  miles. 
He,  therefore,  did  not  anticipate  much 
difficulty  in  connection  with  this  ground 
for  exemption;  but  he  would,  taking 
into  consideration  the  roughness  of  the 
roads,  and  the  fact  that  the  poorer 
children  in  Ireland  had  not  shoes,  be 
inclined  to  as  great  leniency  as  the  ut- 
most limits  of  prudence  would  sanction. 
The  third  social  exemption  which  he 
would  make  would  be  that  of  occupation. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  the  capital 
of  a  cottier  was  his  own  industry  and 
that  of  his  family ;  but  he  did  not  be- 

Mr.  O*  Shau^hnen^ 


lieve  that  children  would  be  debarred  on 
this  ground,  except  on  particular  occa- 
sions such  as  the  hay-making  time. 
There  was  another  element  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  poverty  which  should 
not  be  lost  sight  of,  and  that  was  the 
importable  character  of  the  food  of  the 
poorer  classes,  such  as  the  pototo  or  its 
substitute  in  some  cases  of  Indian  com* 
The  validity  of  a  claim  to  exemption 
ought  to  be  determined  by  the  Besident 
Magistrates.  He  was  aware  that  the 
magistrates  were  subject  at  present  to 
considerable  popular  dislike ;  but  they 
were  a  resident  body,  and  in  the  per- 
formance of  these  duties  of  a  now  poli- 
tical character,  he  could  not  conceive 
that  they  would  be  likely  to  act  with 
other  than  intelligence  and  impar- 
tiality. He  now  came  to  the  question 
of  exemption  on  the  ground  of  religion. 
In  1832  the  policy  of  a  denominational 
system  of  education  was  distinctly  sanc- 
tioned. In  that  year,  a  conference  was 
held  between  Mr.  Stanley  (then  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland)  and  the  members 
of  the  National  Board  for  Education 
upon  the  subject  of  the  admissibility  of 
schools  into  the  national  system  which 
were  conducted  by  men  described  as 
monks.  The  result  was  that  no  objec- 
tion to  assist  those  schools  was  made  by 
any  members  of  the  Board  or  the  Chief 
Secretary.  Nuns  and  monks  who  were 
teachers  received  salaries,  and  schools 
under  such  teachers  obtained  the  same 
assistance  on  the  same  terms  as  other 
schools.     The  National  Board  said— 

*'  We  have  assisted  in  building  and  repairiiur 
their  school-houses,  and  we  hare  given  salaries. ' 

Mr.  O'Connell,  in  accepting  Mr.  Stan- 
ley's proposal,  observed — 

"  Let  the  Protestants  and  Presbyteriani  bo 
educated  in  Scripture  or  any  other  coarse  of 
study  they  please.  All  the  Catholics  asked  was 
the  benefit  of  education  accompanied  with  their 
own  mode  of  religious  instruction." 

It  was  not  from  the  Catholics  as  a  body 
that  the  opposition  to  the  national  sys- 
tem came  so  much  as  from  the  Protest- 
ants. The  Presbyterian  Synod  would 
not  accept  the  proposal  of  the  Board  to 
separate  the  reading  of  the  Bible  from 
ordinary  instruction.  The  Eev.  Mr. 
Bogers,  the  Moderator  of  the  Presby- 
terian Synod  in  1837,  told  the  House  of 
Lords  Committee  that  they  could  not  act 
with  the  National  Board,  which  main- 
tained the  right  of  separate  religious  ia- 
Btruction  being  given  to  Boman  CathoUos 
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by  zninisters  of  their  own  persuasion. 
The  same  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
I^testant  laity  was  expressed  by  Mr. 
Hoyton,  Fellow  and  Tutor  of  Trinity 
College,  in  reply  to  a  question  addressed 
to  him  by  the  Prime  Minister  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  1837.  The  attitude  of 
the  Established  Church  was  no  less  hos- 
tile. Dr.  Trench,  Archbishop  of  Tuam, 
denounced  "  this  e^gy  of  a  system  of 
national  education  as  an  unclean  thing." 
The  Protestant  landlords  in  some  eases 
refused  sites  for  school-houses,  held 
meetings  to  denounce  the  system,  and 
exercised  such  moral  pressure  as  they 
could  to  prevent  their  tenantry  from 
Bending  their  children  to  the  schools. 
This  opposition  of  the  Protestant  Party 
led  to  two  results.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Presbyterians  and  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  set  up  their  own 
schools,  a  circumstance  which  explained 
to  some  extent  the  fact  that  in  I860 
nearly  84  percent  of  the  children  attend- 
ing national  schools  were  Boman  Ca- 
tholics ;  and  even,  in  1881,  though  there 
was  an  improvement,  the  proportion  of 
Soman  Catholics  in  mixed  schools,  after 
making  allowance  for  the  far  larger 
proportion  of  mixed  schools  under  Roman 
Oatholic  teachers  exclusively,  was  as  71 
to  50.  But  the  second  result  of  the 
Protestant  opposition  was  a  direct  con- 
cession on  the  part  of  the  National 
Board  to  denominational  education,  in 
accepting  the  principle  that  religious 
instruction  might  be  given  during  any 
of  the  school  hours,  and  not  requiring 
managers  of  non-vested  schools  to  give 
the  use  of  their  school-rooms  to  clergy- 
men or  laymen  of  other  denominations 
for  religious  instruction.  It  seemed  to 
him  clear  that  from  the  first  the  peculiar 
religious  condition  of  Ireland — the  poli- 
tical as  well  as  the  doctrinal  character  of 
the  conflict  between  Protestantism  and 
Catholicism — was  taken  into  considera- 
tion, and  the  State  was  forced  into  ac- 
cepting in  reality  a  system  of  denomina- 
tional education.  There  were  national 
convent  schools,  there  were  nearly  3,000 
national  mixed  schools  under  Koman 
Catholic  teachers  exclusively,  and  there 
were  1,304  under  Protestant  teachers 
exclusively,  as  compared  with  85  only 
under  Boman  Catholic  and  Protestant 
teachers  conjointly.  In  Ireland  the 
attitude  of  the  Boman  Catholics  towards 
the  national  system  was  one  of  increas- 


ing confidence.  In  the  mixed  schools, 
under  Boman  Catholic  and  Protestant 
teachers,  in  1881,  the  proportion  of 
Boman  Catholics  to  the  total  mixed 
attendance  was  a  fraction  over  one-half. 
Of  the  138  schools  added  to  the  list  of 
national  schools  in  1881,  75  were  due  to 
the  operation  chiefly  of  the  Boman 
Catholics,  and  in  the  year  1881  over 
814,000  Boman  Cathohc  children  at- 
tended national  schools  out  of  a  total  of 
1,100,000  of  school  age — namely,  from 
5  to  16.  He  held  that  it  would  be  most 
unwise  to  check  this  advance  among  the 
Boman  Catholics — the  vast  majority  of 
the  Irish  people — by  any  Act  which 
would  not  fully  appreciate  their  religious 
susceptibilities.  He  believed  there  was 
a  desire  on  the  part  of  some  to  substitute 
for  the  National  Board  of  Commissioners 
a  general  Minister  of  Education  for  the 
three  countries.  That  desire  shaped 
itself  into  a  definite  proposal  when  the 
Duke  of  Marlborough  brought  forward 
a  Qill  in  1867  to  provide  for  this  change. 
The  Commission  of  1870  went  into  the 
point,  and  examined  Mr.  Macdonell, 
who  stated  in  his  evidence  that  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  to  get  any  person 
who  would  be  able  to  understand  so 
clearly  everything  connected  with  Irish 
education  as  a  Board  of  Commissioners, 
representing  North  and  South,  town  and 
country,  and  the  different  religious 
denominations.  The  Commission  re- 
ported that  an  unpaid  Board  represent- 
ing the  different  sections  of  the  com- 
munity ought  to  be  maintained.  There 
were  objections  to  any  Qovemment  offi- 
cial taking  the  place  of  the  National 
Board,  or  assuming  to  control  them, 
stronger  now  than  in  1 870.  In  the  first 
place,  the  system  of  Irish  education  if 
it  was  to  succeed  must  be  plastic,  and 
not  controlled  by  fixed  official  rules.  If 
controlled  by  a  Government  official,  jthere 
would  always  be  a  temptation — which 
would  certainly  engender  distrust  in  the 
Irish  mind — to  bring  the  Irish  into  uni- 
formity with  the  English  system.  An- 
other objection  was  a  political  one — 
namely,  the  odium  which  any  direct  in- 
terference of  Government  officialism 
would  create  in  dealing  with  so  delicate 
a  problem.  He  was  glad  that  the  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did 
not  involve  the  imposition  of  an  educa- 
tion rate.  The  failure  of  the  scheme  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael 
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Hicks-Beach),  when  he  was  in  Office, 
by  which  the  State  was  to  give  to  suc- 
cessful schoolmasters  a  grant  of  two- 
thirds,  the  first  absolute^  the  second  con- 
ditional upon  the  Unions  contributing 
the  remaining  third,  was  due  to  the  prac- 
tical difficulty  of  raising  local  rates,  and 
the  money  which  it  was  then  intended  to 
bestow  on  education  had  to  be  raised  in 
another  way.  It  was  very  noticeable 
that  the  local  aid  to  schools  in  1881  had 
fallen  to  £9,840,  as  compared  with 
£27,918  in  1875.  Again,  the  local  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland,  which  was  already  very 
oppressive,  had  increased  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  very  slight  increase 
in  the  valuation  of  property.  In  1872 
the  total  local  taxation  of  the  country 
was  £2,905,000,  and  the  valuation 
£13,329,000;  in  1876  the  taxation 
was  £3,242,000,  and  the  valuation 
£13,512,000;  and  in  1880  the  taxa- 
tion was  £3,292,000,  and  the  valuation 
£13,769,000,  illustrating  that  while  the 
local  taxation  had  nearly  doubled,  the 
valuation  of  property  had  remained 
nearly  stationary.  These  figures  showed 
that  it  would  be  most  imprudent  to  en- 
deavour to  raise  the  additional  sum  re- 
quired by  means  of  the  local  rates.  The 
Motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
perhaps  open  to  criticism,  on  the  ground 
that  it  had  not  specified  the  mode  of  com- 
pulsion more  clearlv.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  his  hon.  ana  learned  Friend  had 
gone  into  the  mode  of  compulsion  as  far 
as  prudence  would  justify,  for  the  House 
must  bear  in  mind  that,  in  regard  to  so 
delicate  a  question  as  that  of  compul- 
sory education  in  Ireland,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  build  up  public  opinion  in  its 
favour.  Without  such  an  alliance,  it 
could  never  be  carried  out,  and  to  obtain 
its  assistance,  great  circumspection,  pa- 
tience, and  avoidance  of  offence  was 
requisite  ;  but,  whatever  might  bo  urged 
in  criticism  of  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  it  nad,  at  any  rate, 
done  good  work  in  showing  the  necessity 
of  improving  the  educational  condition 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  that,  he  be- 
lieved, was  a  task  that  could  be  accom- 
plished only  by  acting  in  sympathy  with 
the  great  social  and  religious  peculi- 
arities of  the  country.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  <'That,"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
*'  it  is  expedient  to  introduce  into  Ireland  the 

FUcQunt  Lyminfion 


principle  of  Compulsory  Education,  with  such 
modifications  as  the  social  and  religions  condi- 
tions of  the  Ck>untry  require," — (Mr,  G'Shau^hm 
netty,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  that 
when  the  noble  Yiscount  who  had  just 
sat  down  concluded  by  saying  he  should 
second  the  Motion,  he  removed  a  doubt 
in  his  mind  whether  he  was  not  going 
to  oppose  it.    During  a  very  consider- 
able part  of  his  speech  the  noble  Yis- 
count was  like  another  Balaam ;  and 
although  it  appeared  he  really  came  to 
bless  the  Besolution,  he  seemed  all  the 
time  to  be  cursing  it.     The  noble  Yis- 
count addressed  himself  rather  to  the 
question  of   denominational   education 
than  compulsory  education,  and  spent 
considerable  time   in  denunciations  of 
Protestant  landlords  and  Roman  Catho- 
lic clergy.     From  what  had  happened  in 
the  controversial  times  long  by,  he  was 
glad  that  those  controversies  had  gone 
by,    and  glad,  too,   that  the  first  op- 
portunity of  addressing  the  House  of 
Commons  since  his  last  election  was  from 
a  platform  on  which    he  thought  all 
friends  of  Ireland  could  meet,  and  that 
was,  that  the  education  of  the  children 
was  deserving,  at  any  rate,  of  considera- 
tion and  improvement.     It  was  a  sad 
fact  that  25  per  cent  of  the  rising  genera- 
tion were  growing  up  in  ignorance.  For 
his  part,  he  was  entirely  in  favour  of 
some  limited  degree  of  compulsion  which 
would  oblige  children  to  attend  regularly 
to  receive  their  instruction.  He  believed 
that  the  habit  of  regularity  which  would 
thus  be  enforced  would  be  almost  as 
valuable  to  the  children  as  the  actual 
knowledge  they  would  acquire.    There 
was  no  greater  weakness  in  the  character 
of  the  Irish  peasant  than  his  fatal  habit 
of  irregularity.     Now,  if  the  children 
were  forced  into  a  school  at  fixed  and 
stated  hours,  a  habit  of  regularity  would 
be  given  to  them  which  would  not  leave 
them  in  after  life.     Though  they  might 
forget  their  ABC,  or  their  pot-hooks 
and  hangers,  the  habit  of  discipline  and 
obedience  to  orders  would  remain.    For 
that  reason,  among  many  others,  he  ad- 
vocated compulsory  education  to  a  certain 
extent.     But  compulsory  education  in 
Ireland  must  be  guarded.  In  the  poorer 
parts  of  Ireland  the  children  ooiud  not 
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he  taken  away  from  their  parents  at  cer- 
tain times  of  the  year.  At  the  time  of 
setting  the  potato  crop,  at  tbe  hay 
harvest,  and  at  corn  harvest,  the  chil- 
dren were  necessarily  wanted  in  the 
fields.  Bnt  he  believed  the  number  of 
attendances  specified  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friena  the  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy) — namely,  100  per 
annum,  were  not  too  many,  and  would 
enable  the  children  to  assist  their  parents 
in  all  necessary  field  pursuits.  Again, 
great  care  was  necessary  in  dealing  with 
the  question  of  religion ;  but  in  the  present 
case  there  need  be  no  real  difficulty.  Here 
and  there  there  were  districts  containing 
a  scattered  Protestant  population,  living 
at  a  great  distance  from  schools  of  their 
own  denomination.  But  he  knew,  from 
his  own  experience  as  manager  and 
patron  of  four  national  schools,  that  in 
such  cases  the  Protestants  did  not  ob- 
ject to  their  children  going  to  a  properly 
managed  Boman  Catholic  school,  in 
which  the  rules  of  the  National  Board 
were  strictly  observed.  The  same  thing 
could  be  said  of  Eoman  Catholic  children 
attending  Protestant  schools,  and  there 
was  nothing  which  the  Inspectors  more 
looked  after  than  that  the  instructions 
relating  to  religious  teaching  were  ob- 
served. He  had  risen  merely  to  give  his 
hearty  support  to  the  principle  which 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  laid 
down ;  and  he  could  only  express  his  re- 
gret and  astonishment  that  there  was 
not  a  larger  attendance  of  Irish  Members 
at  a  discussion  which  so  much  affected 
the  welfare  of  the  rising  generation. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIE:  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy)  has  been  opportune  in 
bringing  before  the  attention  of  the 
Honse  the  imperative  need  of  carrying 
to  the  homes  of  the  Irish  population  the 
blessings  which  arise  when  education 
becomes  universal  among  a  people.  In 
one  respect  Ireland  has  been  far  ahead 
of  both  England  and  Scotland  in  the 
possession  oi  a  system  of  national  edu- 
cation. Both  these  sections  of  the 
United  Kingdom  long  struggled  with 
imperfect  systems  of  voluntary  education, 
supplemented  by  small  and  fluctuating 
aids  from  the  National  Exchequer,  for 
it  is  only  within  about  10  or  12  years 
that  the  nation  has  extended  to  and  im- 
posed upon  them  really  national  systems 
of  education.  But  Ireland  has  had  a 
national  system  for  half-a-century.    It 


is  true  that  England  and  Scotland,  by 
their  voluntary  efforts,  had  lessened  the 
ignorance  of  their  populations,  so  that 
even  before  1870,  when  education  be- 
came national  in  England,  the  Irish  sys- 
tem was  still  behindhand.  The  National 
Board  of  Education  for  Ireland  has  been 
unremitting  in  its  efforts  to  lessen  the 
mass  of  ignorance  among  the  popula- 
tion, and  every  decade  of  the  Census 
shows  a  marked  amelioration.  If  this 
is  still  slow  and  unsatisfactory,  the  sys- 
tem of  education  is  more  responsible 
than  the  Commissioners  who  superintend 
it.  And  the  result  of  all  these  efforts 
must  surely  be  deemed  insufficient  when 
we  compare  the  work  of  half-a-century 
in  Ireland  with  the  10  years  of  the  Eng- 
lish system,  even  though  its  compulsory 
powers  have  been  extended  slowly  and 
with  considerable  timidity.  The  Census 
Betums  for  Ireland  show  that  on  the 
work  of  the  Census  only  47  per  cent  of 
children  from  5  to  15  years  of  age  were 
actually  at  school ;  or,  if  we  take  the 
numbers  from  5  to  13,  there  were  found 
54  per  cent  actually  present.  We  have 
no  similar  Census  Betums  for  Great  Bri- 
tain ;  but,  according  to  the  Education 
Beports,  England  has  83  per  cent, 
Scotland  87  per  cent,  of  their  children 
at  school.  England  has  now  a  power- 
ful means,  through  compukory  laws, 
of  lessening  these  school  absences ; 
but  Ireland  has  not  this  advantage. 
She  has  had  other  and  greater  aids — 
I  will  not  call  them  advantages — to 
promote  education  than  either  England 
and  Scotland,  for  though  local  aid 
has  been  insignificant,  the  Imperial 
funds  have  been  lavished  on  Irish  edu- 
cation. This  is  scarcely  an  educational 
advantage,  for  it  lessens  local  co-opera- 
tion, which  is  so  necessary  to  the  spread 
of  education.  Hence  the  National  Board 
has  been  working  at  a  disadvantage ;  and, 
notwithstanding  its  persistent  efforts,  the 
educational  results,  measured  by  its 
half-century  of  existence  are  melancholy 
small.  As  I  have  said,  they  improve  in 
every  decade,  but  still  at  a  slow  rate  of 
progress.  In  1871  rather  less  than  half 
the  population  above  infancy  (exactly  49 
per  cent)  could  read  and  write ;  and  in 
1881,  59  per  cent  could  do  so.  So  that 
still  41  per  cent  of  the  population  in 
Ireland  cannot  read  and  write.  Does 
the  House  realize  this  terrible  fact — that 
after  half-a-century  of  national  educa- 
tion, 41  out  of  every  100  of  the  people 
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of  Ireland  above  the  age  of  five  years 
cannot  yet  read  and  write  ?  You  cannot 
take  a  lower  test  of  education  than  the 
ability  to  read  and  write,  though  there 
is  a  lower  depth  still,  that  of  absolute 
ignorance,  or  of  inability  to  do  either. 
Of  course,  there  are  parts  of  Ireland  in 
which  the  education  is  better  and  the 
ignorance  is  less  appalling,  but  there 
are  others  in  which  it  is  worse.  In  the 
county  of  Dublin,  which  stands  highest 
in  the  Educational  Census,  there  are 
still  23  in  the  100  who  cannot  read  and 
write ;  while  in  the  County  Mayo,  which 
is  the  worst,  there  are  actually  60  out  of 
every  100  of  the  population  above  five 
years  who  are  still  unable  to  read  and 
write.  Gratifying,  therefore,  though  it 
be  that  every  Census  decade  shows  an 
amelioration  of  the  illiteracy,  can  you  be 
surprised  that  a  true  lover  of  his  country 
like  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  should 
come  forward  and  ask  you  to  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  National  Board,  by 
compelling  parents  not  only  to  send, 
but  to  keep  their  children  at  school,  in 
order  to  obtain  the  benefits  of  education 
which  the  State  has  so  liberally  pro- 
vided ?  It  would  be  out  of  place,  in  a 
limited  Motion  of  this  kind,  to  discuss 
the  merits  and  defects  of  national  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  I  am  no  admirer  of 
that  system  as  a  whole,  though  I  admire 
the  efforts  of  the  National  Board,  and 
in  1 875 1  expressed  my  views  very  plainly 
in  regard  to  it.  Perhaps  I  may  have 
another  opportunity  this  year  to  discuss 
this  subject  in  a  broader  way  than  I  can 
do  on  this  limited  Motion.  But  at  pre- 
sent I  understand  the  question  to  be 
whether  compulsory  education  is  re- 
quired, and  should  be  introduced  into 
Ireland?  It  is  well  known  that,  if 
scholars  leave  school  after  merely  ac- 
quiring a  knowledge  little  above  that  of 
infants,  such  as  that  embraced  in  the 
three  first  Classes  of  the  Code,  this  ex- 
tremely thin  veneer  of  education  rubs 
off  very  rapidly  in  the  wear  and  tear  of 
life.  That  this  is  the  case  in  Ireland, 
as  it  is  elsewhere,  is  obvious  from  the 
fact  that  while  among  the  population  at 
ages  between  5  and  20,  shortly  after 
they  have  left  school,  78  per  cent  can 
read  and  write,  although  of  the  whole 
population  above  infancy  only  59  per 
cent  can  do  so.  Unless,  therefore,  the 
school  children  are  kept  at  school  suffi- 
ciently long  to  get  a  lasting  amount  of 
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education,  it  is  useless  to  expect  any 
large  educational  result.  This  is  the 
reason  that  we  extend  the  school  age  by 
compulsion  to  13  ;  but  in  Ireland  many 
parents  think  that  a  mere  smattering  of 
letters  is  sufficient,  and  promote  neither 
regularity  nor  continuity  of  school  attend- 
ance.  But,  much  as  compulsion  is  re- 
quired, can  you  secure  the  efficient  work- 
ing of  a  compulsory  law  ?  XJnquestion- 
ably  experience  shows  that  it  is  difficult 
to  carry  out  compulsion  to  a  successful 
issue  in  Boman  Catholic  countries.  That 
is  a  fact,  whatever  is  the  cause.  It  is 
among  the  Eoman  Catholics  of  Ireland, 
who  chiefly  include  the  humbler  classes, 
that  g^eat  deficiency  of  education  pre- 
vails, for  little  more  than  one-half  (or 
exactly  54  per  cent)  of  them  can  yet 
read  and  write.  Among  the  Protestant 
Episcopalians  and  Presbyterians  there 
seems  much  room  for  improvement ;  but 
still  75  per  cent  of  them  can  do  so,  and 
among  the  Methodists  84^  per  cent  can 
read  and  write.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Limerick  sees  this  religious 
difficulty,  and  wishes  to  have  comptdsion 
with  a  safety-valve.  He  would  allow 
parents  whose  consciences  did  not  approre 
of  schools  within  easy  reach  to  escape  the 
obligation.  I  do  not  know  what  such  a 
law  would  be  worth,  or  who  is  to  ad- 
minister it.  But  I  would  give  great 
concessions  to  religious  opinions,  if  I 
believed  that  they  would  lead  to  any 
good  result.  In  no  country  that  I  know 
of  are  the  schools  so  intensely  denomi- 
national as  they  are  in  Ireland  at  pre- 
sent. To  all  intents  and  purposes,  with 
few  exceptions,  they  are  all  denomi- 
national schools,  with  a  Time  Table 
Conscience  Clause.  To  a  large  extent 
even  they  are  managed,  not  by  com- 
mittees, but  by  the  priests  and  other 
ministers  of  religion.  To  make  them 
secular  schools  is  impossible,  even*  if  it 
were  desirable.  I  have  no  desire  to  see 
religious  teaching  lessened  in  Irish 
schools.  But  I  think  the  time  has  come 
when  the  Q-ovemment  should  take  firm 
control  of  the  secular  results  of  educa- 
tion in  these  schools,  and  insist  that  the 
large  contributions  of  the  State  should 
only  be  paid  for  efficient  and  sufficient 
secular  education,  secured  by  regular 
attendance,  and  enforced  by  compulflory 

S revisions.  The  State  has  the  right  to 
0  this,  because  of  the  whole  cost  of 
education  the  State  pays  81  percent,  the 
pupils  pay  in  pence  18  per  cent,  and  the 
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localities  themsel7es  and  religious  bodies, 
which  assume  entire  management  and 
CK>ntrol  of  the  schools,  pay  little  above 
1  per  cent  of  the  cost.     Yet,  insigni- 
ficant as  this  local  contribution  is,  the 
denominational    managers    assume  all 
the  power  to  appoint  the  master,  to  dis- 
miss him,  and  to  regulate  the  schooling. 
If  we  could  hope  to  create  school  boards 
in  Ireland,  with  contributory  powers  of 
rating,  we  gladly  would  lessen  the  State 
management    and    increase     the    local 
government  of  schools.    But  when  the 
experiment  was  tried  by  Statute  in  1875 
to  interest  Boards  of  Guardians  in  school 
work,  how  disappointing  was  the  result. 
They  did  contribute  about  £28,000  in 
1 875 ;  but  already  that  sum  had  dwindled 
to  less  than  £10,000.    How  stands  local 
aid  in  Ireland,  say,  even  as  compared 
Trith  Scotland  —  the  former  having  a 
population  of  5,170,000,  and  the  latter  of 
3,730,000  ?    In  rates,  subscriptions,  and 
endowments,  Ireland  contributed  to  na- 
tional schools  £40,573,  and  the  children 
in   school  pence  £91,830,   or  together 
£  1 32,403.  Scotland,  with  a  much  smaller 
population,  contributes  £30,300  in  sub- 
ecriptions,     £196,500     in    rates,     and 
£260,500  in  school  pence,  making  in  all 
j£487,300,  or  nearly  four^times  the  local 
aid  to  education  given  by  more  popu- 
lous,  but     certainly     poorer,    Ireland. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  hopeless  to  ex- 
pect the  formation  of  school  boards  at 
present,   with  the  responsibilities  and 
duties  attached  to  them  in  Great  Bri- 
tain.   But  for  the  limited  purpose  of 
CBxrjma  out  a  compulsory  law,  it  ought 
not  to  be  difficult  to  form  School  At- 
tendance Committees  out  of  the  Town 
Councils,  Board  of  Guardians,  or  sani- 
tary authorities  of  the  country  distrfcts. 
These  Committees,  though  a  very  ineffi- 
cient substitute  for  school  boards,  would 
be  one  step  at  least  in  interesting  the 
localities  to  promote  education.  I  would 
go   a  very  long    way    in    any   efforts 
not  only  to  promote  the  co-operation  of 
localities,  but  also  of  religious  bodies, 
in  the  promotion  of  education  in  Ire- 
land.   But  under  the  present  state  of 
Irish  education,  the  State  cannot  be  re- 
lieved of  its  responsibility.    It  provides 
the  funds  with  great  liberality  under  a 
system  which  Parliament  has  laid  down, 
although  it  hais  forgotten  to  retain  effi- 
cient Parliamentary  responsibility   for 
the  results.    A  nominal  responsibility 
there  is  in  the  Chief  Secretary;    but 


what  time  has  he  at  his  disposal  to  be 
an  efficient  Minister  of  Education  for 
Ireland  ?    Clumsy  as  is  our  educational 
administrative  machinery  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, we  have  some  definite  Ministerial 
responsibility  for  its  success ;  for  under 
one  Department  we  have  grouped  the 
cattle  on  a  thousand  hills  and  the  ju- 
venile population  of  cities  and  country 
districts,  and  under  this  composite  ad- 
ministration of  cattle  and  human  chil- 
dren, we  have  a  sort  of  Ministry  of  Edu- 
cation.    But  in  regard  to  Ireland,  we 
shovel  about  £700,000  a-year  into  the 
coffers  of  a  National  Board,  and  hear  no 
more  about  it  till  the  Census  startles  us 
one  day  by  telling  us  that,  after  half- 
a-century  of  this  kind  of  education,  41 
per  cent  of  the  population  above  in- 
fancy cannot  yet  read  and  write.     If  the 
State  choose  to  pay  for  education  in  Ire- 
land without  local  aid,  at  all  events  it 
has  a  right  to  obtain  good  secular  re- 
sults for  its  money,  bow  in  the  attend- 
ance of  the  population  and  in  the  suffi- 
ciency of   the  secular  education.     No 
maxim    is   better    known    in     Ireland 
than  the  one  ''That  he  who  pays  the 
piper  should  name  the  tunes."     But  the 
state  has  not  followed  this  maxim,  for 
though  it  pays  the  piper,  it  has  taken  no 
interest  whatever  in  the  tunes ;  for  these 
practically  are  named  by  the  denomina- 
tional managers  of  the  schools.    Let  the 
ministers  of  religion  in  Ireland  be  freely 
allowed  to  take  care  of  the  religious 
education ;  but  let  us  have  full  Parlia- 
mentary responsibility  that  the  secular 
results  of  the  education  give  us  an  ade- 
quate return  in  the  universality,  as  well 
as  in  the  efficiency,  of  education  among 
the  Irish  population.      I  shall  allude 
further  on  to  the  causes  which,  in  my 
opinion,  prevent  me  having  that  confi- 
dence which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  has,  that  if  we  trust  to 
the  issue  of  religious  indulgences  to  break 
the  compulsory  law,  we  may  nevertheless 
obtain  a  practical  universality  of  edu- 
cation. But  before  we  consider  this  point, 
we  must  examine  the  proofs  as  to  whe- 
ther the  present  system  has  produced, 
even  among  those  educated,  as  well  as 
among  those  whose  education  has  been 
neglected,  those  consequences  which  the 
State  has  a  right  to  expect  when  it 
pours  out  its  treasures  for  the  education 
of  the  people.     What  induces  the  State 
to  epend  so  much  money  in  educa^on  ? 
It  can  only  have  one  purpose  in  view 
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when  it  goes  between  the  duty  of  the 
parent  to  the  child,  and  that  is  to  derelop 
good  and  orderly  citizens.  To  test 
whether  this  result  is  achievedi  we  must 
look  to  the  social  wrecks  as  seen  in  the 
judicial  statistics.  Now,  I  admit  that 
for  a  long  time  Ireland  had  the  glory  of 
having,  apart  from  agrarian  and  political 
crimes,  a  less  black  calender  of  crimes 
than  either  England  or  Scotland.  If  I 
took  the  statistics  of  crime  since  the 
ferment  of  political  agitation,  beginning 
in  1879,  the  demoralization  of  the  nation 
over  the  whole  field  of  crime  would 
show  very  black  results.  In  all  classes 
of  crime,  from  1879  to  1882,  the  Ee- 
turns  are  very  bad.  Formerly  Irish 
crime  was  much  lower  than  Scottish 
crime  in  proportion  to  the  population, 
and  about  one-third  less  than  English 
crime.  But  in  1880,  in  proportion  to 
population,  Irish  crime  stood,  in  regard 
to  the  more  serious  crimes,  as  7,745  for 
Ireland,  4,477  for  England,  and  5,615  for 
Scotland  ;  and  as  regards  minor  crimes, 
156,958  for  Ireland,  95,887  for  England, 
and  75,522  for  Scotland.  In  all  classes 
of  crimes  in  these  recent  years  of  melan- 
choly agitation,  Ireland  has  terribly 
blackened  her  calendar.  The  normal 
number  of  criminals  in  Ireland  was  1 1  to 
10,000  of  the  population ;  now  it  is 
above  21.  But  we  may  well  hope  that 
this  deterioration  and  demoralization 
are  only  temporary ;  and  I  mention  the 
fact,  because  I  do  not  wish  my  remarks 
in  regard  to  crime  in  relation  to  educa- 
tion to  be  based  upon  these  exceptional 
years.  As  the  normal  criminal  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  is  less  than  that  of  Great 
Britain,  we  have  a  right  to  hope  that 
the  same  consequences  which  we  have 
seen  in  the  marked  lessening  of  crime 
in  Great  Britain  since  compulsory  edu- 
cation was  introduced,  should  become 
proportionately  apparent  in  Ireland  as 
education  spread  under  the  action  of  the 
National  system.  Of  course,  as  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  is  much  less  universal 
than  that  of  England,  we  must  expect 
more  absolutely  ignorant  persons  among 
their  criminals ;  and  accordingly  wo  find 
that  among  men,  46  per  cent  of  Irish 
prisoners  are  wholly  ignorant,  and 
among  English  male  prisoners  31  per 
cent.  Among  women,  49  per  cent  of 
Irish,  and  40  per  cent  of  English,  pri- 
soners are  wholly  ignorant — that  is, 
they  can  neither  read  nor  write.  In 
every  Beport,  the  Irish  Commissioners 
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of  Prisons  ascribe  this  to  want  of  com- 
pulsion. The  remark  repeated  in  every 
Report  is  as  follows : — 

"  The  Irish  Kational  School  system  seems  to 
be  successful  for  the  class  that  falls  within  its 
reach;  but  the  want  of  compulsory  education 
leaves  a  oonsiderable  substratum  not  reached  by 
the  Irish  National  system,  allowing  a  wholly 
ignorant  class  to  grow  up  to  form  such  a  larg« 
proportion  of  those  committed  to  prison." 

This  opinion  is,  undoubtedly,  true ;  but 
it,  of  course,  announces  a  truism  that 
ignorance  and  crime  are  frequently  but 
cause  and  effect.     It  is  less  to  this  than 
to  a  remarkable  anomaly  in  the  crime 
of  Ireland  that  I  desire  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House.    In  Great  Bri- 
tain, crime  decreases  in  proportion  to 
education.     Of  course,  when  a  country 
becomes  generally  educated  there  will 
be  far  fewer  prisoners ;  but  there  will 
will  bo  more  educated  prisoners  within 
our  gaols.    At  present  in  Great  Britain, 
where  compulsion  has  only  reached  the 
younger  classes,  we  still  find  that  only 
from  3  to  4  per  cent  of  the  prisoners  are 
able  to  read  and  write,  while  at  least  96 
per  cent  are  imperfectly  educated,  or  are 
wholly  ignorant.      In   Ireland,  where 
education  is  still  far  less  universal  than 
in  Great  Britain,  we  should  expect  to 
find  this  difference  still  more  accentuated. 
We  are  entitled  to  expect  that  in  the 
ordinary  crime  of  Ireland,  separating  it 
from  agrarian  or  political  crime,  the 
number  of  educated  prisoners  should 
become  a  vanishing  quantity.    Gbing 
back  to  1878,  so  as  to  avoid  the  recent 
years  of  terrible  criminal  demoralization 
of  all  kinds,  we  find  the  astounding  fact 
that  the  percentage  of  prisoners  in  Irish 
gaols,  who  are  able  to  read  and  write 
well,  is  no  less  than  41  out  of  eveiy  100. 
In  the  year  1881,  it  was  33  per  cent 
among  men,  and  29^  among  women; 
while  in  England  it  was  only  3}  per 
cent  among  men,  and  2^  among  women. 
Speaking  generally,  how  are  we  to  ex- 
plain the  astonishing  fact  that  in  Ire- 
land, with  a  less  diffused  education  than 
in  Great  Britain,  there  are  10  times  as 
many  educated  prisoners  in  its  gaols  in 
proportion  to  the  committed  criminab  ? 
If  this  were  confined  to  years  of  political 
excitement,  the  explanation  would  be 
sufficiently   easy.    1  could  then  reply 
that  the  smattering  of  education  implied 
in  the  ability  to  read  and  write  enabled 
the  criminal  classes  to  read  the  seditious 
papers  which  are  circulated   in  such 
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numbers,  and  that  the  nnhappy  pri- 
soners who  oommitted  outrages  might 
tum^  upon  the  State  which  gave  them 
this  inefficient  education,  and  coidd  say, 
like  Oaliban  in  The  Tempest — 

"You  taught  me  language,  and  my  profit 

on't 
Is,  I  know  how  to  curse ;  the  red  plague 

rid  you, 
For  learning  me  your  language.*' 

I  wish  that  this  explanation  were  suffi- 
cient. Much  may  be  forgiven  to  political 
excitement.  An  ordinary  educated  cri- 
minal is  a  monstrosity  like  Caliban  ;  and 
I  wish  we  could  turn  to  the  rest  of  the 
scholars  educated  in  Irish  schools,  and 
say  to  all  of  them — 

**  To  the  meet  of  men  this  is  a  Calihan, 
And  they  to  him  are  angels." 

But  this  we  cannot  do.  There  is  but 
one  conclusion — that  though  in  normal 
times  crime  is  absolutely  less  in  Ireland 
than  in  Great  Britain,  the  education  given 
in  the  national  schools  does  not  prevent 
the  glaring  anomaly  that  there  are  ten 
times  as  many  educated  prisoners  pro- 
portionately in  Irish  gaols  as  there  are  in 
the  gaols  of  Great  Britain.  The  expla- 
nation of  this  startling  fact  is  extremely 
difficult,  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that 
I  can  give  it.  Certainly  it  is  not  ascrib- 
able  to  any  want  of  zeal  in  the  Churches 
in  neglecting  religious  education  in 
schools,  for  that  is  the  chief  thing  they 
look  to,  and  they  do  their  duty  in  that 
respect  religiously  and  conscientiously. 
When  the  priests  in  Ireland  can  point 
with  proud  satisfaction  to  the  fact  that 
in  ordinary  times  they  have  done  so 
much  to  keep  their  flocks,  even  though 
without  education,  moral  and  religious, 
it  cannot  be  from  any  want  of  zeal  in 
their  religious  superintendence  of  the 
schools  that  educated  persons  are  found 
to  be  so  common  in  the  gaols  of  Ireland. 
I  rather  ascribe  the  fact  to  the  circum- 
stance that  they  have  not  fully  realized 
the  truth  that  the  low  education  implied 
by  ability  to  read  and  write  only  pro- 
duces low  results,  and  is  comparatively 
worthless  to  make  good  and  productive 
citizens.  The  **  three  B's  "  are  the  mere 
tools  of  education,  not  education  itself. 
If  education  be  not  carried  further  than 
this,  as  is  the  case  among  nearly  three- 
quarters  of  school  children  in  Ireland, 
three-quarters  of  the  £700,000  which 
Parliament  votes  yearly  may  as  well,  as 
far  as  the  purposes  of  the  State  are  con- 
cerned, be  thrown  into  the  ''melancholy 
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ocean  "  which  washes  the  coasts  of  Ire- 
land as  into  its  schools.  But  ecclesiastics 
do  not  encourage  anything  beyond  the 
mere  elements  of  education  in  Eoman 
Catholic  schools.  Cardincd  Cullen  has 
said — 

**  Too  high  an  education  will  make  the  poor 
oftentimes  discontented,  and  will  nnsuit  them 
from  following  the  plough,  or  for  using  the 
spade,  or  for  hammering  iron  or  buuding 
walls ; ' ' 

and  when  asked  to  what,  then,  he  would 
limit  education,  he  replied — 

"The  'three  R's,'  and  to  the  history  of 
Scriptures  and  of  the  Church." 

The  Eoman  Catholic  Church  claims  the 
control,  as  Bishop  Cloyne  told  the  Com- 
missioners, of  every  part  of  the  education 
of  the  school  except  the  multiplication 
table.  Well,  the  Churches — not  only 
the  Bom  an  Catholic,  but  the  Protestant 
Churches — have  had  the  practical  con- 
trol of  Irish  education,  and  have  pro- 
duced the  result  which  an  eminent 
Boman  Catholic  layman,  Sir  Bobert 
Kane,  told  the  Commissioners,  when  he 
said — 

**  I  consider  it  to  be  the  fact  that  in  every 
country  where  such  a  course  has  been  adopted 
it  has  resulted  in  the  social  decay  and  political 
debasement  of  the  people." 

At  all  events,  it  is  a  palpable  fact  that 
the  **  three  B's"  are  insufficient  to  keep 
boys  who  have  passed  through  Irish 
schools  from  adding  to  the  criminal 
classes.  It  is  time  that  the  State  should 
assume  its  sovereign  functions,  and  ad- 
minister, through  a  Minister  of  Edu- 
cation, responsible  to  Parliament,  the 
education  of  the  people,  which  has  so 
woefully  failed,  unaer  the  present  system, 
to  produce  those  results  fer  which  alone 
the  State  contributes  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  cost.  It  is  not  a  question  of  race, 
and  perhaps  not  of  religion.  In  the 
United  States  the  children  of  Irish 
parents,  educated  at  excellent  public 
schools,  become,  in  the  second  generation, 
prosperous  and  productive  citizens.  How 
rarely  in  this  country  do  we  find  Irish 
workmen  in  our  large  centres  of  industry 
becoming  anything  else  than  ''hewers 
of  wood  and  drawers  of  water?"  If 
you  ask  as  to  the  nationality  of  foremen 
and  overseers,  it  is  very  rare  to  find  that 
they  are  Irish.  But  that  is  not  the  case 
witn  the  Irish  of  the  United  States, 
where  you  constantly  find  them  in  posi- 
tions of  responsibility  and  importance. 
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The  difference  is  that  in  Ireland  the 
idea  of  elementary  education  is  a  low 
one,  and  in  the  United  States  it  is 
broader  and  higher.  Thus,  in  America, 
as  in  Scotland,  the  fuller  and  wider  con- 
ception of  education  gives  to  the  re- 
cipient of  it  a  greater  productive  value. 
A  poor  ignorant  peasant  has  within  him 
no  spring  or  resource  for  improvement. 
One  cannot  be  surprised  at  the  melan- 
choly condition  of  the  Irish  emigrant 
who  complained  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  that  he  was  un- 
fitted to  work  in  Minnesota,  because  in 
Ireland  he  used  to  spend  one-half  his 
time  in  standing  outside  the  door  of  his 
cabin,  and  the  other  half  in  fighting  his 
landlord.  It  is  precisely  among  these 
ignorant  or  half-educated  peasantry  that 
it  is  difficult  to  introduce  the  idea  of 
emigration.  They  understand  their  own 
miserable  surroundings,  but  have  not 
capacity  to  cast  their  vision  beyond  them. 
It  is  the  same  in  regard  to  industry. 
The  Irishman  is  content  to  bo  a  mere 
unskilled  labourer,  and  does  not  aspire 
to  take  skilled  work.  When  an  Irish 
hodman  wrote  to  his  friend  in  Ireland — 

**  Dear  Pat, — Come  over  here  and  earn  your 
money.  All  you  have  to  do  is  to  carry  bricks 
up  a  ladder,  for  there  is  a  fool  at  the  top  who 
takes  them  from  you  and  does  all  the  work.*' 

you  have  an  idea  of  the  content  of  igno- 
rance. If  you  introduce  compulsory 
education  into  any  country  up  to  the  age 
of  13,  you  must  bear  in  mind  that  the 
State  is  bound  to  give  the  fullest  and 
most  effective  education  which  a  child 
can  receive  up  to  that  age.  Because,  if 
you  do  not  do  this,  compulsion  is  tyranny 
and  unjustifiable.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick  that  compulsion  in  come  form 
must  be  applied  in  Ireland.  But  it  will 
be  useless  until  you  bring  the  educa- 
tional systems  of  the  three  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  under  one  common  re- 
sponsibility, and  make  it  the  special 
duty  of  a  Minister  of  Education  respon- 
sible to  Parliament.  I  do  not  speak 
with  any  bigotry  on  this  subject.  In 
regard  to  higher  education,  I  have  always 
advocated  the  extension  of  education  in 
Ireland  through  agencies  acceptable  to 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  because  I 
believe  .that  the  conception  of  higher 
education  does  not  differ  much  between 
the  educated  ecclesiastics  of  any  reli- 
gion. But  in  regard  to  the  education  of 
the  people  a  national  system  has  been 
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tried  for  50  years,  with  only  nominal  re- 
sponsibility to  the  State  through  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  is  overburdened 
with  the  cares  of  administration.  I  do 
not  wish  to  lessen,  but  to  increase,  the 
interests  of  the  Churches  in  education 
in  Ireland,  and  in  the  amelioration  of 
the  Irish  people.  But  I  desire  to  see 
one  Minister  for  Education  over  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  so  that 
the  educational  development  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  may  go  on  pari 
passu.  The  conception  of  what  educa- 
tion should  be  is  rapidly  growing  in 
Great  Britain,  and  I  wish  to  stimulate 
it  in  Ireland.  If  I  had  time  I  could 
point  out  how  the  low  education  in  Eng- 
land still  fills  the  prisons  with  65  per 
cent  of  prisoners  who  can  only  spell  out 
the  words  of  a  sentence,  showing  that 
they  have  been  at  school,  though  they 
have  left  it  too  soon.  But  I  must  draw 
my  remarks  to  a  close.  I  would  venture  to 
make  only  one  other  appeal  to  the  House 
to  show  the  importance,  even  in  the  inte- 
rests of  England  and  Scotland,  of  getting 
a  wider  and  better  education  in  Ireland. 
The  Irish  labourers  in  both  parts  of 
Great  Britain  are  becoming  a  factor 
with  which  we  have  to  deal.  The  slow 
way  in  which  our  English  and  Scotch 
Census  is  brought  out  does  not  enable 
us  to  refer  to  the  figures  of  1881 ; 
but  in  1871  there  were  750,000  of  Irish 
in  Great  Britain.  In  our  chief  towns  in 
England  one  out  of  14  adults  was  Irish, 
and  in  the  Scotch  burghs  one  out  of  uz. 
Therefore,  in  my  own  country  of  Scot- 
land we  are  immensely  interested  that 
one-sixth,  representing  the  adult  Irish 
population  of  the  towns,  should  be  edu- 
cated and  orderly  citizens.  If  we  take 
the  proportion  of  Irish  throughout  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  and  suppose  that 
they  contribute  equally  with  the  native 
population  to  our  prisons,  we  ought  to 
find  3,500  Irish  prisoners  in  i^glish 
prisons,  and  about  500  Irish  prisoners 
in  Scotch  prisons.  But,  as  a  fact,  we 
find  22,000  Irish  prisoners  in  English 
prisons,  and  about  9,000  in  Scotch  pri- 
sons. Why  is  this  ?  Irishmen  in  nor- 
mal times  are  much  less  criminal  than 
either  English  or  Scotch.  But  Ireland 
throws  upon  our  shores  an  uneducated 
and  turbulent  population  less  under  the 
control  of  their  priests.  It  is,  therefore, 
vastly  important  in  the  interests  of  Great 
Britain  that  we  should  ensure  a  uni- 
versal and  sufficient  education  for  the 
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Iriah  people,  so  that  when  they  come  to 
U8  as  permanent  residents  to  aid  us  in 
bur  indostriesy  they  should  be  law-abid- 
ing and  productive  citizens.  All  modem 
experience  tells  us  that  the  position  and 
prosperity  of  a  nation  largely  depend 
upon  the  efficient  education  of  its  people. 
I  am,  therefore,  entirely  in  accord  with 
the  major  part  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick,  that 
compulsory  education  must  be  applied 
to  Ireland.  I  do  not  so  heartily  go  with 
the  latter  part  of  his  Motion  in  regard 
to  the  modifications  of  a  compulsory 
law,  because  I  think  the  solution  of  the 
religious  difficulties  is  of  less  importance 
than  the  establishment  of  direct  respon- 
sibility to  Parliament  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law.  I  think  the  solution 
of  the  difficulty  is  that  the  State,  as  re- 
presented by  a  responsible  Minister  of 
Education,  should  be  bound  to  see  that 
the  large  funds  voted  by  this  House  for 
the  promotion  of  the  education  of  the 
people  are  applied  equally  in  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  so  as  to  secure  the 
educational  training  of  a  peaceful,  law- 
abiding,  and  industrious  population. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  the 
House  might  be  well  congratulated  at 
having  once  more  restored  to  its  debates 
one  who  was  able  to  speak  with  such 
authority  and  power  on  the  question 
before  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  also  might  be  congratu- 
lated on  having  escaped  from  the  dis- 
agreeable servitude  of  the  Chair,  and 
being  enabled  to  take  part  in  the  discus- 
sions of  the  House.  All  debates  on 
Irish  education  were  necessarily  con- 
ducted with  a  certain  amount  of  reserve 
by  those  who  were  connected  with  Ire- 
land, and  who  were  acquainted  with  the 
special  difficulties  which  surrounded  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  feeling  his 
recently  acquired  liberty,  had  spoken 
with  a  freedom  and  amplitude  of  instruc- 
tion to  which  the  House  had  listened 
with  great  pleasure.  There  was,  at  least, 
one  fact  gratifying  to  Irishmen,  and 
that  was  that  comparing  one  period  with 
another  there  had  been  steady  educa- 
tional progress.  There  had  been  a  real, 
if  not  a  conspicuous  increase  in  the  per- 
centage of  children  who  were  acquiring 
education;  but  that  progress  had  not 
been  so  great  as  could  be  desired,  or  as 
great  as  had  taken  place  in  England  and 
Scotland.  What  were  the  remedies  pro- 
posed ?    When  those  were  discussed  we 


found  ourselves  face  to  face  with  the 
real  difficulties  of  the  situation.  Clear 
and  forcible  as  was  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  hadfjust  sat  down, 
he  did  not  think  it  indicated  a  remedy 
for.  those  difficulties  more  efficacious 
than  did  the  speeches  of  those  who  had 
preceded  him.  He  regretted  to  say  that 
the  local  aid  to  education  in  Ireland,  as 
compared  with  the  State  subvention, 
was  by  no  means  what  it  ought  to  be. 
That  was  a  fact  of  which  Irishmen  ought 
not  to  lose  sight,  and  the  reproach  of 
which  they  ought  to  seek  to  remove. 
Another  deplorable  circumstance  was 
that  the  action  of  parents  as  to  sending 
children  to  school  was  absolutely  un- 
fettered. Thus  there  was  nothing  like 
continuity  in  the  system  of  education. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  for  which 
they  were  bound  to  discover  a  practical 
remedy.  There  was  now  the  sug- 
gestion of  compulsion.  He  remem- 
bered that  that  was  a  question  which 
was  introduced  some  eight  years  ago 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  0*Shaughnessy).  It  was 
one  in  which  it  was  necessary  carefully 
to  examine  and  watch  the  progress  of 
public  opinion  in  Ireland.  He  was 
not  sure  that  public  opinion  had  been 
keenly  directed  to  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member  did  not  profess  to  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  views  entertained  by 
me  Boman  Catholic  dignitaries  of  the 
country.  He  was  not  aware  that  dur- 
ing the  last  six  or  seven  years  any  clear 
expressions  of  opinion  hftd  come  from 
that  quarter.  But  Sir  Patrick  Keenan, 
a  distinguished  Boman  Catholic,  and  a 
man  of  great  experience  and  acquire- 
ments, who  was  Besident  Commissioner 
of  National  Education  in  Ireland,  had 
read  a  most  important  paper  at  the  Social 
Science  Congress  at  Dublin,  a  year  or 
two  ago,  which,  he  regretted,  had  not 
been  communicated  to  Parliament.  Sir 
Patrick  Keenan  favoured  what  might  be 
described  as  a  safeguarded  compulsion. 
It  was  most  desirable  to  devise  some 
means  of  increasing  the  attendance  of 
children.  What  remedies  had  been  sug- 
gested ?  They  had  had  three  speeches. 
First,  there  was  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick,  in  which  he  looked 
almost  in  vain  for  any  practical  sugges- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
suggested  that  compulsion  should  be 
sa&guarded  by  permitting  an  exemption 
to  be  granted  to  every  <^d  who  pro* 
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duced  the  certificate  of  its  parent  that 
there  was  no  school  within  a  reasonable 
distance  to  which  it  could  be  sent  without 
danger  to  its  religious  convictions.  But 
the  compulsion  must  apply  to  the  parent ; 
and  if  they  allowed  the  parent  who  was 
to  be  compelled  to  exempt  himself  from 
its  operation,  the  compulsion  would  be 
of  a  very  va^ue  kind  indeed.  The  hon. 
Member  said  he  would  allow  of  some 
kind  of  proceedings  by  the  permission  of 
some  tribunal,  after  certain  warnings  to 
the  parent ;  but  that,  again,  was  rather 
indefinite.  The  noble  Lord  who  seconded 
the  Motion  (Viscount  Lymington),  and 
who  left  them  for  a  considerable  time  in 
doubt  as  to  the  course  he  meant  to  take, 
did  not  attempt  to  grapple  with  the 
crucial  point — namely,  what  kind  of 
compulsion  was  to  be  applied,  how  it 
was  to  be  exercised,  and  at  whose  in- 
stance. The  noble  Lord  told  them  that 
Irish  education  should  be  elastic,  and 
not  bound  by  rule.  That  was  practically 
what  it  was  now  ;  it  was  elastic,  and  the 
parent  was  as  free  as  air. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  said,  that  he 
had  only  spoken  of  its  not  being  bound 
by  official  rules. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  conscience  of 
the  parent  was  to  be  got  at  in  some 
tangible  way ;  and  yet  he  was  not  to  bo 
constrained  by  any  rule  to  obey  his  con- 
science. Therefore^  although  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  the  Eesolution  had 
raised  an  important  discussion,  they  had 
not  very  exactly  communicated  to  the 
Minister  of  Education  any  principle  on 
which  compulsion  was  to  be  applied. 
Neither  had  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair).  While  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man recognized  the  social  and  religious 
difficulties  which  surrounded  the  question, 
and  said  he  was  not  opposed  to  a  safety- 
valve,  he  did  not  express  himself  very 
definitely  as  to  how  he  would  apply  com- 
pulsion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  suggested  the  formation  of  School 
Boards,  which  were  not  looked  upon 
with  favour  in  Ireland,  but,  failing  them, 
the  appointment  of  a  School  Attendance 
Committee;  but  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  was 
at  a  loss  to  know  how  they  were  to  be 
composed,  what  were  to  be  their  duties, 
and  how  were  their  duties  to  be  enforced. 
Those  were  matters  on  which  they  could 
not  give  an  opinion  off-hand  without 
any  definite  information.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  adduced  some  in- 
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teresting  and  curioas  facts  about  the 
education  of  Irish  criminals,  but  they 
hardly  supported  his  argument.  Edu* 
cation  of  a  low  type  was,  he  had  told 
them,  easily  rubbed  off ;  but  the  education 
which  those  criminals  carried  with  them 
to  gaol  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
rubbed  off.  No  doubt,  when  the  State 
contributed  such  large  sums  for  educa- 
tion, it  had  a  right  to  see  that  it  got 
proper  value  for  its  money,  and  as  to 
payment  by  results,  that  was  a  propod* 
tion  which  was  accepted  in  Ireland ;  but 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  how 
would  that  principle  operate  on  those 
who  did  not  and  who  would  not  attend 
school  ?  They  might  secure  that  those 
attending  school  should  come  up  to  a 
particular  standard ;  but  that  woiUd  not 
of  itself  ensure  them  a  larger  attendence 
at  the  school.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  it  well  that  that  question  had 
been  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  The  debate  would,  he 
believed,  tend,  in  the  first  place,  to  bring 
into  prominent  relief  the  fact  that  local 
bodies  in  Ireland  did  not  take  sufficient 
part  in  that  burden ;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
it  would  serve  to  show  that  parents  did 
not  exert  themselves  as  they  might  do 
to  send  all  the  children  to  school  who 
ought  to  go  there ;  and  he  thought  that 
such  a  pressure  would  have  good  results, 
because  there  was  a  great  love  of  educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  the  parents,  and 
even  the  elder  children,  were  anxious 
that  the  younger  children  should  be 
taught.  He  believed  that  that  discus- 
sion would  be  useful  in  giving  a  healthy 
stimulus  to  opinion  in  Ireland  on  that 
subject;  and  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
those  who  were  responsible  for  the  go- 
vernment of  the  country  closely  to 
watch  the  progress  of  that  opinion,  and 
be  ready  in  every  reasonable  way  to 
assist  its  advance. 

M&.  TBEVELYAN  said,  that  after 
the  last  two  speeches  he  felt  rather  pain- 
fully the  comparatively  hampered  posi- 
tion in  which  he  stood.  He  must  say 
that  there  were  several  points  which  he 
should  like  to  start  for  discussion  in  con- 
nection with  that  question,  including 
that  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gibson)  had 
mentioned — namely,  contribution  from 
local  funds  towards  national  education 
in  Ireland.  He  confessed  that  he  was 
a  little  disappointed  at  the  general 
course  of  the  debate;  indeedi  he  wan 
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mach  diBappointed  in  one  respect,  and 
much  pleased  in  another,  and  perhaps 
his  pleasure  exceeded  his  disappoint- 
ment. From  the  position  in  which  that 
sabject  stood  at  present,  two  contribu- 
tions he  had  hoped  might  be  made 
towards  it  by  Parliament ;  the  first  was 
the  elucidation  of  the  practical  question 
of  how  compulsion  could  be  applied ; 
and  the  second  was  the  affirmation  or 
the  negation  of  the  principle  of  com- 
pnlsion.  He  was  disappomted  by  the 
way  in  which  one  of  those  points  had 
been  treated  by  the  different  speakers, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  having  been  more 
emphatic  than  those  who  preceded  him 
only  in  refusing  to  give  them  advice  in 
regard  to  it,  ^though  he  did  not  say 
that  he  was  called  upon  to  do  so.  The 
Government  were  deeply  interested  and 
concerned  in  the  state  of  education  in 
Ireland ;  indeed,  they  would  not  be  fit 
to  be  the  GK}vemment  if  they  were  not 
interested  in  it.  He  thought  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Edinburgh  had  exaggerated 
the  state  of  education  in  Ireland  in 
several  important  particulars.  In  the 
first  place,  he  entirely  objected  to  the 
state  of  education  being  tested  by  the 
veiy  interesting  figures  given  in  the 
Census  Beport.  It  was  quite  true  that 
26  per  cent  of  the  people  were  illiterate ; 
but  they  must  not  forget  that  in  1841 
there  were  53  per  cent,  and  that  the 
niunber  had  rapidly  diminished  since 
that  date.  Before  1833  they  had  no 
national  schools.  In  that  year  there 
were  only  700  or  800  schools  ;  in  1840 
there  were  still  under  2,000;  in  1860 
there  were  5,000  or  6,000  ;  whereas  in 
1880  there  were  7,590.  He  thought  it 
was  evident,  by  the  great  rapidity  of 
the  increase  in  the  schools  and  the 
diminution  in  the  illiterate  persons,  that 
what  had  happened  was  that  the  unlet- 
tered generation,  by  no  fault  of  their 
own,  was  passing  away,  and  that  the 
rising  generation  was  very  much  better 
read  than  his  right  hon.  Friend  said. 
Last  year  his  right  hon.  Friend  gave 
figures  which  were  perfectly  appalling. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  a 
smaller  number  of  the  children  on  the 
rolls  in  the  Irish  schools  were  able  to 
read  than  those  on  the  rolls  in  England 
and  Wales.  The  answer  to  that  was 
Teiy  creditable  to  Ireland,  and  that  was 
that  th^  niiniber  of  children  on  the  rolls 


in  the  Irish  schools  was  so  very  large. 
At  this  moment,  while  the  number  of 
children  of  school  age  in  Ireland  was 
about  1,300,000,  the  number  in  attend- 
ance at  one  time  or  another  was  some 
50,000  or  60,000  in  excess  of  that  num- 
ber.    The  reason  was  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, a  number  of  young  men  and  young 
women,  who  felt  their  earlier  education 
was  neglected,  went  into  the  rural  schools 
and  joined  in  the  classes  with  the  chil- 
dren for  the  sake  of  improving  them- 
selves.   Whenever  he  had  gone  into  an 
Irish  rural  school  ho  had  seen  people  of 
that  sort  up  to  the  age  of  20  actually 
standing  in  the  cle.s8.     He  did  not  mean 
by  this  to  say  that  Ireland  was  suffi- 
ciently well  educated.     There  was  an- 
other test  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
too}:.     He  said  that,  while  the  average 
attendance  was  87  per  cent  in  Scotland 
and  83  per  cent  in  England,  it  was  only 
45  per  cent  in  Ireland.      He  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  had  taken  a  different  basis  for 
his    calculation  —  namely,    the    entire 
population;  but  he  could  not  conceive 
how    the    right    hon.   Gentleman    had 
arrived  at  that  result.     In  England  and 
Scotland  the  average  attendance  of  the 
children  was  one  in  nine  of  the  entire 
population ;  whereas  in  Ireland  it  wasono 
in  eleven.     That  was  bad  enough,  but  it 
was  not  the  difference  between  87  and  45 
per  cent.  But  when  they  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  proficiency,  Ireland  did  not  stand 
in  the  position  that  he  would  wish  to  see 
her.  As  far  as  he  could  make  out,  about 
350,000  passed    in  the  three    highest 
classes  in  England,  82,000  in  Ireland, 
and,   oddly  enough,  exactly  the  same 
number  in  Scotland.    If   it  were  the 
case  that  the  higher  standards  were  the 
same  in  Ireland  as   in  England    and 
Scotland,  though  he  was    afraid  they 
were  not,  then  Ireland  would  stand  very 
well  by  the  side  of  England,  though 
vei^  badly  by  the  side  of  Scotland ;  and, 
as  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  though  he 
was  a  Scotch  Member,  he  should  not  be 
satisfied  until   Ireland  had  got  much 
nearer,  and,  if  possible,  Quite  up  to  the 
standard  of  Scotland.    The  fault  was 
not  in  the  Irish  children,  whose  natural 
cleverness  and  brightness  was  beyond 
all  question.     If  they  took  proficiency 
in  essential  subjects — reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic^ — the  Irish  children  were 
decidedly  better  than  those  of  England. 
The  defect  in  Irish  education  was  really 
that  which  was  pointed  out  in  the  Beso* 
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lution  of  his  hon.  Friend.  The  inferiority 
of  average  attendances  was  not  so  great 
as  was  implied  by  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
but  it  was  quite  enough  to  make  the 
friends  of  Ireland  uneasy.  The  causes 
of  this  appeared  to  the  Government  to 
be  two.  Last  night  he  heard  language, 
which  he  should  be  sorry  to  characterize, 
directed  against  him  for  saying  that  the 
taxpayer  ought  not  to  pay  money  to 
Ireland  when  it  was  not  for  the  advan- 
tage of  Ireland.  But  when  it  was  for 
the  undoubted  advantage  of  Ireland  the 
Government  were  quite  willing  that  it 
should  be  paid.  Ireland  had  been  kept 
too  long  waiting  to  share  in  the  advan- 
tages accorded  to  England  and  Scotland 
in  the  matter  of  the  training  of  teachers. 
One  great  cause  that  the  children  were 
badly  trained  was  that  the  teachers  were 
not  themselves  trained.  But  they  did 
their  work  wonderfully  well  considering 
that  fact.  In  England  £110,000  a-year 
was  spent  for  42  Colleges,  which  edu- 
cated 3,150  teachers.  In  Scotland 
£27,000  was  spent  for  educating  851 
teachers  in  seven  Colleges ;  while  in  Ire- 
land only  £7,755  was  spent  on  220 
teachers  in  one  College.  That  was  the 
provision  made  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  7,648  schools,  manned  by 
10,600  teachers.  He  would  not  enter 
into  the  reasons  for  that ;  but  it  was  a 
very  great  misfortune  for  Ireland,  which 
all  that  had  the  interests  of  education  at 
heart  must  recognize.  It  was  a  matter 
which  was  only,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
business  of  the  Government;  but  the 
question  was  —  Was  the  Government 
willing  to  give  the  necessary  funds? 
The  Irish  Government  had  made  a  re- 
commendation to  the  Cabinet,  which 
had  been  accepted  at  the  Treasury,  and 
they  were  willing  to  provide  those  funds. 
It  now  passed  to  the  Education  Com- 
mission in  Ireland,  and  they  would  ap- 
proach the  subject  with  the  knowledge 
that  if  they  thought  it  right  to  alter 
the  system  of  grants  towards  the  train- 
ing of  teachers  in  any  direction  they 
thought  desirable,  the  Government  and 
the  Treasury  would  find  the  money, 
unless  the  direction  was  one  with 
which  they  strongly  and  entirely  disap- 
proved. That  was  a  subject  which  had 
oeen  well  thrashed  out  in  that  House  ; 
and  he  was  very  much  pleased  to 
think  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  County  Longford  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton),   who  had  pressed  Parliament  so 
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often  on  the  question,  would  be  able  to 
read  the  line  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  take.  He  now  passed  to 
the  second  method  of  improving  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  —  namely,  compulsion. 
No  doubt,  if  masters  were  well  trained, 
that  alone  would  attract  children  to  the 
schools ;  but  whether  compulsion  should 
be  applied  was  a  matter  which  was  all 
but  novel.  It  was  true  that  those  who 
regarded  compulsion  as  a  remedy  had 
against  them  the  Eeport  of  the  Boyal 
Commission — Lord  Powis's,  of  1870. 
But  he  must  own  that  the  Government 
did  not  attach  very  great  weight  to  the 
Beport  of  that  Commission,  because  in 
that  year  this  country  was  in  quite  the 
Dark  Ages  of  education.  The  Boyal 
Commission,  by  the  light  of  early  and 
inchoate  ideas  on  the  subject,  discussed 
it  little,  and  decided  against  it  on,  per- 
haps, not  sufficient  experience  of  its 
operation,  for  it  was  only  in  1871  that 
it  began  to  be  applied  in  England,  and 
a  year  later  in  Scotland.  But  they  now 
had  the  experience,  not  of  Germany 
only  and  of  Switzerland,  but  of  the 
whole  of  that  Island,  and  that  experi- 
ence was  of  a  more  than  encouraging 
nature.  In  England,  in  1870,  before  the 
introduction  of  the  compulsory  system, 
the  average  attendance  was  1,152,000. 
In  1881,  after  11  years  of  compulsion,  it 
had  risen  to  2,863,535.  The  scholars 
who  passed  in  reading  were  691,763,  as 
against  1,776,059,  an  increase  in  culture 
of  3  to  1  where  the  population  had  in- 
creased in  the  proportion  of  9  to  8.  In 
Scotland  there  was  less  Toom  for  im- 
provement. In  1872,  the  year  before 
compulsion  was  made  general,  there 
were  213,000  in  attendance.  There  were 
now  410,000,  and  the  children  who  had 
passed  in  reading  had  risen  from  137,000 
to  286,000  ;  so  that  culture  had  doubled, 
while  the  population  had  only  increased 
by  400,000.  But  it  had  been  good  for 
England  and  Scotland,  because  it  had 
been  carried  out  with  regard  for  the 
feelings  of  the  population,  and  for  the 
feelings  of  those  interested  in  conduct- 
ing education.  Compulsory  education 
could  not  possibly  be  set  on  foot,  cer- 
tainly could  not  be  worked  to  any  good 
purpose,  unless  the  arrangements  under 
which  it  was  conducted  commended 
themselves  to  the  people  themselves, 
and  to  those  to  whom  the  people  looked 
up  for  guidance.  If  in  this  matter  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  B}>oken  had  been 
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indefinite,  the  GoTemment  could  not  set 
the  example  of  heing  definite ;  and  all 
be  could  say  was  that  if  they  were  to 
have  compulsion  in  Ireland  they  in- 
tended that  it  should  he  of  a  praoticahle 
character,  and  he  of  great  service  to  the 
country.  The  Oovemment  did  not  in- 
tend to  take  any  step  in  the  delicate 
Bubject  of  national  education  which 
would  shock  the  religious  sentiments 
they  so  deeply  respected.  At  the  same 
time,  they  would  not  be  untrue  to  the 
principles  on  which  education  could  be 
effectively  and  practically  conducted. 
They  were  not  going  to  act  in  a  hurry 
in  this  matter,  or  without  consultation 
in  Ireland  with  representatives  of  those 
of  all  religions  and  classes  who  must  be 
consulted.  The  measures  which  already 
had  left  the  anvil,  having  been  beaten 
out  as  far  as  they  could  beat  them,  would 
require  all  the  aid  and  co-operation  of 
Irish  Members  to  pass  that  Session.  On 
the  question  of  compulsory  education 
the  debate  had  thrown  much  light ;  but 
there  were  points  in  it  and  difficulties 
in  it  which,  if  rashly  and  hastily  handled, 
might  make  it  an  apple  of  discord  and 
discomfort  indeed;  and  he  must  say 
plainly  that  the  Oovemment  would  be 
glad  to  have  till  next  Session  to  con- 
sider the  question.  Even  if  they  had 
had  a  debate  more  fruitful  in  sugges- 
tions of  detail  it  would  still  have  been 
necessary  to  have  more  time,  so  that 
those  who  understood  the  people,  and 
whom  the  people  understood,  might  be 
consulted.  On  one  point  he  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  made  a  rather  modest 
proposal — namely,  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  attendances.  In  Ireland,  if 
they  deducted  Saturdays'  holidays  and 
-vacations,  there  were  220,days  of  school. 
If  they  t<>ok  out  seven  weeks  at  spring 
time  and  autumn  for  rural  work  that 
left  150  days,  and  he  should  be  glad  if 
they  could  contrive  to  get  the  children 
into  school  during  those  150  days.  The 
Government  were  determined  they  would 
not  force  people's  consciences,  or  hurt 
their  religious  opinions;  but  they  did 
not  see  any  reason  why  compulsory  edu- 
cation should  not  be  carried  out  in  the 
great  towns  of  Ireland,  and  over  Oon- 
nanght,  Munster,  and  Leinster.  He 
had  now  said  not  all  he  could  say,  but 
all  he  really  dared  say ;  and  assuring  the 
House  once  more  that  in  this  matter 
they  were  really  practical,  he  must  say, 
at  Uie  same  time,  they  were  determined 


to  work  in  accord  with  the  best  Irish 
ideas.  The  Government  would  be  very 
glad  if,  by  approving  this  guarded  but 
sufficiently  emphatic  Besolution,  Parlia- 
ment gave  it  a  commission  to  apply 
itself  to  consider  how  compulsion  could 
be  applied  to  Ireland  with  due  regard 
to  the  social  and  religious  conditions  of 
the  country;  and  if  it  received  that 
commission  it  would  pledge  itself  to 
discharge  it  in  the  spirit  and  accord- 
ing to  the  very  letter  in  which  it  was 
worded. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWEEsaid,  he  had 
waited  with  some  anxiety  for  the  con- 
cluding portion  of  the  speech  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  for  it  was  not  till 
then  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
tinctly stated  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  the  Eesolution.  Those 
who  were  not  satisfied  that  a  case  for  com- 
pulsory education  for  Ireland  had  been 
made  out  might,  nevertheless,  say  that  it 
was  a  distinct  advantage  to  have  the 
Government  committed  to  a  Eesolution 
which,  while  in  one  part  it  assented  to 
the  necessity  of  compulsory  education, 
also  took  great  care  in  another  part  to 
assert  that  that  compulsion  should  be 
carried  on  with  strict  regard  to  the 
social  and  religious  condition  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  must  say,  on  the  part 
of  those  who  were  not  satisfied  that 
a  case  had  been  made  out  for  compulsory 
education,  that  he  could  have  wished 
that  the  Government  had  distinctly  ex- 
plained the  manner  in  which  compulsory 
education  should  be  carried  out.  What- 
ever advantage  they  had  derived  from 
this  discussion,  they  were  not  a  bit 
n0arer  than  they  were  at  the  opening  of 
the  debate  to  a  conception  of  the  means 
and  methods  by  which  compulsion  could 
be  carried  out  in  Ireland.  If  there  was 
a  Division,  he  could  not  vote  for  the 
Eesolution,  as  it  was  so  vag^e  and  un- 
certain. Anything  coming  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon 
Flayfair)  on  education  deserved  atten- 
tion ;  but  he  did  not  think  he  ever  heard 
a  generalization  more  misleading  in  ita 
character  than  the  one  with  which  he 
opened  his  speech.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  in  Ireland  they  had  had 
half-a-oentury  of  primary  national  edu- 
cation, whereas  in  England  they  had 
only  12,  and  in  Scotland  10  years ;  and 
was  it  not  melancholy  to  contemplate 
the  great  disparity  observed  in  Ireland 
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in  the  results  as  compared  witli  England 
and  Scotland  ?  He  objected  to  that  gene- 
ralization, as  it  was  not  founded  upon 
real  facts  of  general  application.  Beiore 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  argue  in 
that  way,  he  ought  first  to  inquire  whether 
the  three  countries  started  upon  an  equal 
footing,  and  whether,  during  the  half- 
century,  Ireland  had  possessed  those 
educational  endowments  and  advantages 
generally  belonging  to  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland.  Before  they 
could  pronounce  a  reliable  opinion  upon 
the  illiteracy  or  the  state  of  education 
amongst  the  people  of  Ireland,  they  must 
look  at  the  question  from  the  historical 
standpoint.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dwelt  at  considerable  length  upon  the 
paucity  of  attendance  at  Irish  schools ; 
and  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  was  sur- 
prised that  in  the  anxiety  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  to  ac- 
count for  this  paucity  of  attendance 
nobody  had  ever  referred  to  what  seemed 
to  him  to  be  the  g^eat  essential  cause  of 
the  backwardness  of  education  in  Ire- 
land. He  referred  to  the  chronic  poverty 
and  serious  distress  of  the  mass  of  the 
people.  If  he  were  told  that  25  per 
cent  of  the  population  were  illiterate,  he 
would  answer  that  50  per  cent  were 
under-fed.  It  was  once  said  by  the 
founder  of  a  great  religious  order  that 
no  man  could  pray  on  an  empty  stomach. 
He  did  not  know  if  that  was  true  or  not, 
but  he  thought  that  if  they  were  to  get 
the  boys  and  girls  of  Ireland  to  walk 
miles  across  country  to  school  they  ought 
to  secure  that  they  should  have  their 
breakfast  first.  He  certainly  agreed 
that  if  it  were  attempted  to  apply  com- 
pulsory education  vigorously  in  the 
country  districts  in  Ireland  the  poverty 
of  the  people  would  be  one  of  the 
greatest  obstacles  which  the  School 
Board,  or  the  Attendance  Committees, 
would  have  to  encounter.  He  objected 
to  the  comparison  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Edinburgh  between  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land upon  the  test  of  population.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  contrasted 
the  large  local  contributions  in  Scotland 
with  the  small  local  contributions  in 
Ireland,  notwithstanding  that  Ireland 
had  the  larger  population.  In  his  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power's)  opinion,  it  was  no 
question  of  relative  population  at  all, 
out  of  relative  wealth  and  means.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
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the  University  of  Edinburgh  had  invited 
the  Irish  Eepresentatives  to  account,  if 
they  could,  for  the  extraordinary  cir- 
cumstance that  a  larger  proportion  of 
Irish  criminals  knew  how  to  read  and 
write  than  those  in  England  and  Scot* 
land.  He  did  not  know  if  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  was  under  the  delu- 
sion of  one  idea,  and  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  account  for  everything  by  the 
poverty  of  the  people  ;  but  he  would  ac- 
count for  this  extraordinary  circumstance 
from  the  want  of  remunerative  employ- 
ment. Boys  who  went  to  school  for 
a  short  time  might  generally  be  counted 
upon  to  lead  virtuous  lives  up  to  a  cer- 
tain period,  but  if  there  was  no  field 
for  their  abilities  or  powers  to  gain  an 
honest  livelihood,  they  were  naturally 
attracted  to  criminal  courses;  and  it 
might,  therefore,  follow  that  a  large 
proportion  of  Irish  boys  and  girls  might 
be  drawn  into  crime  because  of  the  want 
of  substantial  occupation.  Beferenoe 
had  been  made  to  the  large  proportion 
of  Irish  criminals  to  be  found  in  the 
English  and  Scottish  gaols,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  very  same  fatal  mis- 
fortune accounted  for  this  difficulty  also, 
because  if  they  looked  at  the  class  of  the 
people  who  formed  the  bulk  of  the  Irish 
immigrants  to  England  and  Scotland, 
they  would  find  that  they  landed  in  this 
country  with  no  means  whatever,  and 
because  of  their  poverty  they  were 
obliged  to  take  lodgings,  and  to  reside 
in  the  very  lowest  quarters  of  the  Eng- 
lish and  Scottish  towns.  He  had  called 
attention  to  these  few  general  considera- 
tions, in  order  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  realize  the  causes  which,  to  some 
extent,  had  operated  to  diminish  the 
success  of  educational  efforts  in  Ireland 
hitherto,  and  in  order  to  prevent  them 
from  abandoning  themselves  to  a  fatal 
despair  with  regard  to  every  Irish  ques- 
tion. He  did  not  despair  of  his  oountiy 
in  any  sense.  He  did  not  despair  of  its 
ultimate  peace  and  tranquillity,  of  its 
ultimate  prosperity,  and  of  its  progress 
in  education.  On  the  contrary,  he  had 
faith  in  the  power  and  the  capacity  of 
his  countrymen  and  countrywomen  to 
work  out  a  better  and  brighter  destiny 
for  themselves;  and  though  he  was 
somewhat  dissatisfied  with  the  position 
in  which  the  Government  stood  towards 
the  question  of  compulsory  education, 
because  they  were  not  yet  able  to  define 
any  re^ar  method  of  carrying  it  out, 
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he  would  hail  any  efPorts  that  were  made 
legitimatelj,  and  with  a  due  regard  for 
the  social  and  religious  convictions  of 
the  Irish  people,  which  might  enable 
them  to  acquire  a  higher  standard  of 
education  in  their  native  land. 

Mb.  MOOBE  said,  that,  having  in 
view  the  example  of  compulsion  in  Eng- 
land, the  enormous  expense  it  had  in- 
volved, and  the  inconvenience  to  which 
it  had  put  those  who  had  to  support 
voluntary  schools,  he  was  not  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  Eesolution  when  he 
first  saw  it.    The  whole  matter  had  been 
so  carefully  guarded  by  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary and  other  Gentlemen,  especially  as 
regarded  the  religious  aspects  of  the 
question,  that  there  remained  but  the 
merest  shadow  of  compulsion  to  apply, 
affecting  very  few  persons ;  and,  conse- 
quently, there  seemed  to  be  little  to 
object  to  in  the  application  of  those 
powers.     There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
due  deference  had  been  paid  to  the  re- 
ligious aspect  of  the  question  and  to  the 
Bomah  Catholics.    The  present  G-overn- 
ment  must  remember,  however,  that  any 
movement  on  their  part  in  this  direction 
would  be  viewed  with  suspicion  by  the 
Irish  people.    Their  sympathies  in  that 
matter,  however  much  they  differed  in 
other  respects,  were  rather  with  hon. 
Gentlemen    sitting   on  the '  Opposition 
side  of  the  House.    Education  in  Ire- 
land had  improved  in  recent  years ;  the 
number  of  those  who  could  read  and 
write  had  increased  £0  percent,  and  the 
numbers  of  the  illiterate  had  decreased 
more  than  50  per  cent.    With  the  in- 
crease of  Bchools  the  generation  of  the 
illiterate  was  vanishing  from  the  land. 
The  impression  conveyed  by  the  figures 
of  the  National  Board  in  Ireland  was 
very  erroneous,  and  as  a  proof  of  it  he 
stated  that  they  had  entered  on  their 
rolls  1,000,000  children,  not  including 
various     denominational    and    private 
schools,    whereas    the    population    of 
children  in  Ireland  was  only  1,003,000. 
They  took  credit  for  children  duplicated 
and  re-duplicated,  owing  to  their  re- 
moval from  one  school  to  another.     But 
he  believed  that  the  figures  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Edinburgh,  com- 
paring   the    attendance    in    the    three 
countries,  were  grossly  in  error,  for  it 
was  well  known — putting  aside  all  other 
considerations — that  the  age  of  attend- 
aupe  differed.    In  Ireland  it  was  three, 


in  Scotland  and  England  it  was  five. 
But  it  would  be  found  that  the  per- 
centage of  attendances  in  the  three 
countries  did  not  differ  as  widely  as  had 
been  supposed.  In  England  it  was  75*2, 
in  Scotland  70-8,  while  in  Ireland  it  was 
67  3.  Now,  the  question  was  whether, 
if  these  figures  were  correct,  the  game 
was  worth  the  candle ;  and  whether  such 
a  radical  measure  would  produce  a  re- 
sult commensurate  with  tne  difficulties 
at  every  turn.  While  in  Great  Britain 
63  per  cent  of  the  people  lived  in  towns, 
in  Ireland  only  21  per  cent  Hved  in 
towns.  The  great  bulk  of  the  popula- 
tion were  employed  in  agriculture,  and, 
the  assistance  of  the  children  being 
necessary  at  harvest  time,  it  would  not 
be  easy  to  enforce  attendance  upon 
them.  In  these  Gircum§tanoes,  he  sub- 
mitted whether  it  was  worth  while  push- 
ing the  matter  further,  and  suggested 
that  it  would  be  a  cheaper  and  more 
easy  remedy  for  the  irregularities  if  a 
small  expenditure  in  the  shape  of  re- 
wards were  given  to  the  masters  to  se- 
cure attendance,  and  a  very  small  award 
to  the  children  who  gave  regular  attend- 
ance. It  would  also  become  necessary, 
if  compulsory  attendance  was  insisted 
upon,  to  greatly  improve  and  enlarge 
the  existing  schools ;  for,  at  the  present 
time,  having  regard  to  the  general  cha- 
racter of  the  chiMren,  and  the  tender  age 
at  which  they  were  admitted  to  school, 
the  accommodation  was  wholly  inade- 
quate for  the  needs  of  the  country. 

GoLoiTEL  GOLTHUEST  said,  he  rose 
to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  for  the  an- 
nouncement he  had  made  with  regard 
to  the  better  training  of  teachers  in  Irish 
schools.  He  thought,  at  the  same  time, 
that  there  would  be  a  general  feeling 
among  those  interested  in  education  that 
the  principle  of  compulsion  should  not 
be  applied  until  the  training  system 
had  had  a  little  time  to  work.  The 
want  of  trained  teachers  had  been  one 
of  the  most  fertile  causes  of  irregular 
attendance  at  the  National  Schools  in 
Ireland;  and  another  main  cause  was 
the  very  inadequate  and  often  wretched 
accommodation.  In  his  opinion,  if  all 
the  children  in  Ireland  were  to  go  to 
school  the  accommodation  would  be 
quite  inadequate.  He  admitted  that 
the  results  of  half  a  century  of  educa- 
tion were  unsatisfactory,  but  thought 
that  was  due,   first,  to  religious  diffi- 
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onlties;  and,  seoondly,  to  the  insuffi- 
cient school  accommodation.  In  con- 
elusion,  he  would  express  a  hope  that 
there  would  be  no  unnecessary  hurry 
in  dealing  with  this  question  of  com- 
pulsion. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  rose  to 
express  gratification  at  the  tone  of  the 
debate,  showing,  as  it  did,  a  satisfactory 
progress  of  opinion  since  the  time,  not 
many  years  aeo,  when  a  Ministry  was 
threatened  to  be  destroyed,  because  of 
the  difiference  among  its  supporters  as 
to  what  should  be  the  character  of  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.  He  was  glad  to  find, 
from  all  sections,  the  opinion  expressed 
that  if  the  people  were  to  be  educated, 
the  great  point  was  to  educate  them, 
and  that  they  should  not  dispute  as 
to  the  manner. in  which  they  should 
force  the  education  down  their  throats. 
Large  districts  of  the  country  had  been 
left  absolutely  uneducated,  because  the 
Oovemment  and  the  representatives  of 
the  religious  denominations  could  not 
agree  between  them  as  to  the  education 
of  the  people.  In  connection  with  the 
evidence  in  the  Maamtrasna  murders, 
nothing  more  painfully  impressed  him 
than  the  fact  that  a  witness,  12  years 
of  age,  was  totally  unable  to  be  sworn, 
because  totally  devoid  of  education.  He 
was  also  glad  to  hear  the  reply  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan),  whoso  speech  was  a  most  able 
and  interesting  one;  and  though  he  had 
the  misfortune  often  to  differ  seriously 
with  the  Chief  Secretary,  he  rejoiced 
to  find  him  in  a  position  in  which  there 
was  great  play  and  scope  for  the  great 
abilities  he  possessed.  He  thought  they 
might  congratulate  themselves  that,  on 
all  sides  of  the  House,  there  would  be 
no  opposition  to  a  well-considered  scheme 
of  compulsory  education. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

Metolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  introduce 
into  Ireland  the  principle  of  Compulaory  Edu- 
cation, with  such  modifications  as  the  social  and 
religious  conditions  of  the  Country  require. 

SUPPLY. 

Jteeolved,  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
Supply.— ( ifr.  Trevelyan.) 

Vohnel  CoUhuret 


ti 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

MILITARY  OPERATIONS  (EGYPT). 
BESOLTTTION. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N  said,  he 

had  placed  on  the  Paper  the  following 

Amendment: — 

'*  That  this  House  regrets  that  it  should  be 
called  on  to  place  incnMised  burdens  upon  the 
people,  in  consequence  of  the  late  Military  ope- 
rations in  Egypt." 

He  thought  hon.  Members  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  function  of  voting 
money  was  about  the  most  important 
duty  they  had  to  fulfil.  It  was  the 
original  object  and  design  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  believed,  to  vote  money,  and 
although  they  had  other  duties  now  it 
still  remained  their  central  duty.  The 
question  he  desired  to  discuss  was,  whe- 
ther the  large  sum  of  money  which  his 
noble  Friend  would  move  for  directly 
they  got  into  Committee  in  regard  to 
the  Egvptian  War  was  money  which 
was  really  spent  for  the  national  interest 
and  the  benefit  of  this  country.  The 
theory  of  those  who  defended  the  war 
was  that  the  money  expended  had  done 
good  to  England  and  to  India  also ;  and 
further  it  was  contended  that  we  had 
done  a  great  deal  of  good  to  Egypt. 
In  order  to  accomplish  that  good,  we 
had  to  spend  at  least  £4,500,000,  and 
we  had  been  the  means  of  taking  away 
the  lives  of  a  large  number  of  Egyptians. 
It  had  been  calculated  that  we  slew 
about  5,000  of  them,  and  we  likewise 
lost  a  great  many  of  our  own  valuable 
soldiers  in  the  war.  Comparing  the 
origin  of  the  war  and  the  defence  that 
was  made  of  it  with  the  present  state 
of  things,  he  found  that  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  especially 
those  who  sat  on  the  front  Opposition 
Bench,  had  stated  more  than  once  that 
they  were  misled  as  to  the  causes  why 
we  went  into  the  war.  They  asserted 
that  the  Government  made  statements 
which  were  not  now  borne  out  by  the 
evidence,  and  that  that  waa  why  the 
large  Party  opposite  gave  their  sanction 
to  the  war.  Perhaps  they  were  misled. 
In  his  opinion,  the  country  was  also 
misled  very  much  as  to  the  real  object 
and  cause  and  origin  of  the  war.  He 
remembered  going  to  a  meeting  at  Glas- 

gow  to  denounce  the  Egyptian  War  a 
ttle  before  the  decisive   battle.    He 
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made  his  speech,  and  thought  he  had 
conclusiyely  proyed  that  the  war  was 
wrong.  When  he  had  finished,  a  work- 
ing man  g^t  up  and  moved  an  amend- 
ment, saying — ''  This  gentleman  has 
read  the  Blue  Books,  and  thinks  they 
know  all  about  it.  What  do  we  want 
with  Blue  Books.  We  have  read  the 
newspapers."  The  amendment  was 
agreed  to,  and  a  copy  of  it  forwarded 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  who,  in  ac- 
knowledging the  receipt  of  it,  said  he 
was  very  glad  it  had  been  carried.  He 
did  not  mean  to  charge  the  Government 
with  having  misled  the  Opposition  or  the 
country,  but  he  felt  sure  that  they  were 
misled  themselves,  and  that  they  did  not 
know  the  exact  bearing  of  the  Egyptian 
Question.  This,  however,  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  take  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  to  task  and  call  them  to  account 
for  what  they  did  in  the  matter.  When 
a  railway  accident  occurred,  and  a  num- 
ber of  lives  were  lost,  there  was  always 
a  very  close  inquiry  to  see  whether  the 
slightest  blame  was  to  be  attached  to 
anyone ;  and  in  the  same  way,  to  take  a 
Btill  more  appropriate  illustration,  when 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  was  lost  a 
court  martial  was  always  held.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  House  was  only  doing 
its  duty — certainly  it  was  not  doing  more 
than  its  duty — in  calling  the  Government 
to  account  for  what  had  occurred  in 
Egypt,  and  seeing  whether  they  or  any 
other  persons  were  to  blame.  Now,  his 
case  was  this,  that  the  Government  were 
misled  by  the  officials  whom  they  em- 
ployed. Their  diplomatic  agents  were 
continually  giving  wrong  information 
and  leading  the  country  into  trouble. 
It  was  so  m  the  Afghan  War  and  also 
in  the  Zulu  War.  The  Transvaal  was 
even  a  stronger  case.  They  knew  how 
everyone  was  persuaded  for  a  long  time 
that  the  Boers  were  longing  to  be  taken 
nnder  British  protection.  The  facts  came 
out  afterwards,  and  showed  how  grossly 
they  had  been  misinformed!  His  com- 
plaint against  the  Government  was  that 
they  did  not  make  more  inquiry  before 
taking  the  fatal  steps  that  led  the  coun- 
try into  all  these  wars.  He  thought 
also  it  was  a  pity  that  the  Government 
did  not  consult  the  House  before  going 
into  these  wars,  which  were  almost  all 
to  be  attributed  to  secret  diplomacy. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  shrank  from 
condemning  the  war,  although  they  said 
they  had  been  misled ;  and  the  Leader 


of  the  Opposition  said  it  would  never  do 
for  them  to  condemn  it,  because  if  they 
did  move  a  Besolution  he  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  would  probably  vote  for  it,  and 
that,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  think,  would  be  a  dreadful  thing. 
He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  was  not  so 
afraid.  He  would  move  a  Besolution, 
and  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  go  into  the  Lobby  with  him  if 
they  pleased.  He  objected  altogether 
to  this  system  of  calculating  who  would 
support  a  Besolution  and  how  many  votes 
would  be  ^iven  for  it.  It  would  be  much 
better  if  tney  went  into  these  questions 
with  the  desire  simply  of  discovering 
what  was  right  and  what  was  wrong, 
and  voting  accordingly.  He  condemned 
this  expedition  to  Egypt,  and  would  give 
the  House  his  reasons  for  so  doing.  Let 
them  see  how  the  £4,600,000  had  been 
spent.  The  first  event  of  importance 
was  the  bombardment  of  the  forts  at 
Alexandria;  and  what  were  they  told 
about  them  ?  Why,  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  bombard  these  forts 
in  self-defence ;  but  that  argument  was 
hardly  a  proper  one  to  use  in  a  meeting 
of  rational  men.  Just  before  the  bom- 
bardment two  smooth-bore  guns  were 
being  parbuckled — that  was,  rolled  along 
the  sand  to  the  forts — and  to  say  that 
this  parbuckling  was  justification  for 
what  took  place  was  one  of  the  most  ex- 
traordinary reasons  that  could  be  ad- 
duced. He  knew  it  was  very  wronff  to 
talk  about  the  ''  bombardment  of  Alex- 
andria"— it  was  called  firing  on  the 
forts — but,  although  the  phrase  was  so 
much  assailed,  he  had  heard  the  Prime 
Minister  make  use  of  it.  Certainly,  the 
result  was  pretty  much  as  if  we  had 
bombarded  the  town.  The  correspondent 
of  an  English  newspaper  stated  that  he 
went  over  Alexandria  several  weeks  after 
the  bombardment,  and  saw  in  the  centre 
of  the  town  four  shells  of  the  Inflexible 
that  had  not  exploded.  He  thought  it 
might  fairly  be  concluded  that  other 
shells  were  discharged  into  the  town 
which  had  exploded.  After  the  bom- 
bardment of  the  forts,  from  some  cause 
or  another,  the  town  was  burned,  and 
thousands  of  persons  were  driven  into 
the  Desert,  many  of  whom,  no  doubt, 

Eerished  miserably.  The  horrors  of  this 
ombardment  were  pressed  upon  the  Go- 
vernment even  by  the  unspeakable  Turk. 
The  Egyptian  Army  then  took  refuge  in 
the  open  country,  and  we  carried  on  a 
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military  operation  against  them,  whioh 
resulted  in  a  wholesale  massacre  of  the 
Egyptian  soldiers,  who  fled  before  us  as 
a  flock  of  sheep  would  before  a  dog. 
These  operations  concluded,  the  troops 
were  brought  home,  and  there  was  the 
greatest  rejoicing  in  this  country.  People 
seemed  as  much  pleased  with  that 
slaughter  as  though  our  troops  had  con- 
quered the  combined  forces  of  Bussia, 
Prussia,  Austria,  France,  and  the  United 
States.  The  next  step  was  to  catch 
Arabi.  We  went  to  Egypt  as  the  de- 
tective of  the  Khedive,  and  having  caught 
Arabi,  handed  him,  a  political  prisoner, 
over  to  his  bitterest  enemies.  When 
that  act  was  fully  and  fairly  understood, 
he  believed  that  every  right-minded 
Englishman  would  regard  it  as  one  of 
the  greatest  crimes  that  ever  disgraced 
the  history  of  this  country.  They  had 
been  told  that  our  action  was  due  to  in- 
ternational engagements ;  but  he  chal- 
lenged any  hon.  Gentleman  present  to 
produce  a  scrap  of  evidence  to  show  the 
existence  of  any  such  engagement.  When 
the  bombardment  took  place,  and  the 
French  Fleet  steamed  majestically  out  of 
the  harbour,  there  was  an  end  to  the 
international  engagements.  Then,  they 
were  told  that  we  must  interfere  in  order 
to  procure  the  freedom  and  safety  of  the 
Suez  Canal.  He  again  challenged  any 
hon.  Member  to  show  one  iota  of  evi- 
dence that  before  these  warlike  opera- 
tions there  was  any  attempt,  or  suspicion 
of  an  attempt,  or  even  a  desire,  to  do 
anything  to  interfere  with  the  safety  of 
the  Canal.  The  next  thing  was  that 
they  had  to  put  down  anarchy.  He 
denied  that  there  was  anarchy.  One  of 
the  first  things  that  anarchists  did  was  to 
commit  robbery ;  but  it  was  an  extra- 
ordinary fact  that  there  was  no  robbery 
here,  and  that  the  Treasury  Chest  re* 
mained  untouched  throughout.  Perhaps 
it  might  be  said  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  was  owing  to  the  riots  at 
Alexandria.  But  there  was  nothing 
whatever  to  show  that  Arabi  had  any- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  them.  Lord 
Granville  had  admitted  that  the  charges 
against  Arabi  in  reference  to  the  burn- 
ing of  Alexandria  had  broken  down. 
That  being  so,  he  wished  to  make  a 
challenge  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  whom  he 
did  not  see  then  in  his  place.  He  said, 
when  it  was  necessary  to  get  up  a  feel- 

8ir  Wilfrid  iawion 


ing  in  favour  of  the  war,  that  there  was 
no  doubt  that  Arabi  was  guilty  of  com- 
plicity in  the  attack  on  Alexandria. 
Now,  his  right  hon.  Friend  made  that 
remark  in  cold  blood,  and  not  when  he 
was  in  a  scatterbrained  condition.  He 
knew  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  be  an 
honourable  and  upright  man,  and  he 
quite  expected  that  before  very  long  he 
would  come  down  to  the  House  and 
either  withdraw  the  charge  he  had  made, 
or  produce  some  further  evidence.  Then 
there  was  the  official  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  of  the  cause  of  the  war 
— he  begged  pardon  for  calling  it  war 
in  that  House,  he  should  have  said 
"  military  operations.''  The  Prime  Mi* 
nister  said  that  we  went  to  war  to  keep 
up  tJie  rights  of  the  Sultan,  the  rights 
of  the  Khedive,  the  rights  of  the  people 
of  Egypt,  and  the  rights  of  the  bond- 
holders.  Were  these  proper  objects  for 
which  to  spend  the  treasure  and  the 
blood  of  a  free  nation  ?  To  keep  up  the 
rights  of  the  Sultan.  What  rights  had 
he  in  Egypt  ?  None,  except  the  right  to 
draw  from  the  ground-down  and  op- 
pressed people  of  Egypt  a  tribute  of 
£700,000  a-year.  And  we  went,  cap  in 
hand,  to  the  Sultan  for  weeks  and  weeks 
begging  him  to  help  us  to  keep  up  his 
rights.  Then  came  the  rights  of  the 
Khedive.  What  had  we  to  do  with 
them  ?  What  earthly  reason  was  there 
for  spending  the  lives  and  money  of  the 
people  of  this  country  in  keeping  up  the 
rights  of  the  Khedive  ?  Did  anyone 
know  of  any  good  the  Khedive  had 
done  ?  Then  there  were  the  rights  of 
the  Egyptian  people.  Why,  that  was 
almost  as  ridiculous  as  all  that  we  were 
told  about  the  Suez  Canal.  The  first 
right  of  any  nation  was  the  right  to 
govern  itself.  Even  in  Ireland  we 
gave  some  semblance  of  self-govern- 
ment. ["  No !  "]  Well,  we  let  people 
out  of  prison  occasionally.  The  first 
right  of  a  nation  was  self-government, 
and  the  day  would  come  when  most 
of  the  people  of  this  country  wonld 
look  back  with  horror  to  what  they  had 
done  when  they  saw  that  we,  a  free 
nation,  that  England,  the  mother  of 
Parliaments,  spent  her  blood  and  trea^ 
sure  in  putting  down  the  first  rising  hope 
of  freedom  in  a  long'down-trodden  and 
oppressed  people.  Then  came  the  rights 
of  the  bondholders.  That  was  what  the 
right  hon.  Gh)ntleman  put  in  last;  but 
that  they  were  tho  first  oonsideration  he 
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had  yer  J  little  doubt.  Was  there  a  sane 
man  in  this  country  or  out  of  it  who 
belieyed  that,  were  it  not  for  the  bond- 
holders, this  country  would  hare  eyer 
gone  to  war  ?  It  was  in  the  interest  of 
the  bondholders,  and  in  order  to  collect 
their  debts,  that  we  kept  up  those  miser- 
able Controllers,  who  led  us  into  war 
because  they  feared  that  their  influence 
and  power  would  be  taken  away  if  the 
popular  movement  was  to  go  on.  But 
we  were  told  in  the  beginning  of  the 
proceedings  that  we  went  to  war  on  ac- 
count of  the  itattu  quo  anU,  What  had 
become  of  the  $iaiu»  quo  ante  f  It  was 
gone — as  dead  as  Henry  YIII.  Arabi 
fought  to  get  rid  of  certain  things,  and 
now,  having  got  rid  of  Arabi,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  gone  and  done 
what  he  wished  so  much  to  do ;  but  they 
had  done  it  after  spending  £4,500,000, 
sacrificing  5,000  lives  of  the  Egyptians, 
and  many  lives  of  our  own  soldiers. 
That  was  the  result  of  their  $tatu9  quo 
ante,  Arabi  was  in  prison  a  long  time, 
and  they  were  obliged  to  let  him  out. 
They  dared  not  execute  him  or  let  the 
Khedive  execute  him.  And  now  Arabi 
was  in  exile,  and  the  President  of  the 
liocal  Government  Board,  who  had  con- 
ducted all  these  things  to  such  a  success- 
ful conclusion,  had  risen  to  a  high  popi- 
tion.  One  had  gone  to  Oeylon  and  the 
other  to  the  Cabinet,  but  the  man  who 
had  succeeded  was  Arabi.  He  in  his 
dungeon  was  more  powerful  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  backed  up  by  an  enormous 
majority  of  the  House  and  the  country. 
What  Arabi  demanded  was  being  now 
carried  out  in  Egypt,  and  for  no  other 
reason  than  that  he  had  right  on  his 
side,  while  we  fought  on  the  side  of 
wrong  and  injustice.  For  his  own  part, 
he  could  only  say,  now  that  they  were 
called  upon  to  vote  this  money,  that 
never  since  he  had  been  a  Member  of 
the  House  had  hef  been  called  upon  to 
vote  money  for  so  unsatisfactory  a  pur- 
pose. They  might  say  that  the  money 
was  spent.  He  knew  it.  He  knew  that 
the  evil  was  done.  But  why  he  wished 
to  refuse  the  money  now  was,  because  he 
did  not  desire  to  see  these  things  re- 
peated. When  the  London  mob  re- 
joiced, he  never  heard  any  expression  of 
reg^t  or  abhorrence  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  for  the  crimes  committed 
last  summer,  and  there  was  no  guarantee 
that  if  they  found  a  people  weak  or 


oppressed  they  would  not  attack  them  to 
get  money  for  the  bondholders,  Jews, 
and  usurers.  Therefore,  he  would  take 
a  division  in  order  to  obtain  an  expres- 
sion of  (minion  against  such  intervention 
in  the  affairs  of  other  countries.  That 
was  not  a  policy  which  became  a  Liberal 
Government,  and  all  true  Liberals  should 
oppose  it.  In  doine  so  they  would  be 
supporting  the  principles  by  which  right 
hon.  Gentiemen  on  tne  Treasury  Bench 
got  into  power  three  years  ago.  Gen- 
Uemen  on  the  opposite  side  sometimes 
condemned  the  principles  of  the  Mid 
Lothian  campaign.  He  believed  these 
were  the  right  principles  on  which  the 
policy  of  this  country  ought  to  be  con- 
ducted, and  just  as  the  Government  had 
been  true  to  them  had  their  course  been 
honourable  and  satisfactory,  and  just  as 
they  had  departed  from  them  had  they 
been  landed  in  discredit  and  disgrace. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  that  in  our 
foreign  policy  we  ought  to  proceed  on 
the  principle  of  recogniring  the  equality 
of  nations  and  the  iU)solute  equality  of 
public  rights.  That  was  the  right  policy, 
and  if  we  departed  from  it  we  should 
not  only  have  troubles  abroad,  but  should 
never  do  justice  at  home,  because  if  we 
did  not  act  justly  abroad  there  was  very 
little  chance  of  getting  justice  at  home 
by  domestic  reforms.  Some  in  that 
House  were  bound  to  show  their  con- 
demnation of  this  policy — a  policy  more 
disheartening  than  any  adopted  by  a 
Liberal  Government  for  years  past[;  and 
holding  these  views  he  should  venture  to 
propose  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
read  at  the  beginning  of  his  speech,  and 
take  a  Division  upon  it. 

Sib  GEOEGE  OAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle.  It  might  be  said  that 
they  were  crying  over  spilt  milk,  that 
the  money  was  spent,  and  we  should 
have  to  pay  it.  That  might  be  very 
true ;  but  what  cut  him  to  his  heart 
was  this — that  the  position  and  interests 
of  the  bondholders  were,  after  all,  the 
main  cause  of  the  war.  If  the  Egyptian 
people  were  left  to  act  freely,  the  bond- 
holders would  have  run  the  risk  of  losing 
their  money.  Instead  of  these  bonos 
being  very  low,  as  they  were  before  the 
war,  they  had  now  risen  to  a  very  high 
point ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  unjust  and 
unreasonable  that  if  we  were  to  be  at  all 
the  expenditure  of  blood  and  treasurej 
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we  should  not  take  some  return  from  the 
bondholders  by  way  of  salvage.  He 
denied  that  there  was  anything  like  a 
direct  international  pledge  for  the  se- 
curity of  these  bondholders.  The  only 
pledge  was  the  establishment  of  the  In- 
ternational Courts,  by  which  the  claims 
could  be  enforcedi  and  the  agreement 
for  those  Courts  came  to  an  end  on 
the  1st  of  February,  1883.     Her  Ma- 

i'esty's  Government,  for  reasons  best 
:nown  to  themselves,  had  resolved  to 
continue  the  International  Courts  for  an- 
other year.  He  was  very  glad  that  the 
Government  had  limited  their  continu- 
ance to  another  year.  He  hoped  when 
the  year  had  expired  that  they  would 
not  continue  these  Courts  on  the  same 
footing,  by  which  they  g^ve  international 
guarantees  for  the  debts  of  foreign 
money-lenders  and  usurers.  The  House 
was  told  the  other  day  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  hoped  to  remove  the 
British  troops  within  six  months  from 
the  present  date.  He  wished  it  had 
been  stated,  at  the  same  time,  that  they 
would  also  remove  the  British  officers 
and  the  British  control.  He  sincerely 
hop^  that  they  would  be  able  to  clear 
out  of  Egypt,  •*  bag  and  baggage ;  "  but 
he  believed  that  there  was  a  very  great 
difficulty  in  this  matter,  and  it  was  this 
— that  we  had  by  our  isolated  operation, 
and  in  practically  for  the  time  taking 
possession  of  Egypt,  placed  ourselves  in 
so  delicate  and  difficult  a  position  with 
regard  to  foreign  nations,  and  especially 
France,  that  we  could  not  hope  that  the 
French  would  abstain  from  action  un- 
less we  satisfied  the  bondholding  interest 
in  France  by  insuring  that  they  should 
have  their  money  in  full.  It  was  that 
necessity  which  seemed  to  make  the 
hope  of  an  effective  and  secure  Adminis- 
tration in  Egypt  exceptionally  difficiilt 
and,  he  was  almost  an'aid,  exceedingly 
remote.  Let  them  look  at  the  financial 
situation  of  Egypt  at  this  moment. 
They  knew  that  one-half  of  the  gross 
reyenues  of  Egypt  were  pledged  to  these 
bondholders.  But  he  found  that  there 
was,  in  addition,  a  very  large  claim  by 
the  bondholders  who  had  mortgages  on 
what  were  called  the  Daira  and  Domain 
lands  ;  and  then  there  was  the  claim 
on  account  of  Moukabalah,  than  which 
there  was  never  a  more  shameful  trans- 
action, the  enormous  indemnities,  and  a 
claim  of  £240,000  for  the  maintenance 
of  the    English    Army  since  the  dlst 
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October.    It  therefore  appeared  to  him 
that  probably  there  woidd  not  be  one- 
fourth,  or  more  than  one-fourth,  of  the 
gross  revenues  left  for  the  administratioii 
of  the  country.  That  being  so,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  administration  must  be 
starved,  the  people  must  be  discontented, 
and  there  would  be  the  most  extreme 
difficulty  in   establishing  a  stable  Go- 
vernment.  His  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  told  them  that  having  spent 
£4,500,000,  we  were  about  to  do  that 
which  Arabi  wanted  to  do— namely,  to 
grant  a  Constitution.      He  wished  he 
could  quite  agree  that  that  was  so.  Why 
whB  not  Arabi  allowed  to  grant  a  Con- 
stitution ?    Because  we  were  afraid  that 
these  Constitutional   Egyptians   would 
not  pay  the  Debt.    He  was  afraid  we 
were  in  the  same  difficulty.    It  seemed 
to  him  that  if  we  were  to  arrive  at  the 
point    within  six,   or  nine,  or  twelve 
months,  or  within  any  measurable  dis- 
tance which  would  admit  of  our  leaving 
Egypt    a    settled    and    self  -  governed 
country,  we  must  not  only  establish  a 
Constitution,  but  a  Constitution  on  a 
very  broad  basis.     He  had  been  a  good 
deal  alarmed  by  what  had  been  com- 
municated to  them — the  narrowness  of 
the  Constitution  which  had  been  sug- 
gested  by  Lord  Dufferin  in  his  pre- 
liminary Beports.    He  had  not  the  least 
doubt  that  Lord  Dafferin  was  a  very 
good  and  liberal  man ;  but  he  feared  that 
he  was  hampered  by  events,  and  that  he 
dared  not  give  a  sufficiently  liberal  Oon- 
stitution.     He  was  very  much  at  a  Iosb 
to  understand  what  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred to  when    he    observed  that  he 
wanted  to  give  the  Khedive  a  Council  of 
the  same  character  as  existed  in  British 
India.    The  Councils  in  India  were  not 
of  that  representative  and  powerful  cha- 
racter Lord  Dufferin  seemed  to  suppose. 
They  were  merely  this — ^With  the  great 
officers  of  the  Government  were  asso- 
ciated certain  persons  nominated  by  the 
Government,  and  whose  advice  and  as- 
sistance they  were  ever  ready  to  have. 
They  were  nothing  but  nominee  Councils. 
He  could    not    understand  why  Lord 
DufiPerin  should  not  have  called  together 
the  Notables,   who  were,   perhaps,  as 
fairly  representative  a  body  as  could  be 
convened  at  first.  In  Egypt,  the  Chamber 
of  Notables  having  been  got  together, 
they  began  to  ask  questions  about  the 
debts    and  the  foreigners,    and   made 
themselves  disagreeable  to  the  autho- 
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rities,  the  result  being  not  only  that 
thej  were  sent  to  the  rightabout,  but 
that  the  war  resulted. 

Mk.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  going  far 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  non.  Baronet. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
would  not  pursue  that  subject  further. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment,  if  they  were  to  maintain 
peace  and  quiet  in  Egypt,  and  avoid  a 
greater  question  in  the  future,  must 
^ye  a  much  more  liberal  system  of  ad- 
ministration to  Egypt  than  we  had  yet 
been  able  to  giye  to  India.  It  might 
be  asked,  why  did  not  we  giro  in  India 
a  more  liberal  administration?  The 
answer  was  that  we  did  not  expect  to 
leave  India  within  six  months.  If  we 
hoped  to  leaye  Egypt  within  six  months, 
and  to  leave  a  stable  Government  be- 
hind, we  must  leave  a  Constitution,  and 
put  it  on  a  very  broad  basis. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leftTfr  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House  regrets  that  it  should  be  called  on 
to  place  increased  burdens  upon  the  people,  in 
consequence  of  the  late  Military  operations  in 
Egypt,"— (5ir  Wilfrid  Lawton,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  in- 
tended  to  vote  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Carlisle,  for  he  believed 
that  the  war  was  a  mistake  all  through. 
If  we  went  to  Egypt  at  all,  we  ought,  in 
his  judgment,  to  have  installed  Arabi 
inst^id  of  the  Khedive.  He  had  never 
been  able  to  understand  from  any  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Migesty's  Government  pre- 
cisely the  position  in  which  our  troops 
in  Egypt  were  now  placed.  They  had 
been  sent  to  support  the  Government  of 
the  Khedive  ;  but  when  Questions  were 
asked  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  he  put 
all  the  responsibility  on  the  Khedive  for 
what  was  happening  in  Egypt.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  believed  that  so  long 
as  the  British  troops  supported  the 
Khedive,  and  supported  him,  moreover, 
against  his  own  subjects,  England  was 
absolutely  responsible    for    what    was 

foing  on  in  Egypt.    As  meetings  of  the 
Igyptians  woiidd  not  be  allowed,  we 


were  obliged  to  receive  all  news  from 
official  sources.  No  doubt,  Lord  Dufferin 
did  his  best  to  procure  trustworthy  in* 
formation ;  but  he  was  necessarily  very 
much  in  the  hands  of  the  Europeans, 
and  of  the  Ministers  and  friends  of  the 
Khedive.  He  did  not  gather  from  the 
despatohes  that  his  Lordship  had  in  any 
way  consulted  the  people  of  Egypt.  The 
hon  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  said  he  had  '*  read,  marked, 
learned,  and  inwardly  digested,"  Lord 
Dufferin's  scheme  of  government.  For 
his  own  part,  although  he  had  read, 
marked,  and  learned  it  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, he  could  not  digest  it,  because  it 
was  objectionable  to  a  Eadical  stomach. 
His  Lordship's  scheme  was  a  perfect 
sham  of  Constitutional  government.  If 
any  species  of  representative  govern- 
ment were  established  in  Eg3rpt  it  must 
be  based  on  a  control  of  the  purse  ;  but 
when  anything  was  said  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  on  this  sub* 
ject,  he  vaguely  alluded  to  representa- 
tive government  and  international  obli- 
gations. What  were  those  international 
obligations?  Was  Lord  Dufferin  pre- 
vented from  doing  what  he  thought  de- 
sirable for  the  country  by  any  obliga- 
tions which  the  Egyptians  were  supposed 
to  be  under  to  pay  the  interest  on  their 
Debt  ?  If  there  were  an  international 
obligation  on  their  part,  it  was  not  our 
business  to  go  there  to  carry  it  out.  He 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  denied  that  the  people 
of  Egypt  were  bound  by  any  such  thing ; 
but,  supposing  they  were,  it  was  not 
England's  business  to  deprive  them 
of  the  most  elementary  and  necessary 
basis  of  representative  government — ^the 
power  of  the  purse.  He  had  risen  to 
try  to  elicit  a  clear  statement  on  this 
subject,  either  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  or  from  the  noble 
Lord  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs.      

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  if  the 
House  were  a  mere  debating  society 
with  nothing  else  to  do,  he  could  under- 
stand this  discussion  being  raised  to- 
night. There  had  already  been  two 
debates  on  the  subject  since  the  opening 
of  the  present  Session.  The  Govern- 
ment were  most  anxious  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  and  the  country  desired 
that  some  practical  legislation  should  be 
proceeded  with,  and  yet  they  were  now 
wasting  their  time  in  an  idle  and  a  fruit- 
less discussion,  which  could  end  in  no* 
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thing.  He  was  not  going  into  the  general 
question.  The  proper  time  to  have 
raised  this  question  was  when  the  Vote 
of  Credit  was  proposed  last  year.  No- 
thing had  transpired  since  then  as  to  the 
general  policy  of  the  Egyptian  War  that 
coiild  not  have  been  raised  at  that  time. 
The  House  accepted  that  policy,  and 
they  were  now  discussing  whether  they 
should  pay  for  that  which  they  had 
.  themselves  ordered.  The  best  that  could 
be  said  for  this  debate  was  that  it  was 
premature,  because  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  intended  to  bring  Egyptian 
affairs  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
when  Lord  Dufferin's  despatch  was  pre- 
sented. He  appealed  to  his  hon.  Friend 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment.  [''No, 
no  ! "]  Well,  if  he  took  the  j udgment  of 
the  House  upon  it,  that  judgment  would 
be  formed  on  an  imperfect  knowledge  of 
what  the  Government  was  going  to  do 
in  the  future.  If  the  Opposition  had 
raised  this  debate  they  would  have  been 
severely  criticized ;  and  he  held  that 
those  who  had  done  so  ought  to  be 
ashamed  of  their  proceedings.  He  had 
risen  in  the  interests  of  Public  Business 
to  make  these  few  remarks. 

Mb.  EAIKES  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  pleasure  to  the  manly  and 
practical  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  only  rose 
to  express  his  concurrence  in  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  sentiments,  and  to  ask  the 
House  to  take  note  that  an  Amendment 
of  this  sort,  which  was  likely  to  produce 
delay  in  the  conduct  of  Public  Business, 
had  not  originated  from  the  Opposition 
Benches.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
was,  no  doubt,  entitled  to  claim  the  credit 
of  consistency,  because  on  this  occasion 
he  was  expressing  the  precise  opinion 
which  he  expressed  last  year.  He  (Mr. 
Baikes)  thought  one  word  ought  to  be 
said,  at  least  by  those  who  were  anxious 
to  see  Egypt  take  her  proper  place  in 
the  future,  against  such  a  speech  as  had 
been  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  LabouchereJ.  If  there 
was  one  thing  more  necessary  than  an- 
other to  Egypt  it  was  something  of 
public  credit ;  and  if  speeches  were  made 
with  the  view  to  obtain  from  the  House 
and  the  country  an  admission  that  Egypt 
was  free  to  repudiate  the  engagements 
into  which  she  had  entered,  it  could  not 
fail  to  be  most  injurious  to  the  future  of 
that  country.    He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had  a 
perfect  right  to  express  his  views ;  but 
if  he  had  any  concern  for  the  future  of 
Egypt  he  should  be  a  little  more  chary 
in  making  speeches  which,  when  read  in 
all  the  bazaars  of  the  East,  had  the  effeot 
of  undermining  the  credit  of  a  country 
which  was  struggling  into  a  better  posi- 
tion. There  was  this  difference  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle — that  the 
former  was  anxious  to  bring  forward  a 
particular  financial  view,  and  the  latter 
a  particular  political  view.  But  while 
the  House  received  the  opinion  of  both, 
he  could  not  see  what  useful  purpose  it 
served  to  be  continually  stating  that 
those  two  hon.  Gentlemen  were  more 
consistent  in  their  views  than  other 
hon.  Members  who  were  more  highly 
placed. 

LoBD  EDMOND  JITZMAUEICE 
said,  he  felt  that,  whatever  difference  of 
opinion  there  might  be  amongst  hon. 
Members  sitting  in  different  parts  of  the 
House,  upon  the  policy — past,  present, 
or  future — of  the  Government  in  Egypt, 
they  would  all  be  agreed  that,  so  far  as 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  was  concerned, 
there  was  not  only  no  Member  in  the 
House,  but  no  man  in  England,  who 
was  so  perfectly  free  from  inconsistency 
on  this  question,  having  from  the  first 
taken  one  particular  line,  which  he  had 
stood  to.  Peeling  great  respect  for  that 
consistency,  and  for  the  character  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  he  regretted  that  he  could 
not  adopt  the  same  view.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  gone  over  ground  which  was 
already  familiar  to  the  House  in  repu- 
diating what  he  had  termed  a  bond- 
holders' war.  He  had  said  that  the 
Gt)vemment  were  misled  by  their  own 
diplomatists,  and  that  they  ought  to 
have  the  frankness  to  acknowledge  the 
error  into  which  they  had  fallen.  But 
that  was  not  his  own  view  or  that  of  the 
Government.  The  Government  still  held 
the  opinions  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
expressed  last  year,  and  which  had  also 
been  expressed  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board — that  the  oause 
of  the  war  was  that  there  was  growing 
up  by  steady  degrees  a  condition  of 
affairs  in  Egypt  which  could  only  bo 
described  by  the  name  of  anarchy,  which 
threatened  British  interests,  and  which 
ultimately,  with  great  regret,  compelled 
Her  Majesty's  Government   to  depart 
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from  the  principle  of  the  Liberal  Party 
— namely,  the  doctrine  of  non-inter- 
vention. His  hon.  Friend  did  not  think 
that  a  sufficient  justification,  and  said 
that  if  they  had  done  certain  things  in  a 
different  way  they  would  not  have  been 
compelled  to  depart  from  the  attitude  of 
non-intervention.  But  in  the  several 
speeches  of  his  hon.  Friend  he  had  heard 
no  detailed  statement  of  facts  which 
warranted  his  opinion.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net had  chiefly  relied  on  the  order  of 
events  at  Alexandria,  and  had  said  that 
the  massacre  and  the  bombardment,  fol- 
lowing pretty  closely  upon  the  arrival  of 
the  ships,  were  related  to  that  arrival 
as  effect  to  cause.  But  his  hon.  Friend 
forgot  that  a  little  further  back  there 
was  a  condition  of  growing  confusion 
even  before  the  arrival  of  the  ships.  The 
arrival  of  the  ships  was  caused  by  the 
existing  confusion,  and  did  not  itself 
cause  that  confusion.  He  recollected  a 
remarkable  speech  made  by  one  who  had 
the  singular  advantage  of  being  at  Alex- 
andria at  the  time  of  the  events  in  ques- 
tion. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr. Villiers- Stuart)  had  made 
a  very  interesting  speech  on  July  27 
last  year,  in  which  he  expressed  a  totally 
different  opinion  from  that  which  was 
entertained  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Waterford  gave  a  general 
description  of  the  condition  of  things  at 
Alexandria  previously  to  the  arrival  of 
the  ships,  and  stated,  with  his  usual 
accuracy  of  description,  that  a  condition 
of  anarchy  existed  which  was  dangerous 
to  British  interests,  because  dangerous 
to  the  Suez  Canal.  There  was,  he 
said,  a  state  of  circumstax^es  which 
threatened  the  existence  of  civilization 
in  Egypt.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  had  expressed  dis- 
belief that  any  such  state  of  things 
existed  previously  to  the  arrival  of  the 
ships,  ^ut  he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  could  show  that  there  were 
movements  threatening  the  Suez  Canal, 
and  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of 
the  Canal ;  and  though  he  was  willing 
to  grant  that  the  dates  of  these  were 
two  days  after  the  bombardment,  never- 
theless, it  was  perfectly  clear  that  the 
organization  and  intention  of  '  these 
movements  had  originated  before  the 
bombardment — at  any  rate,  there  was 
quite  sufficient  evidence  of  the  facts  to 
justify  the  Government  in  taking  the 
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steps  they  did.  But  what  he  mainly 
based  the  case  of  the  Government  upon 
was  that  the  whole  conditionof  Egypt  was 
one  of  rising  anarchy,  which  Siey  felt 
Arabi,  whatever  his  intentions  might  be, 
was  quite  unable  to  control.  It  was 
said  that  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
President  of  the  Local  GovemmentBoard 
had  made  charges  against  Arabi  in  that 
House,  the  details  of  which  were  con- 
tained in  one  of  the  Blue  Books,  and 
which  were  summarized  in  Lord  Gran- 
ville's despatch.  But  the  Government 
had  never  rested  their  policy  on  those 
charges  alone.  Even  if  Arabi  had  been 
an  angel  of  light,  he  was  entirely  un- 
able to  direct  a  movement  the  elements 
of  which  had  got  entirely  beyond  his 
control.  The  history  of  the  movement 
did  not  exhibit  Arabi  in  the  light  of  a 
gi'eat  General  or  statesman.  Whether 
his  intentions  were  good  or  not,  he  came 
forward  as  one  capable  of  governing 
Egypt ;  but  his  incapacity  was  such  that 
in  a  very  short  time  he  would  have  left 
no  Government  at  all  in  the  country. 
In  other  words,  he  very  soon  produced 
that  state  of  things  which,  as  Lord 
Granville  had  said,  was  the  only  cir- 
cumstance that  could  make  us  depart 
from  our  neutrality.  The  hon.  Member 
went  on  to  ask  what  the  position  jras  in 
regard  to  the  other  reasons  of  the  war, 
besides  the  condition  of  Arabi ;  and  he 
said  it  was  stated  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that,  this  condition  of  Arabi  having 
arisen,  it  was  the  intention  and  desire 
of  the  Government  to  go  back  on  the 
statui  quo.  The  Prime  Minister  did  not 
state  that  the  maintenance  of  the  itatu$ 
quo  was  the  object  of  the  Government  in 
going  to  war,  or  that  they  declared  that 
after  the  war  they  were  going  to  restore 
everything  to  the  condition  m  which  it 
had  existed  before.  If  the  House  would 
reflect  on  the  great  knowledge  and  ex- 
perience of  affairs  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, they  would  feel  that  he  was  not  so 
rash  as  to  be  likely  to  make  such  a 
statement.  When  war  had  taken  place, 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  go  back  to 
the  condition  of  things  which  existed 
before  the  war. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  ThePrime 
Minister  says  it  was  not  a  war. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMATJEICE : 
My  hon.  Friend  says  it  was  not  a 
war. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  it  was  not  a  war. 
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LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE: 
What  the  Prime  said  was  this — that  it 
was  not  a  war  between  two  civilized  and 
recognized  Qoyemments.  ["  No,  no !  "] 
He  said  it  was  not 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON:  The  words 
were — '*We  are  not  at  war  with  any- 


)i 


one. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  that  was  precisely  the  distinction 
he  intended  to  draw.  The  Prime  Mi- 
nister declared  that  there  was  not  a 
war  in  the  sense  of  there  being  that 
international  condition  of  affairs  which 
was  known  and  described  as  a  war. 
[An  hon.  Member:  The  operations  of 
war.]  There  were  military  operations 
going  on,  although  there  was  not  a  war. 
Sapposingthe  English  Channel  suddenly 
became  full  of  pirates,  and  English  ships 
went  out  to  destroy  them,  there  might 
be  a  condition  of  warfare,  although  not 
war;  and  that  was  a  perfectly  legiti- 
mate description  of  the  operations  in 
Egypt.  The  Prime  Minister  said  our 
business  was  to  indicate  the  ends  we 
had  in  view,  and  not  the  means  by 
which  those  ends  should  be  attained. 
These  ends  were  the  general  mainte- 
nance of  established  rights,  whether  of 
the  Sultan,  of  the  Khedive,  or  of  the 
people.  But  the  specific  measures  ought 
not  to  be  indicated.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter specifically  guarded  himself  against 
saying  that,  consistently  with  the  main- 
tenance of  those  general  ends,  he  was 
going  to  keep  himself  down  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  $taiu$  quo.  The  mo- 
ment it  became  clear  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  were  obliged  to  enter 
on  military  operations,  they  held,  after 
these  operations  were  oVer,  it  would  be- 
come absolutely  necessary  to  reconsider 
the  whole  position  ;  and  no  Member 
of  the  Government,  he  was  sure,  sug- 
gested the  maintenance  of  the  itaiiu  quo. 
The  Kesolution  related  to  the  past  policy 
of  the  Government ;  and  he  was  afraid 
that  he  could  not,  without  transgressing 
the  Bules  of  the  House,  reply  to  the 
various  questions  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  as  to  the  future  finances  of 
Egypt.  All  these  points  were  receiving 
the  close  attention  of  the  Government 
and  Lord  Dufferin.  There  was  a  legiti- 
mate expectation  that  if,  on  the  one 
hand,  there  were  certain  reasons  to  ap- 
prehend, in  regard  to  the  indemnity 
claims,  and  the  cost  of  the  arms,  an  in- 


crease of  expenditure,  there  were  equal 
reasons  to  apprehend  in  regard  to  other 
matters  a  considerable  diminuUon  of  ex- 
penditure, and  also  increased  efficiency 
m  the  services.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Egyptian  Army  Budget  would, 
before  long,  show  a  very  great  reduc- 
tion;  and  there  was  hope  that  there 
would  be  a  brighter  side  to  the  picture 
in  regard  to  the  taxation  of  foreigners, 
and  Egyptian  Customs  dues,  and  other 
questions.    As  to  the  question  of  the 
Courts,  if  they  had  not  continued  the 
tribunals  for  a  year,  a  condition  of  legal 
anarchy  would  have  ensued.    In  assent- 
ing to  a  temporary  renewal,  they  had 
shown  that  the  question  was  fuUy  be- 
fore them,  and  that  it  would  receive 
their  best  attention.     As  to  the  points 
mentioned    by  the    hon.    Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  there 
was  no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, through  their  troops,  to  be  a 
party  to  any  illegitimate   interferenee 
with  the  right  of  public  meeting  and 
public  discussion.     On  the  contrary,  the 
object  of  the  Government  was,  as  much 
as  possible,  to  develop  free  discussion 
in  Egypt.    As  for  the  larger  issues  that 
had  been  raised  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate, involving  delicate  and  complicated 
questions  of  International  Law,  he  had 
rather  defer  his  reply  till  they  could  be 
more  fully  and  fairly  discussed  on  the 
Motion  which  was  to  be   brought  for- 
ward from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench. 
He  hoped,  in  conclusion,  that  they  had 
now  arrived  at  a  stage  when  they  might 
be  permitted  to  look  more  to  the  future 
than  to  the  past.     Differences  might 
have  divided  various    sections  of  the 
House  in^egard  to  the  past ;  but  they 
were   all    agreed,   he  thought,  in  the 
sincere  desire  that  the  delicate  and  diffi- 
cult task  of  Lord   Dufferin  might  be 
brought  to  a  successful  termination,  and 
that  the  principles  of  liberty  and  sta- 
bility, which  haa  their  champions  equally 
on  both  sides  of  that  House,  might  find 
at  length,  after  many  centuries,  a  home 
in  Egypt.     He  had  to  assure  the  House 
that  those  views  which  had  been  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
— namely,  those  of  consiilting  the  views 
and  wishes  of  the  people  of  ]^;ypt— now 
formed  the  animating  principle  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  and  he  believed 
that  in  the  future  there  would  be  little 
or  no  difference  between  them.    As  far 
as  was  in  his  power,  nothing  would  be 
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wanting  to  contribute  to  the  happy  oon- 
aummation  to  which  he  had  alluded. 

OoLOKBL  STANLEY  eaid,  he  would 
not  attempt,  especially  at  that  hour  and 
in  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
House,  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  through 
the  remarks  he  had  made  on  yarious 
points  inyolving  matter  of  controversy. 
The  debate  had  arisen  yery  suddenly 
and  unexpectedly,  and  it  was  not  looked 
upon  as  a  Motion  of  a  serious  character, 
as  was  shown  by  the  fact  that  hon. 
Members  left  the  House  at  the  time  the 
hon.  Baronet  announced  his  intention  of 
carrying  his  Motion  to  a  division.  As 
a  division  would  be  required,  he  desired 
to  put  on  record  the  feeling  which  he 
himself,  and,  he  believed,  some  others 
who  sat  around  him,  entertained  on  the 
subject.  The  feeling  was  that  they 
should  be  compelled  to  vote  against  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle.  The  terms  of  the  Motion  ex- 
pressed regret  that  they  should  be  called 
upon  to  place  increased  burdens  on  the 
people  in  consequence  of  the  recent 
military  operations  in  Egypt.  Anyone 
who  reverted  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  which  was  dealt  with  on 
the  16th  of  last  month  would  see  that 
his  present  Motion,  though  slightly 
different  in  form,  was  practically  iden- 
tical with  the  one  which  the  hon.  Baro- 
net proposed  on  the  former  occasion. 

8iB  WILFEID  LAW80N  explained 
that  through  an  inadvertence  he  was 
unable  to  go  to  a  division  on  that  Mo- 
tion. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  on  his 
own  part,  and  on  the  part  of  those  who 
sat  around  him,  he  thought  their  posi- 
tion was  best  described  by  the  Amend- 
ment which  was  lately  moved  from  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  to  a 
paragraph  of  ^e  Address.  They  felt 
now,  as  they  had  felt  then,  that  although 
there  was  a  period  when,  in  their  opi- 
nion, the  war  in  Egypt  might  have 
been  prevented  and  military  operations 
avoided,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  when 
the  Oovemment,  acting  on  their  respon- 
sibility, had  decided  that  the  operations 
were  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the 
country,  they  could  not  deem  it  their 
duty  to  record  any  opinion  in  opposition 
to  the  course  which,  the  Government 
then  considered  it  requisite  to  pursue. 
The  sentiments  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  his  side  expressed  in  the  debate  the 
other  evening  were  those  which  they 


entertained  on  the  present  occasion ;  but 
the  House  had  thought  fit  to  negative 
them  by  a  substantial,  though  not  an 
overwhelming,  majority.  That  being 
the  case,  and  the  House  having  nega* 
tived  the  views  which  it  was  then 
their  duty  to  take,  he  and  his  Friends 
now  found  themselves  in  this  position — 
that  they  were  called  upon,  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  Estimates  being  brought  for- 
ward, to  do  that  which  would  practically 
refuse  to  the  House  at  a  later  date  the 
means  of  carrying  forward  the  opera- 
tions which  it  had  itself  approved. 
Considering,  then,  that  the  general  sen- 
timents of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side 
upon  the  question  were  expressed  on  a 
former  occasion,  he  wished  now  only  to 
say  that,  while  on  the  one  hand  they 
entertained  the  opinion  which  they  had 
placed  on  record  the  other  day,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  the  hon.  Baronet  went  to 
a  division,  they  would  think  it  necessary 
to  support  the  Government. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  doubted  not 
that  the  House  would,  by  a  large  ma- 
jority, decide  to  vote  the  expenditure 
incurred  in  the  military  operations  in 
Egypt ;  but  they  had  had  evidence,  both 
in  the  House  and  from  the  state  of  the  Re- 
venue, that  both  locally  and  Imperially 
the  taxes  were  now  at  a  height  very 
difficult  for  the  impoverished  people  of 
this  country  to  bear ;  and  he  was  most 
willing  to  express  his  sympathy  for  the 
overburdened  taxpayers  of  this  coun- 
try, and  his  deep  regret  that  it  should 
have  been  necessary  to  have  increased  the 
expenditure  and  taxation  of  the  country 
on  account  of  the  expenses  of  the  military 
operations  in  EB;ypt.  At  the  last  Gene- 
ral Election  the  Conservative  Party 
suffered  more  from  its  rash  and  reckless 
foreign  policy  than  from  any  other  of 
its  mistakes;  while  the  Liberal  Party 
were  carried  into  power  through  the 
declarations  as  to  foreign  policy  con- 
tained in  the  Prime  Minister's  Mid 
Lothian  speeches,  even  more  than  by 
any  of  the  domestic  reforms  indicated  in 
their  manifestoes.  He  was  much  con- 
cerned for  the  consistency  and  honour  of 
the  Government;  and  whilst  he  would 
not  say  that  the  Egyptian  War  was  as 
reckless  and  wanton  as  those  in  which 
the  late  Administration  engaged,  he 
would  say  this — that  he  held  that  no 
Gt)vernment  was  free  from  blame  which 
did  not  keep  the  country  entirely  out  of 
foreign  entanglements.    Every  such  dis- 
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cussion  had  an  effect  in  preventing  a  Qo- 
vemment  from  entering  bo  lightly  upon 
war.  There  was  a  g^eat  change  in  the 
judgment  of  many  people,  in  the  House 
and  outside  of  it,  as  to  the  merits  of  the 
campaign.  The  Government  did  not  hold 
the  position  it  did  in  regard  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  rebel  Arabi  and  the  pre- 
sent Khedive.  Would  the  Government 
deny  that  if  the  British  troops  were 
withdrawn  the  Khedive  would  not  be 
obliged  to  flee?  If  so,  were  they  not 
maintaining  a  Government  distasteful 
to  the  Egyptian  people  ?  In  that  case 
he  wanted  to  know  if  they  were  pursu- 
ing a  policy  of  true  Liberalism,  or  one 
consistent  with  the  principles  and  pro- 
fessions they  put  forward?  In  voting 
with  his  hon.  Friend,  he  would  express 
a  hope  that  the  Liberals  who  would 
support  the  Government  on  this  occasion 
were  not  going  to  throw  their  principles 
overboard;  and,  at  the  same  time,  he 
trusted  a  check  would  be  put  upon  the 
readiness  of  the  Government  to  engage 
in  warlike  operations. 

Mb.  G0E8T  announced  that  if  the 
hon.  Baronet  went  to  a  division  he 
should  support  him.  It  was  natural  to 
feel  pride  and  satisfaction  in  the  prowess 
which  our  soldiers  and  sailors  had  dis- 
played in  Egypt ;  but  the.  fundamental 
question  as  to  whether  the  war  was  neces- 
sary must  not  be  lost  sight  of.  He  held 
that  the  war  was  unnecessary,  and  was 
due  to  the  mistakes  of  'Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Owing  to  the  policy  which 
was  forced  upon  them  by  M.  Gambetta, 
and  to  their  dislike  to  operate  in  con- 
junction with  the  Sultan  of  Turkey,  who 
was  the  Suzerain  of  Egypt,  they  found 
themselves  face  to  face  with  what  every- 
body now  admitted  to  have  been  a  na- 
tional movement.  It  was  no  use  to 
abuse  Arabi.  He  was  for  a  time  the 
representative  of  the  national  movement, 
and  he  was  forced  into  that  position  by, 
the  determination  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  quarrel  with  the  Chamber 
of  Notables  and  all  the  popular  leaders. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  that  national 
feeling  still  existed  in  Egypt,  and  that 
the  Khedive  was  only  kept  up  in  his 
position  by  the  bayonets  of  the  British 
troops.  If  that  were  so.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  been  fighting  against 
the  Egyptian  nation  ;  and  he  was  quite 
certain  the  House  must  regret  extremely 
that  this  great,  free  nation  should  have 
been  engaged  in  putting  down  by  mili- 
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tary  force  the  budding  aspirations  of  a 
free  people.  Therefore,  he  thought  it 
was  not  unreasonable,  before  voting 
Supplies  for  that  Expedition,  that  the 
House  should  express  its  regret,  and 
thus  place  on  record  a  lesson  to  this  and 
future  Governments. 

Mr.  BOUBKE  said,  he  was  content 
to  leave  the  matter  where  his  right  hon. 
and    gallant  Friend  the    Member  fox 
North  Lancashire  (Colonel  Stanley)  had 
left  it  but  for  one  consideration.    From 
the  first  he  had  taken  a  strong  view 
with  regard  to  the  policy  that  led  to  the 
war.     He  regretted  at  the  time  of  the 
Vote  of  Credit  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government    could    not    be   separated 
from  that  Vote.     He  believed  that  that 
policy  was  distinctly  the   cause  of  the 
war.    That  being  so,  the  Amendment 
simply  declared  a  truism,  and,  therefore, 
he  lelt  the  gpreatest  difficulty  in  voting 
against  it.     At  the  same  time,  as  one 
must  be  allowed  one's  own  opportunity 
to  express  an  opinion  on  a  matter  of 
so  grave    importance,   he   did  not  in- 
tend then  to  vote  for  it,  as  he  had  re- 
cently voted  for  the  Amendment  of  hia 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).     There  was  one 
point  which  the  noble  Lord  had  cleared 
up  in  his  speech  regarding  an  unfortu- 
nate expression  which  occurred  in  several 
of  the  despatches  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    It  had  been   stated  in  de- 
spatches and  speeches  that  the  only  ob- 
ject of  Her  Majesty's  Gx>vemment  was 
to  return  to  the  status  quo.     He  always 
thoujght  that  a  most  imprudent  obser- 
vation ;  and  it  was  a  considerable  relief 
to  him  when  he  heard  the  noble  I^ord 
say  that  that  was  not  their  only  object, 
but  that  they  intended  to  review  the 
whole  question.     It  was  a  comfort  to 
those  of  them  who  felt  an  interest  in 
Egypt  that  the  Government  were  no 
longer  to  be  trammelled  by  their  preTious 
imprudent  pledges  with  respect  to  the 
status  quo.    But  he  wished  it  to  be  ob- 
served that  they  had  heard  this  for  the 
first  time  to-night,  and  it  was  a  matter  of 
interest  to  them  to  know  what  the  future 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was 
to  be.     The  noble  Lord  had  also  referred 
to  the  difficult  task  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  Earl  of  Dufferin.     He  was  perfectly 
well  aware  of  that,  and  he  did  not  know 
of  any  statesman  whom  they  could  more 
cordially  trust  than  that  noble  Earl;  but 
he  should  like  to  know  how  long  the 
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noble  Earl  was  to  remain  in  Egypt.  He 
(ICr.  Bourke)  hoped  that  he  would  be 
left  there  for  a  considerable  time,  and 
that  lie  would  not  be  recalled  to  his 
poet  at  Constantinople  until  Egyptian 
affairs  were  thoroughly  organized.  It 
was  no  use  throwing  dust  in  the  eyes  of 
the  English  people  by  saying  the  troops 
would  be  withdrawn  ^om  Egypt  at 
present.  He  was  perfectly  certain  that 
if  they  wished  for  liberty  and  for  any- 
thing like  good  goyemment  in  Egypt — 
if  they  wished  foreign  intrigue  to  be  kept 
out  of  that  country — an  object  which  he 
belieyed  to  be  of  the  greatest  importance 
^it  would  be  absolutely  necessary  for 
a  considerate  time  indeed  to  leave  the 
British  Eorces  to  keep  order  there,  and  to 
bring  about  a  state  of  things  which  they 
all  wished  to  see. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  94  ;  Noes 
24:  Majority  70.— (Diy.  List,  No.  16.) 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leaye  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
§§r€4dto, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

PARLIAMENT— ELECTION    OF    CHAIR- 
MAN OF  WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

Ths  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Pursuant  to  the  Notice  which  I  gaye 
last  eyening,  1  moye — ''  That  Sir  Arthur 
Otway  do  take  the  Chair  of  the  Com- 
mittee." 

Mb.  BATKES  asked  if  he  would  be 
in  Order  in  addressing  the  House,  the 
Speaker  haying  left  the  Chair? 

Mb.  6PEA£[£B,  haying  resumed  the 
Chair,  said:  The  Question  before  the 
House  is,  ''That  Sir  Arthur  Otway  do 
take  ^e  Chair  of  the  Committee." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Sir  Arthur  Otway  do  take  the 
Chair  of  the  Committee."— (T^^d  Mar- 
quisi  of  HartingtonJ) 

Mb.  BAIKES  said,  he  need  scarcely 
lay  that  he  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  disputing  the  Motion  made  by  the 
noble  Marqaesa.  He  thought  there  were 
few  Gtotlemen  who  had  sat  in  that 
House  for  any  extent  of  time  and  had 
become  fEuniiiar  with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rochester  and  the  aotiye 
and  diBtinguiiihed  part  which  he  had 
tadren  in  the   Bueiness  of  the  House, 


who  would  not  be  glad  to  see  him  at 
the  Table.    But  as  he  belieyed  this  was 
the  only  occasion  they  would  haye  of 
eliciting  the  opinion  of  the  Goyemment 
with  regard  to  one  or  two  matters  con- 
nected with  the  'Chairmanship  of  Com- 
mittees  in   that  House,  he    yentured 
for  one  moment  to  interpose,  in  order  to 
obtain  some  statement  from  the  noble 
Marquess,  or  from  any  other  Member  of 
the  Goyemment  who  might  rise  to  speak 
on  the  subject,  as  to  what  where  the 
intentions  of   Her  Majesty's  Adyisers 
in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  Business  in 
Committees  of  the  Whole  House.    He 
was  glad  to  haye  this  opportunity  of 
inyiting    Mr.   Speaker    to    resume  the 
Chair,  and  of  calling  public  attention  to 
the    fact,    which    was    too    frequently 
ignored,  that  the  Election  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  was  an  act 
not   of    the    Goyemment,   but   of  the 
Whole  House,  and  he  yentured  with  all 
humility  to  throw  out  this  suggestion 
with  regard  to  future   occurrences  of 
the  kind — whether  it  might  not  always 
be  well  to  haye  the  appointment  made 
by  Question  put  from  the  Chair.    He 
was  glad  that  one  result  of  his  inter- 
yention  would  be  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
when  he  took  the  Chair,  would  do  so 
in   consequence    of  a  proceeding  that 
would    be  placed   on  the  Becords  of 
the  House.      It  was  not  possible  for 
any  Member  of  the  House   to  senre 
on  any  Committee   without  the  Ques- 
tion of  his  appointment  being  put  £rom 
the  Chair,  and  without  his  nomination 
being  confirmed  in  the  most  complete 
and  solemn  manner;  and  he  thought 
the  House  would  do  well  to  confirm  in 
the  most  solemn  and  conspicuous  way 
the  appointment  of  an  hon.  Member 
who  would  haye  to  take  so  important  a 
part  in  controlling  its  proceedings.     He 
had  spoken  on  this  subject  because  he 
belieyed  there  was  no  question  of  equal 
magnitude  so  little  understood  out-of- 
doors.    Statements  referring  to  it  had 
appeared  in  newspapers  generally  well 
informed  which  entirely  peryerted  the 
truth  and  deceiyed  the  public.     He  had 
seen  it  announced  in  newspapers  enjoy- 
ing a  large  Froyincial  circulation  that 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  been  dis- 
placed from  the  Chair  at  the  Table  of 
the  House  in  order  to  make  room  for 
him,  and  that  he  himself  had  been  die* 
plaoed  in  order  to  make  room  for  his 
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right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Uniyersity  of  Edinburgh  who  had  just 
resigned  the  Office  of  Chairman.  He 
desired  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
giving  publicly  the  most  positive  and 
distinct  denial  of  the*  truth  of  those 
statements.  It  was,  of  course,  unneces- 
sary to  remind  the  House  that  his  right 
hon.  Priend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  had  ceased  to  occupy  the 
Office  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
a  long  time  before  he  (Mr.  Eaikes)  had 
the  honour  of  being  elected  to  it.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  was  succeeded  by  Mr. 
Bonham-Carter,  who  was  not  a  Member 
of  the  House  in  1874,  the  year  in  which 
that  great  honour  was  conferred  upon 
him,  nor  was  he  (Mr.  Baikes)  a  Member 
of  the  House  when  it  became  the  duty  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Imiyersity  of  Edinburgh  to  succeed 
him  in  Office.  The  election  to  the  Office 
of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  had 
always  been  the  special  privilege  of  that 
House.  It  dated  from  the  days  of  the 
later  Stuarts,  when  the  House  had  not 
confidence  in  every  Speaker  of  the  time. 
It  was  owing  to  the  suspicion  that  the 
Speakers  were,  by  the  influence  of  the 
Crown,  appointed  to  preside  over  the 
deliberations  of  the  House,  that  the 
Office  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
was  established,  and  an  Officer  was  -ap- 
pointed to  control  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  upon  questions  so  important 
as  those  of  Trade,  Finance,  and  Beli- 
gion.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  most  de- 
sirable that  the  misapprehension  which 
existed  out-of-doors  with  regard  to  this 
subject  should  be  removed.  He  ventured 
to  ask  if  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  in  a  position  to  inform  the 
House  what  steps  would  be  taken  in 
order  to  give  effect  to  the  intention  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  position  of  those  hon.  Memoers 
who  would  be  what  were  called  casual 
Chairmen.  He  understood  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  who  were  entrusted 
with  the  duty  of  nominating  the  Chair- 
man's Panel,  would  presently  submit  to 
the  House  the  names  of  certain  experi- 
enced Members  of  the  House  as  having 
been  appointed  by  them  to  be  the 
Chairman's  Panel  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees ;  and  he  believed  they  were  also 
asked  to  infer  that  it  would  be  incident 
io  the  Office  of  Chairman  of  the  Stand- 
ing Committees  that  he  would  be  the 
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possible  heum  Uneiu  of  the  Ohainnan  of 
Ways  and  Means  in  Committees  of  the 
whole  House.  He  did  not  know  whether 
it  would  be  necessary  to  obtain  a  Beso- 
lution  from  the  House  on  that  point; 
the  whole  question  had  been,  he  would 
not  say  designedly,  but  obvioasly,  left 
in  such  a  state  of  haze  and  conlusioii 
that  the  House  had  little  knowledge  as 
to  the  precise  form  in  which  these  new 
Officers  were  to  be  called  upon  to  assume 
their  part.     But  he  ventured  to  inform 
the  House  that,  in  the  case  of  his  snppo- 
sition  being  true,  they  would  be  rather 
abnormally    and    anomalously  placed. 
The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  had 
been  hitherto  recognized  as  the  natural 
Chairman  of  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House,  and,  in  his  unavoidable  absence, 
it  had  been  the  custom  for  some  other 
Member  of  the  House  to  take  the  Chair. 
Were  they  to  understand  that  those 
Gentlemen,  of  whose  capacity  he  wished 
to  speak  in  the  highest  degree,  were  to 
be  appointed  to  the  important  Office  of 
Deputy  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
without  the  House  having  an  opportu- 
nity of  expressing  an  opinion  as  to  their 
fitness  for  the  Office  ?  They  had  a  Chair- 
man's Panel  with  regard  to  Election, 
Bailway,  and  Canal  Business,  and  the 
Committee  of  Solution  had  been  fur- 
nished with  powers  to  select  Gentlemen 
for  the  arduous  and  delicate  task  of  pre- 
siding over  private  or  semi-private  (>)m- 
mittees  upstairs ;  and  although  the  prac- 
tice had  on  the  whole  worked  well  in 
the  cases  alluded  to,  it  would  be  for  the 
first  time  in  the  history  of  the  House 
that  Gentlemen  would  be  able  to  take 
the  Chair  at  the  Table,  while  the  House 
was    to    be    formally   precluded  from 
having  any  say  or  any  right  of  choice 
as  to  the  Officers  who  were  to  take  the 
place  of  the    Chairman.     This  was  a 
matter  on  which  the  House  was  entitled 
to  ask  for  information.      He  did  not 
doubt  that  the  Committee  of  Selection 
would  exercise  their  powers  with  that 
discrimination  and  prudence  which  had 
always  distinguished  them,  nor  did  he 
doubt  that  the  Gentlemen  whom  they 
would  select  for  this  Office  would  be 

geatly  respected  and  esteemed  by  the 
ouse ;  nevertheless,  the  House  should 
bear  in  mind  that,  for  the  first  time  in 
its  history,  it  would  in  suoh  case  be 
presided  over  and  oontroUed  by  Offioen 
in  whose  selection  it  would  be  expressly 
denied  any  direct  voice.  Without  touch- 
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Goyernment.  That  has  always  been 
recognized,  and  although  the  nomination 
has  usually  been  made,  as  pointed  out 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  Autumn  Session,  in  a 
merely  formal  manner,  and  attracts,  as  a 
rule,  little  attention,  yet  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  obviating  that  summary 
mode  of  proceeding  and  giving  it  a  more 
formal  character,  that  I  gave  Notice  that 
on  Mr.  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair  to-day 
I  should  formally  move  that  Sir  Arthur 
Otway  take  the  Chair.  I  do  not  think 
any  other  course  could  conveniently  have 
been  taken  without  departing  from  the 
precedents  of  the  House.  No  doubt  it 
would  have  been  possible  to  g^ve  Notice 
of  a  formal  Motion  that  my  hon.  Friend 
should  be  appointed  to  the  Chairman- 
ship of  Ways  and  Means;  but  that 
would  have  been  a  course  altogether 
without  precedent,  and  I  thought  it  de- 
sirable to  follow  -as  closely  as  possible 
the  usual  course,  at  the  same  time  giving 
Notice  of  my  intention  to  make  this 
Motion  in  order  that  there  might  be  no 
reason  for  any  Member  of  the  House 
saying  that  he  had  been  taken  by  sur- 
prise. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
taken  the  opportunity  of  asking  some 
questions  as  to  the  appointment  of  those 
Gentlemen  who  are  occasionally  called 
upon  to  take  the  Chair  in  the  unavoid- 
able absence  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  Sir,  this  is  a  subject  on 
which  we  have  not  yet  arrived  at  a  final 
conclusion.  And  I  think  the  House 
will  see  it  is  one  which  it  is  not  desirable 
finally  to  settle  until  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  who  has  taken 
so  large  a  part  in  the  discussions  that 
have  taken  place  on  these  matters  is 
able  further  to  take  part  in  them.  But 
I  can  assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  tha,t 
the  subject  will  not  be  lost  sight  of. 
There  are  two  methods  open;  either, 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  himself 
mentioned,  it  might  be  resolved  by  the 
House  that  the  Gentlemen  who  are  ap- 
pointed by  the  Committee  of  Selection 
to  act  as  Chairmen  should  form  a  panel 
of  Gentlemen  on  Committees  qualified 
to  take  the  Chair  at  the  Table  of  the 
House,  or  else  the  practice  might  be 
adopted  of  naming  specially  to  the  House 
a  panel  of  Members  selected  from  all 
parts  of  the  House,  who  might  be  quali- 
fied. One  of  these  courses  I  think  will 
probably  be  adopted ;  but  in  either  case 
,  it  appears  to  me    desirable   that   the 


ing  upon  other  matters  which  would  be 
more  correctly  considered  when  they 
came  to  discuss  the  question  of  referring 
the  first  Bill  to  a  Standing  Committee, 
he  begged  to  thank  the  House  for  having 
allowea  him,  as  far  as  he  had  ventured 
to  do,  to  assert  the  historical  indepen- 
dence of  the  ancient  and  honourable 
Office  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Eochester  was  now  called  upon 
to  fill. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  on  a  question  of  Order  to  point 
out  that  the  Question,  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  (%air,"  had 
been  put  and  agreed  to,  and  that  Mr. 
Speaker  had  accordingly  left  the  Chair 
in  sight  of  the  whole  House.  The 
House  was  supposed  to  have  gone  into 
Committee  of  Supply;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  rose  in  his  place  when  the 
Speaker  was  not  in  the  Chair,  and  made 
a  Motion  that  Sir  Arthur  Otway  be 
Chairman  of  Committees.  The  Motion 
for  Mr.  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair  having 
been  carried,  he  asked,  first,  whether  the 
Order  for  g^ing  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply was  not  thereby  discharged ;  and, 
secondly,  if  that  was  so,  whether  they 
were  not  sitting  as  a  House? 

Mb.  speaker  :  In  the  course  taken 
I  have  followed  precedents  established 
on  similar  occasions.  On  the  last  occa- 
sion of  the  nomination  of  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  being  questioned 
by  the  House,  the  Speaker  put  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  nomination  from  the  Chair. 
I  may  also  say  that  whenever  a  question 
arises  which  the  Committee  cannot  de- 
termine, the  Speaker,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  takes  the  Chair ;  and,  the  Com- 
mittee* not  having  been  completely  con- 
stituted, it  was  my  duty  to  take  the  Chair 
and  put  the  Question  as  I  have  done. 

Thb  Makqubss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Raikes)  believes  there  is  any  mis- 
conception, either  in  the  House  or  in 
the  mind  of  the  public  as  to  the  character 
of  the  appointment  to  the  important 
Office  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
and  also  to  that  of  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  the  Whole  House,  I  think  it 
is  not  to  be  regretted  that  he  has  taken 
this  opportunity  of  endeavouring  to  put 
an  end  to  that  misconception  by  the  ob- 
servations he  has  just  made.  The  nomi- 
nation of  the  Chfdrman  of  Ways  and 
Means  is  purely  the  act  of  the  Mouse, 
luid  is  not  dependent  on  the  will  of  the 
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Banotion  of  the  House  should  be  ob- 
tained to  the  proceeding.  I  trust  there 
will  be  no  immediate  necessity  of  de- 
ciding the  point,  and  I  think  I  need 
only  assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  oppo- 
site that  the  matter  will  not  be  put 
aside,  but  will  be  definitely  settled  after 
the  return  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— EGYPTIAN  EXPEDITION 
(GRANT  IN  AID),  1882-3. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers):  Sir  Arthur 
Otway,  it  is  my  duty  on  this  occa- 
sion to  address  to  the  Committee  a 
few  words  with  reference  to  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  of  expenditure 
in  connection  with  the  Egyptian  cam- 
paign. The  Committee  will,  perhaps, 
allow  me  to  remind  them  of  what  took 
place  in  reference  to  that  matter  during 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament.  On  the 
24th  of  July  last,  a  Vote  of  Credit  was 
proposed  by  the  Government,  and  was 
amed  to  Dy  the  House  on  the  27th 
of  July,  for  strengthening  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  in  the  Mediterranean;  and  this 
Vote  amounted  to  £2,300,000,  of  which 
£900,000  was  for  the  Army,  and 
£1,400,000  for  the  Navy.  The  Vote 
was  in  the  words  I  have  quoted — "For 
strengthening  Her  Majesty's  Forces  in 
the  Mediterranean."  At  the  same  time, 
the  Government  of  France  proposed  a 
Vote  of  Credit  in  connection  with  their 
Naval  operations  in  Egypt ;  but  that  Vote 
of  Credit  was  rejected  by  the  French 
Chamber  on  the  28th  of  July,  and  in 
consequence  the  French  Government  re- 
signed, and  on  the  3 1st  of  July  the 
French  Fleet  was  ordered  to  withdraw 
from  Egyptian  waters.  We  thus  became 
alone  charged  with  the  task  of  sending, 
under  a  Vote  of  Credit,  a  special  Expe- 
dition to  the  Eastern  part  of  the  Mediter- 
ranean. Our  Fleet  and  our  transports 
conveying  the  Expeditionary  Force  were 
instructed  to  call  at  Malta  for  orders, 
and  on  their  arrival  at  Malta  they  were 
ordered  to  Alexandria,  and  at  that  place 
to  undertake  certain  operations,  partly 
there  and  partly  on  the  Suez  Canal. 
ThQse  operations,  as  I  need  not  remind 
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the  Committee,  terminated  on  the  15th 
of  September  in  the  complete  suocess 
of  the  Expedition  and  the  ending  of  the 
war.  The  charges  in  connection  with 
the  Expedition  continued  however,  be- 
yond the  16th  of  September  to  the  let 
of  October,  and  those  relating  to  the 
transport  of  troops  which  were  not 
left  in  Egypt  continued  also  until 
the  greater  part  of  the  troops  were 
brought  back  to  this  country.  After 
the  1st  of  October  the  troops  remaining 
in  Egypt  were  no  longer  at  the  expense 
of  this  country,  but  remained  at  the 
expense  of  the  Egyptian  Government; 
and  if  hon.  Members  will  refer  to  the 
present  Estimates  they  will  see  that  the 
sum  of  £279,000  is  credited  in  respect 
of  the  troops  remaining  in  Egypt 
after  the  1st  of  October  last — namelj, 
£209,000  for  the  Army,  and  £70,000 
for  the  Navy.  These  fijp^res  are  calca- 
lated  on  the  average  of  £4  per  head— 
that  is  to  say,  £3  per  head  for  the  Mili- 
tary, and  £1  per  head  for  the  Naval 
expenditure.  And  now  I  will  explain 
what  has  been  the  estimated  additional 
cost  beyond  the  £2,300,000  voted  for 
strengthening  Her  Majesty's  Forces  in 
the  Mediterranean.  With  regard  to  the 
estimated  expense  of  the  troops  sent 
from  this  country,  from  the  garrisons  in 
the  Mediterranean,  and  from  India,  if 
reference  is  made  to  the  statement  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter in  November  last,  hon.  Members 
will  see  that  besides  the  Estimate  of 
£2,360,000  voted  in  July  for  troops  sent 
from  England,  the  Estimate  for  the  In- 
dian troops  was  £1,880,000,  making  al- 
together a  total  cost  of  £4,180,000.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  informed  the  Hoose 
that  the  revised  Estimate  for  the  troo^ 
sent  from  this  country,  including  their 
transport,  was  £3,360,000,  and  that  the 
estimated  cost  of  the  troops  sent  from 
India  would  be  £1, 140,000.  So  that  it 
was  estimated  in  November,  as  against 
the  original  Estimate  of  £4,180,000  for 
the  charge  against  this  country  and 
India  made  in  July,  that  the  total  ex- 
penditure would  amount  to  £4,500,000. 
Now,  since  November  last  we  have  had 
experience  of  rather  more  than  three 
months,  and  we  are  able  to  correct,  al- 
though in  a  very  small  degree,  the  Esti- 
mate which  my  right  hon.  Friend  then 
gave  to  the  House.  As  against  that 
Estimate  of  £4,500,000,  we  now  estimate 
that  the  total  expenditure  of  every  kind 
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on  accoant  of  England  and  on  account 
of  Bidia»  indnding  a  small  Civil  Esti- 
mate for  the  transport  of  refugees  from 
Egypt  to  Malta,  is  £4,575,000,  showing 
an  increase  of  £75,000.    Of  the  charge 
against  this  country,  there  is  a  small 
sum  of  £12,000  in  respect  of  the  Army, 
and  of  £26,000  in  respect  of  the  Navy, 
which  will  not  become  payable  in  the 
course  of  the  present  financial  year ;  and 
there  remains  to  be  voted  in  discharge 
of  the  balance  due  in  respect  of  the 
charge  for  the  Egyptian  War,  deduct- 
ing the  sums  voted  in  July  last,  on  ac- 
count of  the  Army,  £728,000,  on  account 
of  the  Navy,  £350,000,  and  on  account 
of  the  Civil  Service,  £17,500.  And  now, 
Bir,  I  come  to  the  Vote  in  connection 
with  the  expenditure  incurred  by  India. 
The  total  expenditure  incurred  by  India 
is,  as  I  have  said,  £1,140,000,  and  out 
of  that  sum  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  that  £500,000  should  be  paid 
by  tnis  country  to  India,  leaving  £640,000 
at  the  cost  of  the  Indian  Government. 
Adding  that  sum  to  the  figures  I  have 
already  stated  to  the  Committee,    the 
vhole  amount    which    the    Committee 
wiU  be    asked  to  vote    to-night  will 
be  £1,595,500,   including  the  sum    of 
£17,500  in  connection  with  the  Civil 
charges.    Now,  let  me  say  a  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  contribution 
from  this  country  towards  the  charge  on 
the  Indian  Bevenue.    I  may  remind  the 
Committee  that  this   subject  was  dis- 
cussed at  some  length  on  the  31st  of 
July  last,  when,  under  the  terms  of  the 
Statute,  a  Vote  had  to  be  taken  approv- 
ing the  employment  of  Indian  troops  in 
the  campaign,  and  that  the  expense,  in 
the  first  instance,  should  be  defraved  out 
of  the  Indian  Revenue.    As  was  tnen  ex- 
plained in  the  course  of  the  debate,  the 
formal  Vote  did  not  bind  the  House  to 
the  Besolution  that  the  Indian  Exche- 
quer should  bear  the  whole  burden  of  the 
charge,  but  left  it  open  to  the  House, 
by  a  subsequent  Vote,  to  relieve,  if  it 
was  thought  necessary,  the  Indian  Ex- 
chequer from  a  portion  of  the  amount. 
It  was  in  order  to  make  this  proposal 
perfectly  clear  that  I  moved  to  insert 
certain  words  in  the  Besolution    put 
£rom  the   Chair,   and  perhaps  I   may 
be  allowed  to  refer  very  shortly  to  the 
words  I  then  used,  which  were — 

'*  The  OoTemment  propose  that,  aisaming 
the  doration  of  this  campaign  to  be  such  as 
they  have  declared  to  Parliuaent,  India  shall 


bear  that  proportion  of  the  ezpenditare  which 
is  represented  by  her  troops." — (3  Hantard^ 
[273]  306.) 

We  then  inserted  the  words,  ''  subject 
to  any  future  decision  of  Parliament,'' 
after  that  part  of  the  Besolution,  by 
which  the  House  consented  that  the 
Bevenues  of  India  should  be  applied 
for  the  purpose.  The  Besolution  fully 
expressed  the  opinion  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  House.  There  was  a  mino- 
rity who  voted  against  the  Motion,  alto- 
gether disapproving  of  any  arrangement 
under  which  India  would  bear  any  part 
of  the  charge ;  but  I  have  carerally 
looked  through  the  debate,  and  I  find 
that,  although  there  were  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  voted  in  that  minority, 
the  weight  of  authority  was  with  those 
who  thought  that  India  should  bear  a 
portion  of  the  charge.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope), 
who  had  been  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  stated  that — 

"  He  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  India 
might  be  fairly  asked  to  contribute  something 
towards  the  cost  of  the  operations  to  be  carried 
on  in  Egypt."— (i«rf.  289.) 

And,  in  another  part  of  the  House,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Macfar- 
lane),  who  spoke  at  some  length,  with 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  voted  for  the 
Besolution  on  the  ground  that — 

'*  India  had  a  very  solid  and  substantial  inte-< 
rest  in  the  maintenance  of  the  Suez  Canal." — 
{Ibid,  300.) 

And  that  some  portion  of  the  expenditure 
should  fall  upon  India  in  consequence. 
Well,  Sir,  the  Besolution,  as  it  was 
amended  on  my  Motion,  was  carried  by 
a  majority  of  140  to  23  ;  and  the  ques- 
tion now  to  be  decided  by  the  Com- 
mittee is  whether  the  sum  of  £500,000 
which  we  propose  should  be  credited 
during  the  present  financial  year  to 
India  leaves  a  fair  proportion  to  the 
charge  of  India  of  the  total  cost  of  the 
Expedition.  It  is  only  right  to  say  that 
while  we  propose  this  arrangement  it 
is,  of  course,  in  the  power  of  the  House, 
not  by  increasing  the  Vote,  because  that 
could  not  be  done  under  the  Bules  of 
the  House,  but  by  Address  to  the  Crown, 
or  some  other  Constitutional  method,  to 
bring  about  an  increase  of  the  contribu- 
tion. We,  however,  should  resist  any 
such  proposal.  I  may  add  that  practi- 
cally it  will  be  impossible,  under  any 
circumstances,  to  add  to  the  payment  to 
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India  during  the  present  financial  year. 
To-day  and  Monday  are  the  last  days 
upon  which  a  Vote  of  this  kind,  to  fall 
within  the  current  financial  year,  can 
pass  the  House.  Therefore,  if  the  House 
should  overrule  the  Government  and 
express  an  opinion  in  some  Constitu- 
tional way  that  a  larger  contribution 
should  be  made  to  India — a  proposal 
to  which  we  should  be  opposed — the 
payment  would  not  come  in  the  pre- 
sent financial  year,  but  would  have  to 
enter  into  the  financial  arrangements  of 
1883-4.  I  would  say  one  word  as  to  the 
amount  we  propose  should  be  contri- 
buted by  India.  The  language  of  the 
debate  from  which  I  just  now  quoted 
was  something  to  this  effect — ^I  mean  of 
those  who  voted — that  India  should 
bear  some  part  of  the  expense  analo- 
gous to  the  assistance  she  rendered. 
Boughly  speaking,  the  force  from  home 
which  was  actually  engaged — whether 
in  the  advance  on  Cairo  or  the  defence 
of  Alexandria — amounted  to  some  27,000 
men,  of  which  India  contributed  6,200 
men.  That  proportion  would  justify  us  in 
asking  India  to  bear  a  larger  proportion 
out  of  the  sum  total  expense  we  propose 
to  ask  India  to  bear ;  but  I  think  we  may 
fairly  take  into  account  that  part  of  the 
Naval  Force  which  contributed  to  the 
results  of  the  war,  and  add  them  to  the 
27,000  men.  That  would  make  the 
Indian  Force  something  like  one-seventh 
of  the  whole  Expedition,  and  £640,000 
is  just  one-seventh  of  £4,500,000.  I  do 
not  propose  now  to  go  over  again  the 
arguments  put  forward  in  July  last  for 
and  against  India  bearing  any  charge 
whatever.  The  real  argument  for  mak- 
ing a  demand  on  her  was  her  interest  in 
the  Suez  Canal,  the  protection  of  which 
was  the  ultimate  aim  of  the  Expedition ; 
and  a  Parliamentary  Paper  has  ap- 
peared within  the  last  few  days  on  the 
subject  of  the  trade  through  the  Suez 
Canal  to  which  I  will  refer.  That  Paper 
was  evidently  not  written  with  the  view- 
of  magnifying  the  importance  of  the 
trade  or  the  amount  of  the  traffic ;  but 
the  figures  show  that,  even  according  to 
the  depreciatory  calculations  made  by 
the  writer,  half  the  Indian  trade  passes 
through  the  Suez  Canal.  If,  then,  at 
the  lowest  estimate,  India  has  such  a 
pre-eminent  interest  in  the  Canal,  the 
very  moderate  proposal  we  now  make  is 
reasonably  justified.  Before  I  sit  down, 
allow  me  to  show  to  the  Committee  what 
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will  be  the  financial  result  of  onr  pro- 
posal.    The  Estimates  of  last  year,  with 
the  Supplementary  Estimates,  passed  in 
the  last  Session,  authorized  an  expendi- 
ture slightly  in  excess  of  the  then  antici- 
pated Bevenue.    The  anticipated  deficit 
was  very  small,  so  that  you  may  prac- 
tically say  that  the  Estimates  and  the 
Supplementary  Estimatesof  Expenditure 
about  balance  the  Estimates  of  Bevenue. 
The  present  Estimates  for  additional  ex- 
penditure in  Egypt,  including  the  grant 
to  India,  will  add  between  £1,500,000 
and  £  1,600.000  to  the  expenditure  of  the 
year.    There  is  also  a  Paper  of  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  for  the  Civil  Service 
relating  to  a  great  number  of  items,  and 
amounting  as  usual,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
to  a  considerable  sum ;  but  we  do  not 
expect  that  these  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates will  do  much  more  than  balance 
the  savings  which  will  be  made  upon 
other  Votes.    On  the  whole,  then,  the 
estimated  expenditure  for  the  current 
year,  including  the  Votes  which  we  now 
ask  the  Committee  to  take,  is  not  likely 
to  exceed  the  original  Estimates  and  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  of  last  Session 
by    more    than    £1,600,000.      On  the 
other  hand,  I  must  say  there  is  not  a 
large,  but  a  sensible  improvement  in  the 
Bevenue  as  compared  with  the  Estimates 
of  Kevenue  made  last  year.     I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  extravagant  to  say — 
speaking,  of  course,  with  caution  and 
in  general  figures,  for  we  are  still  a 
month  from  the  end  of  the  financial  year 
— that  that  improvement  in  the  Bevenue 
will    amount    to    something    between 
£500,000  and  £750,000.  If  these  figures 
are  compared — and  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
have  been  able  to  compare  them  as  I 
have  given  them — it  will  be  seen  that 
the  result  of  the  financial  arrangements 
of  the  current  year  may  probably  be  a 
deficit  of  something  between  £750,000 
and  1,250,000.    Of  course,  the  Commit- 
tee is  aware  that  against  that  deficiency 
it  would  be  out  of  the  question  that  in 
the  month  of  March  we  should  propose 
any  further  taxation.     For  the  moment 
we  must  leave  that  deficiency  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  balance  at  the  end  of  the 
year ;  but  it  will  be  my  duty,  when  mak-* 
ing  the  Financial  Statement  rather  more 
than  a  month  from  now,  to  deal  with 
that  deficit,  as  well  as  with  the  Bevenue 
and  Expenditure  for  the  year  1883-4. 
I  think  that  the  Committee  will  agree 
with  me  that  more  than  that  I  ought 
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not  to  say  on  the  present  occasion.  I 
hope  I  have  made  my  statement  per- 
fectly plain  to  the  Oommittee.  I  beg  to 
moye — 

"That  a  mm,  not  exceeding  £500,000,  be 
gnmted  to  Her  Majeity,  to  defray  the  Oharge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  at  day  of  March 
1883,  as  a  Orant  in  Aid  of  the  Expenditure  in- 
curred by  the  Government  of  India  upon  the 
Expedition  to  Egypt." 

After  this  is  adopted,  it  will  be  the  duty 
of  my  noble  Fnend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington),  and  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  to  move 
the  Votes  in  connection  with  this  Esti- 
mate for  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  and 
to  give  any  explanation  that  may  be 
needed  as  to  the  details  of  those  Votes. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £500,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  denay  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1883,  as  a  Grant  in  Aid  of  the  Expenditure  in- 
corred  by  the  Government  of  India  upon  the 
Expedition  to  Egypt."— (ifr.  Chane^llor  of  ths 
Exchequer.) 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  that,  of  course, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  oppose  the 
Vote  on  the  present  occasion ;  for,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  no  doubt 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  later  on 
for  those  who  held  strong  views  on  the 
subject  to'discuse  the  whole  policy  of 
the  Gt>vemment.  Hon.  Members  were 
aware  that  the  Indian  Budget  was  gene- 
rally taken  during  the  first  or  second 
week  in  March,  and  the  Viceroy  in 
.Ck>unoil  must  be  anxious  that  the  Vote 
should  pass.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  them  to  pass  the  Vote  and  leave 
the  question  of  its  policy  for  the  future 
decision  of  Parliament.  At  the  close  of 
the  debate  in  last  July,  he  (Mr.  Onslow) 
had  voted  with  the  Government  on  the 
question  of  the  employment  of  Indian 
troops,  and  he  had  understood  that  the 
financial  part  of  the  question  was  left 
for  the  future  consideration  of  the 
House.  It  was  merely  on  the  question 
that  the  Native  troops  should  be  em- 
ployed that  he,  for  one — and  he  thought 
many  others  had  done  the  same — had 
gpLven  his  vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  he  thought  this  a 
comparatively  small  sum  for  India  to  pay 
for  the  benefits  she  had  received.  That 
was  rather  a  controversial  matter,  and 


it  was  not  his  (Mr.  Onslow's)  intention 
on  that  occasion  to  go  into  that  part  of 
the  question  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he 
would  make  this  remark — that  he  could 
not  see  why  India  had  gained  more  ad- 
vantage  from  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  Egypt  than  had 
Australia  or  New  Zealand,  and  some 
other  of  Her  Majesty's  Oolonies.  His 
contention,  of  course,  was  that  if  India 
had  to  pay  any  part  of  the  expenses  of 
the  Egyptian  Expedition,  that  Australia, 
New  Zealand,  and  other  Colonies  should 
also  be  called  on  to  pay  a  part.  His 
idea  was  that  the  interests  of  the  Suez 
Oanal  was  an  Imperial  matter.  It  was 
not  only  for  India,  but  for  the  whole  of 
our  Colonies,  or  those  which  required 
guarding  by  way  of  the  Mediterranean. 
But  he  did  not  wish  to  eo  into  these 
matters  at  this  time.  Half  a  loaf  was 
better  than  no  bread ;  therefore,  he  could 
not  object  to  the  proposal.  They  had 
agreed  to  give  £500,000  towards  the 
Indian  expenses,  and  he  should  support 
the  Vote ;  but  his  contention  was — and 
he  hoped  in  the  future  that  he  would 
be  able  to  stick  to  his  guns — that  this 
war  in  Egypt  had  nothing  to  do  with 
India,  which  had  never  been  consulted 
about  it  from  start  to  finish.  It  was  not 
so  much  on  financial  grounds — though, 
of  course,  that  was  a  matter  of  grave 
consideration — that  he  took  exception  to 
India  paying  any  of  these  extraordinary 
charges,  but  as  a  matter  more  of  prin- 
ciple— namely,  that  she  had  never  been 
consulted  throughout  all  these  trans- 
actions. As  he  had  said,  it  was  not 
possible,  at  the  present  time,  to  discuss 
the  matter  thoroughly.  When  they  had 
seen  the  Papers  promised  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
to-day  they  would  be  better  able  to 
argue  the  question.  They  would  then 
know  what  the  Indian  Gt>vemment  had 
from  the  first  intended  to  do,  and  from 
the  Viceroy's  despatches  what  objection, 
if  any,  he  and  his  Council  had  taken 
to  paying  anything  at  all.  It  was  said 
that  the  Viceroy  in  Council  agreed  with 
the  proposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  but  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  hoped 
he  was  not  using  un-Parliamentary  lan- 
guage when  he  said  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  if  that  was  the  case,  by  some 
means  or  other  the  Viceroy  in  Council 
had  been  **  squared."  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  told  them  in  August  that  a 
telegram  had  come  from  the  Viceroy 
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objecting  to  the  proposition  of  the  Q-o- 
▼ernment,  which  at  that  time  was  that 
India  should  pay  the  whole  of  the  cost 
— but,  as  he  had  said  already,  this  was 
not  the  occasion  to  go  into  these  matters 
of  principle.  They  had  not  the  Papers 
before  them  ;  but  he  felt  that  this  Vote, 
as  regarded  India,  was,  at  all  events, 
a  matter  of  emergency.  It  depended  on 
the  Vote  given  to-nig}it  what  the  Indian 
Budget  should  be.  The  result  would 
be  telegraphed  to  India  at  once,  and  he 
should  be  sorry  to  throw  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  would  cor- 
dially support  the  Vote. 

LoHD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  was  one  of  those  who  held  the  same 
view  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down,  as  to  the  undesirability  of 
asking  India  to  pay  any  part  of  the  cost 
of  the  Egyptian  War.  He  had  never 
yet  been  able  to  understand  that  per- 
versity of  mind  and  intellect  which  had 
insisted  that  the  Afghan  was  an  Euro- 

fean  War,  and  the  Egyptian  was  an 
ndian  War.  In  the  discussion  which 
took  place  last  year,  it  was  understood 
that  no  decision  would  be  arrived  at 
until  the  House  had  had  a  fresh  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  some  opinion  on  the 
subject.  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer now  came  forward  and  said  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  give  India 
£500,000,  and  that  any  proposal  to  make 
a  further  grant  must  meet  with  their 
opposition  and  that  any  Address  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  the  payment  in 
aid  of  India,  would  have  to  be  moved  in 
a  subsequent  financial  year. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childers)  :  I  said  that 
any  further  payment  would  have  to  be 
made  out  of  the  funds  of  the  next  finan- 
cial year. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  was  tantamount  to  saying  that  no 
payment  at  all  would  be  made  to  India, 
because  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  said  that  he  would  have  a  deficit  of 
between  £750,000  and  £1,250,000  for 
the  present  year ;  and,  as  the  prospects 
for  next  year  were  not  very  encouraging, 
he  did  not  think  the  Government  would 
consent  to  put  increased  taxation  on  the 
people  of  these  Islands  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the  payment  to  India. 
They  were  in  this  position  now — that  if 
they  did  not  raise  the  question  of  the 
policy  of  paying  this  £500,000  now,  they 

Mr,  Onflow 


would  never  have  another  opportunity 
of  raising  it.  He  must  say  he  thought 
this  contribution  towards  the  finances  of 
India  a  very  paltry  one.  No  one  ooold 
pretend  that  this  war  in  Egypt  was  ia 
any  way  initiated  or  promoted  on  ac- 
count of  Indian  interests,  but  solely  on 
account  of  European  interests;  and  it 
was  his  firm  belief  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  had  not  wished  to  negotiate 
a  Commercial  Treaty  with  France  they 
would  never  have  found  themselves  in 
the  position  they  were  in  now.  So  much 
as  regarded  that  particular  Vote,  bat 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
alluded  to  other  Estimates.  Perhaps, 
before  he  entered  into  these,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him  to  con- 
gratulate him  upon  having  attained  the 
position  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  which  he  bad  just  addressed  them 
for  the  first  time  on  the  subject  of  the 
Revenue.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  attained  his  high  position  under 
very  disadvantageous  circumstances,  be- 
cause what  was  the  position  in  which 
they  found  themselves  ?  And  he  would 
recommend  this  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  economists,  and  who  sat  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House  below  the 
Gangway.  They  had  already  voted  this 
year  £87,700,000,  and  they  were  now 
asked  to  vote  a  sum  of  £2,800,000,  which 
would  bring  up  the  total  to  the  enormous 
amount  of  £90,000,000,  which,  he  be- 
lieved, was  by  far — by  many  millions — 
the  highest  amount  ever  voted  by  this 
country  in  time  of  peace.  [CirtM  of 
**  This  was  a  time  of  war."]  The  Prime 
Minister  had  informed  them  that  it  was 
not  war.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche-. 
quer  had  informed  them  that  making 
all  allowance  for  saving  on  Votes  already 
passed,  and  for  increase  of  the  estimated 
Revenue,  there  would  still  be  a  large 
deficit.  There  were  certain  facts  which 
he  felt  himself  bound  to  mention  on  this 
occasion,  late  as  was  the  hour,  as  he  was 
afraid  if  he  did  not  do  so  now  he  might 
never  have  another  opportunity.  One 
of  the  main  claims  to  Office  of  inddviduals 
who  composed  the  Gt)vemment  was  that 
they  would  economically  administer  the 
finances ;  and  what  was  the  result  of 
three  years  of  economical  administra* 
tion  ?  He  did  not  suppose  there  was  a 
man  in  the  country  who  did  not  wish, 
so  far  as  finance  was  concerned,  the  old 
Tory  Administration  back  whioh  the 
Prime  Minister  so  Btronglj  denounced 
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in  Mid  Lothian.  He  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  had  in  his  pocket  a  oopy  of 
the  gpreat  financial  speech  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  in  Mid 
Lothian,  and  he  would  recommend  it  to 
the  attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  because  he  would  find  in  it 
a  number  of  admirable  principles  laid 
down,  every  one  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  infringed 
from  the  time  he  came  into  power  to  the 
time  he  had  given  up  the  Office  of 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  first 
principle  laid  down  was  that  there  should 
be  as  few  Supplementary  Estimates  as 
possible.  Well,  how  many  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  had  they  had  this  year  ? 
He  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  gone 
into  the  Library  to  get  them,  and  had 
been  presented  with  a  huge  volume,  from 
which  he  found  that  there  had  been  a  great 
number  of  Supplementary  Estimates. 
There  was  one  for  Cyprus.  [''Hear, 
hear ! "]  Well,  hon.  Members  seemed 
to  imply  that  the  Government  were  not 
responsible  for  that.  He  did  not  blame 
them  in  that  particular  matter,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  they  had  been  wise  and  had 
spent  a  little  more  they  would  have  found 
a  good  return.  He  believed  that  ulti- 
mately they  would  be  compelled  to  spend 
more  money.  There  were  now  no  less 
than  six  Supplementary  Estimates  before 
them — namely,  for  Civil  Service,  Army, 
Indian  Civil  Service,  Aid  to  India,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Transvaal.  How  was 
it  that  all  this  increased  expenditure 
had  become  incurred  by  a  Government 
pledged  to  economy  ?  How  was  it  that 
ever  since  they  had  been  in  Office  they 
had  been  compelled  to  increase  taxation? 
There  were  some  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
laboured  under  the  delusion  that  the 
increased  expenditure  in  question  was 
caused  by  the  unpaid  debts  of  the  late 
Government,  and  that  if  they  could  only 
get  rid  of  the  debts  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment they  would  have  no  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates,  and  would  be  able  to 
reduce  the  expenditure  by  many  millions. 
That,  he  believed,  was  an  entire  delusion. 
Not  only  had  the  Government  increased 
their  expenditure,  but  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, wnen  embarking  on  a  policy  of 
military  adventure,  had  adoptea  the  Na- 
poleonic theory,  which  was  that  always 
when  they  maide  war  against  a  country 
they  had  a  right,  if  they  could,  to  tax 
the  country.  We,  now,  having  made 
war  againfit  Egypt,  were  about  to  make 


Egypt  pay  a  considerable  sum  for  the 
pleasure  of  having  been  subjugated  by 
us.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  not  deny  this,  because  he  was 
trying  to  reduce  his  Estimate  for  this 
year  by  making  Egypt  pay  a  consider- 
able sum.  Before  they  passed  these 
Estimates,  they  ought  to  press  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  tell  them 
a  little  more  about  how  they  intended 
to  provide  for  Ways  and  Means.  There 
was  already  a  deficiency  of  £200,000 
between  the  estimated  Expenditure  and 
estimated  Bevenue.  Well,  was  it  not 
a  bold  thing  for  the  Government  to 
ask  the  Committee  to  grant  these  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  when  there  was 
already  a  deficiency  of  £200,000  ?  No 
doubt  it  was ;  therefore  he  hoped  that, 
before  the  Estimates  were  assented  to, 
some  Member  of  the  Government  would 
give  them  an  indication  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  by  which  it  was  proposed 
to  meet  the  expenditure.  Of  course,  it 
was  impossible,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  for  any  Member  of  the 
Government  to  go  against  anv.part  of 
the  policy  laid  down  by  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  main  principle  of  which 
was  that  it  was  improper  to  meet  any 
deficiency  by  raising  Exchequer  Bills. 
He  hoped,  however,  that  the  Committee 
would  not  assent  to  the  Vote  without  a 
clear  understanding  as  to  what  were  the 
Ways  and  Means  by  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to 
meet  the  deficit. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  blamed  the 
Government  because  there  was  a  nominal 
deficit  of  about  £1,000,000,  and  they 
must  all  agree  that  that  was  an  unfor- 
tunate result.  But  the  noble  Lord  for- 
got that  when  his  own  Friends  were  in 
Office,  they  had  deficits  for  the  last  three 
years,  amounting  in  1880  to  no  less^than 
£2,800,000,  which  was  a  much  larger 
sum.  Moreover,  the  reduction  of  debt 
in  1882  would  be  far  larger  than  in  18S0. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  ex- 
plained that  it  was  impossible  to  impose 
fresh  taxes  just  at  the  close  of  the  year. 
There  were  various  other  sums  paid  this 
year  which  did  not  belong  to  it,  but  to  the 
years  under  which  the  administration 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. If  these  sums  were  deducted 
from  the  whole,  the  expenditure  would 
be  reduced  to  £81,500,000 ;  and  tiiat. 
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upon  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord  George 
Hamilton's)  oirn  showing,  was  consi- 
derably less  than  the  amount  spent  bj 
the  late  Oonservative  Administration. 
While  he  very  much  regretted  that  the 
Expenditure  was  so  large,  and  that  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  £1,000,000,  he  must 
give  credit  to  the  Government  for  one 
thing — namely,  that  when  they  spent 
money,  they  raised  money. to  pay  the 
bUl.  It  was  proper  that  the  public 
should  feel  that  if  they  had  wars,  they 
had  to  meet  the  expenses  out  of  the 
finance  of  the  year.  He  commended  the 
Government  in  this  respect,  and  thought 
it  would  have  been  well  if  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  adopted  a  similar  plan. 
He  considered  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  had  put  a  colour 
upon  the  figures  which  they  .did  not 
bear  out. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had 
listened  with  some  interest  to  the  obser- 
vations which  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock) ;  and  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  it 
was  of  g^eat  importance  they  should 
know  from  the  Government  that  it  was 
their  intention  that  the  expenses  of  the 
year  should  fall  upon  the  year.  He  did 
not  gather  from  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers)  that  that 
was  his  inteiftion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman simply  informed  the  Committee 
that  there  would  be  a  deficit  on  the  year 
of  something  between  £750,000  and 
£1,250,000 ;  but  he  made  no  indication 
as  to  the  way  in  which  he  proposed  to 
deal  with  that  deficit — he  aid  not  say 
whether  the  deficit  was  to  be  a  charge 
on  the  balances — that  was  to  say,  the 
amount  allocated  for  the  payment  of 
Debt — or  whether  it  was  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  ensuing  financial  year. 

ThbCHANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  said,  that  what 
he  had  said  was  that  in  the  beginning  of 
March  it  was  impossible  to  propose  any 
taxation  to  meet  a  deficit,  whatever  the 
amount  might  be ;  and  that  they  would, 
therefore,  for  the  moment,  pay  it  out  of 
balances,  which  were  in  a  satisfactory 
state.  He  also  said  that  in  the  Finan- 
cial Statement,  to  be  made  a  month  or 
more  hence,  he  would  explain  exactly 
how  the  deficit  would  be  dealt  with. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  was 
precisely  what  he  had  said — namely, 
that  the  Government  gave  the  Oom- 

Sk  John  Zubboek 


mittee  no  information  whatever  as  to 
the  way  in  which  they  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  deficit.     He  found  no  fault  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  ac- 
count.   The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock),  however,   assumed  that  the 
whole  cost  of  the  year  would  be  borne 
out  of  the  Bevenue  of  the  year,  and  he 
referred  to  the  operation  of  the  Ter- 
minable Annuities.     The  hon.  Baronet 
must  know  very  well  that  the  Termin- 
able Annuities  were  set  up  by  Parlia- 
ment, that  they  were  automatic  in  their 
operation,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister,  who  preceded 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers) 
as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  no 
more  to  do  with  them  than  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  himself. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
time  being  had  to  observe  the  law,  and 
make  provision  in  the  Estimates  of  the 
year  for  the  Terminable  Annuities  set 
up  by  his  Predecessors.    The  hon.  Baro- 
net must  also  know  very  well  that  the 
operation  of  Terminable  Annuities  was 
that  towards  the  end  of  the  period  for 
which  they  were  set  up  a  larger  amount 
of  Debt  was  paid  off  than  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  period.      A  certain 
provision,  year  by  year,  was  established 
and  required,  and,  no  doubt,  the  effect 
in  this  year  was  that  a  larger  portion  of 
Debt  was  paid  off  than  last  year.    No 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  hesi- 
tate to  make  the  provision  which  the  Act 
of  Parliament  required.     There  was  one 
remark  he  wished  to  make  with  regard  to 
the  observations  which  fell   from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  provision 
which  was  made  by  Egypt  towards  the 
Army  of  Occupation  was  at  the  rate  of 
£4  per  head  per  month ;  but  he  failed  to 
give  the  Committee  any  information  as 
to  the  period  in  respect  of  which  the 
payment  of  £4  was  made — the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  simply  said  that  £3  per 
head  was  to  be  paid  in  aid  of  the  Amy 
Estimates  and  £l  per  head  in  aid  of  the 
Navy  Estimates.  He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
did  not  realize  or  understand  whether  the 
payment  had  been  received,  or  whether 
it  had  been  undertaken  to  be  paid,  or 
whether  it  was  simply  intended  it  should 
be  demanded  from  the  Government  of 
Egypt.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not  ex- 
I  plain  whether  the  sum  was  received,  or 
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whether  it  was  only  a  sum  acknowledged 
as  due,  or  when  it  was  to  be  paid.  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  the  Oommittee  some  information  on 
Qie  point.  There  was  one  other  point 
to  wnioh  he  wished  to  refer,  and  that 
had  reference  to  the  contribution  towards 
the  expenses  of  the  Indian  troops  re- 
oentlj  eng^ed  in  Egypt.  It  was,  he 
belieyed,  understood  that  the  excess  of 
the  cost  of  the  Indian  Expedition  over 
the  ordinary  pay  of  the  troops  should 
be  met  by  this  country.  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  sum  of  £1,142,000 
was  the  sum  in  excess  of  the  ordinary 
cost  to  the  Indian  Bevenue  of  the  troops 
serving  in  India — that  was  to  say,  their 
ordinary  pay — or  whether  it  included 
the  ordinary  pay  of  the  troops  serving 
in  India?  There  was,  as  he  was  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  realize, 
a  great  distinction.  It  would  appear  to 
be  perfectly  reasonable  that  they  should 
not  relieve  India  of  the  pay  of  the  Indian 
troops  who  were  employed  in  Eg3rpt; 
but  it  was  a  great  question  whether  they 
had  a  right  to  call  on  India  to  pay 
£642,000  in  excess  of  the  expenses  of 
the  Army  she  employed  for  her  own 
protection.  Were  the  Oommittee  to  un- 
derstand that  the  £1,142,000  was  a  sum 
in  excess  of  the  ordinary  cost  to  India  of 
the  Indian  Contingent  of  6,200  men  em- 
ployed in  Egypt,  and  which  India  would 
not  have  been  required  to  pay  if  the 
troops  had  remained  at  home,  or  did  it 
include  the  ordinary  pay  and  allowances 
of  the  troops  sent  by  India  to  Egypt  ? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  he  would 
answer  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  as  clearly 
as  he  could.  The  Estimates  of  the  cost 
of  the  troops  proceeding  from  this  coun- 
try and  of  the  troops  proceeding  from 
India  were  baised  on  exactly  the  same 
principle — that  was  to  say,  they  showed 
the  excess  upon  the  ordinary  expendi- 
ture provided  for  in  the  Budgets  of  the 
two  countries,  so  that  the  expenditure, 
in  addition  to  the  Votes  taken  last  Ses- 
sion, was  about — he  was  speaking  now 
in  round  figures  —  £3,400,000  in  the 
case  of  the  English  troops,  and  about 
£1,140,000  in  the  case  of  the  Indian 
troops.  Of  the  £1,140,000  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  pay  out  of  the  Exche- 
quer £500,000,  so  that  India  would  have 
to  pay  £640,000  more  than  was  provided 
for  in  her  ordinary  Army  Budget.     He 


hoped  he  had  made  that  quite  clear. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  asked 
him  about  the  contributions  from  Egypt. 
He  could  only  repeat  what  he  had  pre- 
viously said  in  regard  to  this  question. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  refer 
to  the  Army  Supplementary  Estimate, 
page  2,  he  would  see  that  the  contribu- 
tions from  the  Egyptian  Government, 
from  the  Ist  of  October,  1882,  to  the 
31st  of  March,  1883,  in  respect  of  the 
Army,  was,  roughly,  £209,000.  In  the 
Navy  Supplementary  Estimates  it  would 
seem  that  the  Egyptian  Government  con- 
tributed £70,000.  The  meaning  of  that 
was  that  the  Egyptian  Government  had 
to  contribute  in  respect  of  the  Forces 
which  were  doing  their  work,  from  the 
1st  of  October,  at  the  rate  of  £4  per 
head  per  month,  or,  in  all,  £279,000. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  asked  him  if  that 
was  only  a  claim,  or  would  it  be  paid  ? 
He  was  happy  to  inform  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that,  on  the  28th  of  this 
month,  the  money  would  be  paid  into 
the  Exchequer. 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  intention  of  assist- 
ing in  defending  the  extravagant  Esti- 
mates of  the  Government;  but  he  would 
express  his  sympathy  with  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  regarding  the  propriety 
and  expediency  of  paying  or  meeting  the 
expenses  of  the  year  out  of  the  taxation 
of  the  year.  He  must  express  some  re- 
gret that  even  the  present  Government 
did  not  altogether  practice  what  they 
preached;  for  he  need  not  hardly  remind 
the  Committee  that  it  was  not  only  this 
£1,000,000  which  had  to  stand  over  in 
the  present  year,  but  there  was  a  sum  of 
several  millions  in  respect  to  the  Afghan 
War  which  was  not  paid  out  of  the 
taxation  of  the  year.  He  was  afraid  the 
present  Government  had,  to  some  degree, 
followed  the  bad  example  of  their  Pre- 
decessors. Beverting  to  the  Vote  now 
before  the  Committee,  he  must  accept 
the  settlement  which  had  been  made, 
and  which,  he  understood,  had  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  Government  of  India.  He 
could  iCdmit  that  that  settlement  was 
consistent  with  what  passed  in  July  last. 
He  thought  it  was  a  fair  and  liberal 
settlement,  if  it  was  the  fact  that  India, 
had  any  interest  in  the  affairs  of  Egypt, 
either  financial,  commercial,  or  adminis- 
trative. But  he  denied  that.  He  wished 
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to  put  in  a  word  of  protest.  India  had 
really  nothing  to  do  with  the  affairs  of 
Egypt.  If  she  had  not,  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  did  not  think  it  would  be  fair 
that  India  should  contribute  more  than 
a  small  sum  towards  the  expenses  of 
guarding  the  navigation  of  the  Suez 
Canal.  He  admitted  that  India  had  a 
commercial  interest  in  the  free  navigation 
of  the  Suez  Canal ;  and  if  he  thought  the 
war  was  undertaken  in  the  interest  of 
the  Canal,  he  should  consider  that  India 
ought  to  pay  her  share  of  the  cost.  He 
believed  there  were  other  interests  in- 
volved, and  in  which  India  had  no  part 
whatever;  and  he  believed  that  under 
Arabi  the  navigation  of  the  Suez  Canal 
would  be  quite  as  safe  as  under  the 
Khedive.  If  it  should  be  the  case, 
some  day  or  other,  that  Egypt  should  be 
reduced  to  such  a  state  of  anarchy  as  to 
endanger  the  Suez  Canal,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  a  small  force  of  gunboats, 
which  might  be  contributed  by  England 
and  other  countries,  and,  to  a  certain 
extent,  by  India,  would  amply  suffice  to 
protect  the  Canal.  It  was  widi  a  certain 
amount  of  protest  that  he  accepted  the 
arrangement  that  had  been  made  by  the 
two  Governments  of  England  and  India. 
Mb.  GORST  said,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  answering  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  made  so 
clear  the  manner  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  treating  the  finance  of 
India,  that  he  could  not  help  regrettiqg 
very  much  that  the  Postmaster  General 
was  not  present,  because,  if  he  were,  no 
one  would  more  eloquently  protest  than 
he  against  the  injustice  the  Government 
were  doing  to  the  finance  of  India  in 
this  matter.  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  was  never 
able  to  reconcile  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Office  with  the  course  taken  by 
individual  Members  of  the  Government 
in  Opposition ;  and  he  should  think  that 
a  large  majority  of  the  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  found  it  per- 
fectly impossible  to  reconcile  to  their 
intellects  and  consciences  the  particu- 
lar course  taken  by  the  Government 
on  the  present  occasion,  with  the  prin- 
ciples which  they,  in  common  with  the 
Postmaster  General,  laid  down  in  the 
last  Parliament  and  supported  by  their 
Votes,  because  it  was  quite  clear  that 
the  Gfovemment  not  only  took  away 
from  the  service  of  the  Indian  Empire 
its  troops,  which  were  charged  upon  the 
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Indian  Budget  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Indian  Empire,  but  they  had  saddled 
the  finances  with  a  further  sum  of 
£640,000.  Firstly,  they  deprived  India 
of  her  troops ;  and,  secondly,  made  her 
pay  an  additional  sum  for  those  troops ; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  did  not  con- 
descend to  inform  the  Committee  of  the 
precise  benefits  which  that  expendi- 
ture conferred  on  the  people  of  India. 
In  the  debate  last  year,  and  in  the 
present  discussion,  the  Government  con- 
fined themselves  to  generalities — they 
simply  said  India  was  interested  ia 
Egypt,  and  in  sending  Indian  troops  to 
Egypt  they  did  not  show  how  they  had 
benefited  the  commercial  interests  of  the 
people  of  India.  Unless  they  oould 
point  out  clearly  and  specifically,  and  not 
in  general  terms,  how  the  people  of  India 
were  benefited  by  these  military  opera- 
tions, they  had  no  right  to  saddle  them 
with  this  immense  charge,  and  he  was 
quite  certain  that  if  the  Postmaster 
General  were  in  the  House  he  would 
tell  them  so.  Another  thing  which  he 
wished  to  observe  was  that  thei  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Sir  John  Luh- 
bock)  must  have  been  extremely  un- 
pleasant to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
I^xchequer,  because  nothing  was  so  un- 

gleasant  as  undeserved  praise.  The 
on.  Baronet  praised  the  Government 
for  their  steady  adhesion  to  the  finan- 
cial principle  which  was  laid  down  in 
Mid  Lothian — namely,  that  all  expen- 
diture must  be  provided  for  in  the 
Eevenue  of  the  year.  That  was  exactly 
what  they  were  not  going  to  do ;  but  in 
the  coming  year  they  were  going  to 
make  some  unknown  arrangement  by 
which  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the 
year.  They  were  asking  the  Commit- 
tee to  vote  a  Supplementary  Estimate 
of  upwards  of  £1,000,000,  when,  by 
their  own  showing,  there  was  a  deficit 
to  that  amount  upon  the  year.  It 
was,  therefore,  evident  they  were  not 
going  to  meet  the  expenses  out  of  the 
taxation  by  at  loast  £1,000,000.  Of 
course,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  right  in  sayingit  was  now  too  late 
to  cure  the  evil.  He  (Mr.  Gtorst)  sup- 
posed the  Government  were  going  to 
raise  the  money  by  Exchequer  Bills  or  by 
something  of  that  kind ;  therefore,  when 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  came 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons  at  the 
very  end  of  the  financial  year,  and  asked 
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for  a  Supplementary  Estimate  of  up- 
wards of  £1,000,000,  he  ought  not  to 
put  off  the  House  of  Oommons  by  saying 
that  in  a  month's  time  they  would  hear 
how  he  was  going  to  meet  the  deficiency. 
It  would  be  only  respectful  to  the  Oom- 
mittee  of  Supply,  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  pointed  out  to  the 
Committee  the  particular  mode  by  which 
he  meant  to  raise  the  Bevenue  neces- 
sary to  meet  the  Supply  which  he  asked 
them  to  vote.  He  supposed,  of  course, 
no  one  could  dispute  the  present  Esti- 
mate. In  the  first  place,  they  must  re- 
gret that  the  Government  had  laid  this 
charge  upon  India  without  any  explana- 
tion of  the  reason  why  the  people  of  that 
country  should  bear  it;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  they  could  only  lament  the  finan- 
cial degradation  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, in  raising  by  the  taxation  of  the 
year  a  sum  less  by  £2,000,000  than 
that  which  was  necessary  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  the  year. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  he  was 
perfectly  at  a  loss  to  understand  the  per- 
versity of  intellect  which  could  justify 
the  taxing  of  the  people  of  India  to  the 
extent  of  £15,000,000  or  £20,000,000  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  a  purely  aggres- 
sive war — a  war  devised  and  planned  in 
London,  entered  into  in  defiance  of  the 
wishes  of  those  best  calculated  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  Indian   people — but 
could  resist  the  proposal  that  the  Indian 
Exchequer  should  pay  a  very  small  sum 
towards  the  expenses  of  a  war  which  he 
ventured  to  say  was,  in  the  main,  if  not 
entirely  so,  for  the  benefit  of  our  Indian 
Empire.  [**  No  !  "J  He  was  quite  aware 
the  opposite  opinion  was   the  popular 
opinion  in  the  House  at  the  present 
moment ;    but   that   would   not   detei^ 
him    expressing  his  opinion  that,  un- 
less they  had  had  an  Indian   Empire 
to  protect,  no  Government  would  have 
Tentured  to  propose,  and  he  was  quite 
sure    the    country  would    never    have 
sanctioned,    a    war    in  Egypt    at    all. 
Every  argument  used  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  indeed,  every  argument 
advanced   in  the    House  in   favour  of 
the   Egyptian    operations,   or    war,   or 
whatever  the  recent    events    could   be 
called,   culminated    in  allusions  to  the 
Suez  Canal  and  the  danger  to  our  Indian 
Empire,  and  he  thought   it  only  fair, 
just,  and  right  that  India  should  bear 
the  small  sum  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tomment  proposed  to  impose  upon  her 
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in  respect  of  the  war.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  raised  the 
question  of  the  general  Expenditure,  with 
special  allusion  to  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House. 
He  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  and  others,  did 
object  to  the  large  Expenditure  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  in  discussing  questions  of  this  sort 
they  should  be  fair  in  stating  the  figures. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said  it  was  a  delu- 
sion to  suppose  that  any  material  part 
of  the  Expenditure  of  the  present  year 
was  necessitated  in  order  to  defray  the 
debts  of  the  Predecessors  of  the  present 
Government. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  denied 
having  said  that. 

Me.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Lord  to  refer  to  the 
Expenditure  of  £90,000,000,  and  to  say 
that  that  was  the  most  enormous  Ex- 
penditure ever  incurred  either  in  time 
of  peace  or  war.  He  would  only  just 
ask  the  noble  Lord  to  remember  two 
sets  of  figures  whenever  he  contrasted 
the  Expenditure  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment with  that  of  the  late  Government. 
He  would  ask  him  to  remember  that 
just  before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northoote)  left  Office  in  1880, 
he  stated  that  the  net  aggregate  deficit 
of  his  tenure  of  Office  was  something 
between  £6,000,000  and  £7,000,000. 
In  order  to  meet  that  deficit  he  created 
Terminable  Annuities,  which  were  to 
run  five  years,  and  were  to  bear  a 
payment  of  £1,300,000  a-year.  To 
that  the  present  Government  had  added 
£500,000  towards  the  contribution  of 
India  for  the  Afghan  War;  to  that 
also  had  to  be  added  the  Terminable 
Annuities  to  defray  the  £2,000,000  which 
the  late  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  lent 
to  India  without  interest;  and  these  sums 
altogether  represented  an  increase  since 
the  present  Government  had  been  in 
power  of  £2,000,000  to  their  Expenditure 
specifically  to  defray  the  obligations  in- 
curred by  the  late  Government.  That 
was  the  first  set  of  figures  he  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  to  remember;  and  the 
second  set  of  figures  he  desired  the 
noble  Lord  to  bear  in  mind  related  to 
the  administrative  Departments  of  State. 
In  the  Expenditure  of  the  country  pro- 
vision was  made  for  the  Post  Office  and 
Telegraph  Service,  and  the  expenditure 
under  these  heads  was  nearly  £  1|000,000 
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more  than  it  was  during  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  late  Government.  There- 
fore, when  they  were  contrasting  thb 
Expenditure  of  the  two  Qovemments — 
although  he  did  not  justify  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  present  Qovemment, 
and  he  hoped  that  when  they  challenged 
the  Government  in  regard  to  it  they 
would  have  the  support  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Friends — they  were  bound 
to  deal  with  the  present  Government 
fairly,  and  see  what  portion  of  the  Ex- 
penditure really  belonged  to  them  and 
what  belonged  to  their  Predecessors. 

Sir  HENRY  FLETCHER  said,  there 
were  two  questions  he  would  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  or  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  con- 
nected with  the  troops  sent  from  India. 
It  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  House 
and  the  country  to  know  whether  it  was 
not  the  fact  that  Indian  troops  imme- 
diately they  left  their  own  country 
received  double  pay ;  and  also  whether 
the  European  troops  sent  from  India  to 
Egypt  received  the  Indian  pay,  or  whe- 
ther, on  their  arrival  in  Egypt,  they 
were  placed  on  European  pay  ?  He  be- 
lieved there  were  only  two  European 
Infantry  regiments  which  were  sent  from 
India — namely,  the  72nd,  who  were  now 
called  the  Seeforth  Highlanders,  and 
the  63rd,  who  were  now  called  the  Man- 
chester Regiment. 

Mr.  A.  F.  EGERTON  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  draw  the  House  into  an 
Indian  debate,  and,  therefore,  should 
only  refer  very  briefly  to  the  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler).  Even 
granting  the  truth  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  he  could  not — 
assuming  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
right  in  saying  that  the  late  Government 
left  a  deficit  to  the  present  'Government 
of  upwards  of  £2,000,000 — they  were 
justified  in  complaining  that  the  present 
Gt)vemmenthad,irrespective  of  the  legacy 
of  debt,  very  largely  increased  the  Esti- 
mates. The  country  had  now  to  provide 
for  a  much  greater  Expenditure  than  had 
ever  had  to  be  provided  for  before.  He 
might  also  complain,  as  a  taxpayer, 
that  he  had  to  pay  a  considerably 
higher  scale  of  taxation  than  he  had 
ever  been  required  to  pay  before.  These, 
however,  were-points  which  ought  rather 
to  be  discussed  on  the  Budget  than 
on  Supplementary  Estimates.     Ho  rose 
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principally,  as  a  new  Member,  to  re- 
mark upon  the  re-casting  of  the  Esti- 
mates since  he  had  anything  to  do  with 
finance ;  and  he  ventured  to  offer,  though 
rather  late    in    the    day,    his   proteflt 
against  the  present  system  of  taking 
the  extra  receipts  in  aid  of  the  Yotes. 
He  confessed  he  had  some  belief  in  the 
soundness  of  the  old   system  ;  in  his 
opinion,  under  the  old  system  a  better 
control  was  exercised  over  the  great 
spending  Departments  than  could  be 
exercised  under  the  present  system.  Not 
having  been  in  the  House  for  two  or 
three  years,  he  could  not  say  whether 
the  question    had   been  threshed   out 
and  settled  after  considerable  discussion ; 
but  he  could  not  acquiesce  in  the  change 
of  system,  although  his  opinion  might 
perhaps  differ  from  that  of  some  of  his 
hon.  Friends  around  him.     He  was  dis- 
posed to  think  the  sum    of   £500,000 
which  had  been  ageed  upon  between  the 
two  Governments  of  England  and  India 
was  an  approximately  fair  sum  for  the 
Indian  Government  to  pay  ;  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  should  not  offer 
any  opposition  to  this  Estiaiate. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  ;  I 
only  rise  to  answer  a  question  put  hy 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hor- 
sham (Sir  Henry  Fletcher).  He  asks 
whether  the  Indian  troops  received 
double'  pay  when  serving  beyond  their 
own  Frontiers  ?  I  do  not  recollect  at 
this  moment  what  the  exact  regulations 
are,  but, no  doubt, they  received  increased 
pay  when  they  served  out  of  their  own 
country,  though  I  do  not  think  it  was 
precisely  double  pay.  As  to  the  British 
troops  taken  from  India  to  serve  in 
Egypt,  they,  of  course,  received  the  same 
pay  as  the  troops  sent  from  this  coun- 
try to  Egypt.  It  would  obviously  be 
impossible  to  have  British  troops  serv- 
ing together  under  the  same  circum- 
stances,  but  under    different  rates  of 

pay- 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  regretted  the 
closing  remarks  of  'the  hon .  Member  iot 
Wigan  (Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton)  respecting 
the  £500,000,  for  it  seomed  to  him  that 
this  country  ought  not  to  impose  on  the 
people  of  India,  who  were  not  represented 
in  that  House,  and  had  no  opportunity  of 
making  their  grievances  known  in  Par- 
liament, any  taxation  they  could  pos- 
sibly avoid.  In  former  years  no  one 
had  more  earnestly  advocated  the  cause 
of  the  people  of  India  than  tVie  Post- 
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master  General,  whom  be  was  sorry  not 
to  see  in  the  House  at  present,  for  he 
apprehended  that  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  haidly  agree  with  his 
Colleagues  in  the  Government  when 
the  J  proposed  a  Vote  diametrically  op- 
posed to  the  principles  he  advocated 
before  he  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  In 
former  days  he  had  always  supported 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  earnest 
advocacy  of  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  India.  He  knew  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow)  intended 
to  raise  this  question  at  the  proper  time, 
and  he  thought  it  was  incumbent  on 
every  hon.  Member  who  felt  that  that 
House  owed  a  duty  to  India  in  looking 
after  the  interests  of  that  country,  to 
raise  a  protest  against  the  proposal  of 
the  Government.  He  thought  the  Go- 
yernment  would  admit  his  right  to  say 
this  much,  because  he,  differing  with 
some  of  his  hon.  Friends,  had  supported 
their  proposal  for  a  contribution  from 
this  country  for  the  Afghan  War. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
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(2.)  £728,000,  for  Additional  Expen- 
diture for  Army  Services,  consequent  on 
the  despatch  of  an  Expeditionary  Force 
to  Egypt. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  where  this  money  was  to 
come  from  ?  When  the  Committee  was 
asked  to  vote  money  in  this  manner — 
£728,000 — ^there  ought  to  be  some  ex- 
planation of  the  source  from  which  it 
was  to  oome.  He  would  wish  particu- 
larly to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  was  one  of 
the  Gentlemen  owing  to  whose  presence 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  he  felt  some 
small  amount  of  confidence  in  the  Go- 
vernment. In  a  valuable  speech  that 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  it  was  an 
exceedingly  dangerous  state  of  things 
when  the  gunpowder  business  was  de- 
cided by  the  many,  and  the  few  paid  for 
it.  It  was  very  well  in  this  loose  way 
to  vote  £700,000  odd  ;  but  there  ought 
to  be  a  dear  understanding  as  to  where 
it  was  to  come  from.  He  had  seen  it 
stated  in  tlie  newspapers  and  other 
organs,  that  it  was  to  be  raised  by  an 
increase  in  the  Income  Tax.  He  could 
not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ulakeard  would  be  a  party,  after  what 


he  had  said  in  his  valuable  speech,  to 
any  such  policy.  For  his  part,  he  should 
like  to  see  this  money  raised  in  one  of 
two  ways — one,  by  raising  it  from  the 
landed  interest,  because,  of  course,  aa 
everybody  knew,  the  landed  interest 
owned  their  land  upon  a  sort  of  feudal 
tenure,  under  which  they  were  bound 
to  provide  for  the  defence  of  their  coun- 
try. But  as  he  greatly  feared  that  the 
Government  would  not  adopt  that  plan, 
he  would,  in  default,  much  like  to  see 
this  money  raised  by  a  general  tax  on 
every  individual  in  the  country,  poor  as 
well  as  rich.  Let  every  one  of  those 
shrieking  Jingoes  who  went  about  call- 
ing upon  the  Government  to  go  to  war, 
now  here  and  now  there,  understand 
that  they  would  have  to  pay  for  the  cost 
of  these  wars.  Then,  he  thought,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  had  said,  they  would  be 
rather  loss  inclined  than  they  now  were 
to  advance  the  Jingo  policy  which  he 
was  sorry  to  see  had  been  adopted  by 
the  Government,  and  which  they  had 
inherited  from  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  With  regard  to  the 
special  point  before  the  Oommittee,  he 
wanted  to  know  something  about  one 
item.  He  found  a  '^ Special  Gratuity" 
to  the  British  Contingent  of  £90,000. 
He  did  not  remember  seeing  among  the 
numerous  papers  which  he  had  received 
any  statement  as  to  how  this  money  was 
to  be  distributed ;  but  he  had  seen  in 
the  newspapers  that  it  was  to  be  dis- 
tributed to  the  officers  and  soldiers.  Of 
course,  the  soldiers'  share  would  be  very 
little,  and  the  officers  would  get  a  great 
deal ;  but  gathering  that  a  Special  Vote 
for  Lord  Wolseley  was  to  be  asked  for, 
he  wished  to  know  whether  any  portion 
of  this  £90,000  was  to  be  given  to  Lord 
Wolseley  ? 

Ma.  ASHMEAD  -  BABTLETT  said, 
he  thought  the  more  reasonable  way  of 
raising  this  money  would  be  for  the 
Government  themselves  to  contribute 
largely  to  these  extra  charges.  Obser- 
vations having  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  action  of  the  Conservative  Party 
in  promoting  this  war,  he  wished  to  free 
himself,  as  an  inconsiderable  Member 
of  that  Party,  from  such  an  imputation. 
Speaking  on  the  Queen's  Speech  exactly 
a  year  ago,  he  had  ventured  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House  the  precise  course  that 
events  were  likely  to  take.  Five  months 
before  the  war  began  he  had  warned 
the  Government  that  if  they  pursued  the 
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course  tbey  were  then  adopting  they 
were  bound  to  bring  about  a  war ;  but 
they  were  unable  to  refrain  from  the 
error  of  their  ways,  and  the  war  was 
brought  about.  The  question  now  was, 
What  was  this  sum  to  meet  ?  What  re- 
sult was  to  be  obtained  from  the  pay- 
ment of  these  charges?  There  were 
two  results  which  the  country  desired  at 
this  moment  to  see — first,  the  predomi- 
nance of  British  influence  in  Eg3rpt; 
and,  secondly,  the  good  government  of 
the  Egyptian  people.  For  the  securing 
of  both  or  either  of  these  results  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  Egypt 
must  be  changed.  Neither  of  these  re- 
sults could  be  obtained  if  the  evacuation 
of  Egypt  was  carried  out  within  six 
months,  as  was  suggested  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
a  few  days  ago ;  and  if  the  Government 
followed  the  advice  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  and  left 
that  unfortunate  country,  which  they  had 
reduced  to  anarchy,  '*to  simmer,  boil, 
and  stew, "..they  would  refuse  ag^in  to 
intervene  to  put  down  that  anarchy, 
for  the  extraordinary  reason  that,  having 
themselves  deliberately  nullified  the  re- 
sults of  their  own  previous  expendi- 
ture of  £6,000,000,  they  would  deem 
it  unadvisable  to  spend  any  further 
sum.  He  objected  to  granting  this 
sum  to  the  Government,  because  they 
had  given  no  satisfactory  statement 
with  regard  to  their  future  policy  in 
Egypt.  No  one  knew  whether  the  whole 
of  this  money  would  be  dropped  into 
the  sea.  Twelve  months  ago  there  was 
absolutely  no  necessity  for  this  war  at 
all.  The  whole  of  these  charges  might 
easily  have  been  avoided  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  displayed  a  moderate  amount 
of  statesmenship  and  foresight.  If  they 
had  refrained  from  the  alliance  with 
France,  and  treated  the  Turks  fairly,  or 
acted  in  time,  the  war  might  have  been 
avoided  and  better  results  than  had 
followed  would  have  been  attained  by 
peaceful  methods.  The  country  had  to 
thank  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  those  who  followed  in  his  steps,  for 
this  unfortunate  war.  It  had  been 
stated  that  the  Conservative  Party  were 
responsible  for  this  war.  In  June  and 
July  the  Conservatives  urged  firm  action 
in  defence  of  British  life  and  property 
in  Egypt,  but  only  after  the  Ministry 
had  allowed  matters  to  drift  into   an 
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impasM  from  which  there  was  no  other 
outlet.     These  two  lines  of  policy  were 
perfectly  in  harmony.     When  there  was 
time  to  avoid  the  war,  the  Conservatives 
warned  and  implored  the  Government 
to  take  steps  for  that  purpose ;  hut  when 
things  had  reached  a  climax,  and  when 
after  the  massacres  it  was  impossible  for 
us  to  withdraw  without  dishonour,  then 
they  did  urg^  on  the  Government  firm- 
ness and  courage.    They  did  not  urge  the 
bombardment  of  Alexandria,  they  only 
urged  firm  action  ;  and  those  with  whom 
he  acted  at  that  time  advocated  firm 
action  in  conjunction  with  the  Sovereign 
of  Egypt.     In  his  opinion  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria  was  premature,  and 
might  perhaps  have  been  avoided  if  a 
little  time  had  been  given  to  the  Saltan 
and  others  to  arrange  the  matter ;  bnt 
it  was  perfectly  consistent  with  their 
previous  conduct  for  the  ConservatiTes 
to    have  advocated  in  June  and  July 
firmness  of  action — ["  Divide,  divide ! "] 
He  had  no  wish  to  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress ;  but  he  should  do  so  if  he  was  in- 
terrupted by  the  barbaric  shouts  of  hon. 
Members.  It  was  perfectly  consistent  for 
the  Conservatives  to  have  advocated  a 
firm  policy  in  June  and  July,  and  yet  now 
to  condemn  the  war  from  the  first  as  abso- 
lutely unnecessary.  In  view  of  the  policy 
of  the  Government  in  the  past  and  the 
many  errors  they  have  made,  the  apparent 
fruitiessness  of  the  war,  and  the  absence 
of  any  assurance  that  we  should  gain 
any  good  results,  he  thought  the  Oo- 
vemment  might  fairly  be  asked  to  re* 
f  rain  from  pressing  this  Vote  to-night, 
and  to  hold  it  over  till  Monday,  when 
there  would  be  a  better  opportunity  of 
considering  it  as  it  deserved.     He  should 
not  move  to  report  Progress;  bat  he 
hoped  Progress  would  be  reported. 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON: 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  be  disposed 
to  vote  the  whole  of  these  Supplement 
tary  Estimates  relating  to  Egypt  to- 
night. My  right  hon.  Friend  has  made 
a  statement  on  the  subject,  and  I  think, 
although  the  hour  is  very  late,  we  are 
quite  prepared  to  answer  any  questions 
as  to  details.  The  hon.  Member  objects 
to  anything  at  all  on  account  of  this 
war,  which  he  considers  unneeeesary. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT:  Until 
we  have  some  assurance  as  to  results. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  was  not  present 
this  evening  when  we  had  an  oppor- 
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tnnity  of  Toting  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  who 
moved    a    Besolution    expressing    the 
regret  of  the  House  that  it  should  be 
called  upon  to  place  any  burden  on  the 
people.     Ihat  appears  to  bo  the  most 
convenient    form    in    which    the    hon. 
Member     could    have    expressed    his 
opinion.     I  do  not  think  I  need  follow 
the  hon.  Member  in  this  question ;  but 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.   Labouchere),  I  think  it 
was  stated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer    in    the 
course  of  last  Session,  that  when  the 
Estimates  were  presented  the  Govern- 
ment would  propose  a  Vote  for  a  gratuity 
to   the  troops  and  sailors  engaged  in 
-^^JP^*     ^  Circular  has  been  presented 
which  states  the  principle  upon  which 
this  gratuity  will  be  applied.    It  will  be 
issued  according  to  the    rank   of   the 
officers  and  men.    The  hon.   Member 
asked  what  amount  will  be  the  share  of 
Lord  Wolseley?    He  will  have  £1,000, 
and  the  Chief  of  the  Staff  £500  ;  other 
officers  who  were  in  command  will  re- 
ceive amounts  according  to  their  respec- 
tive ranks.    The  hon.  Member  asked  a 
question  respecting  the  annuity  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Prime  Minister  for  Lord 
Wolseley.    That  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  this;  it  is  altogether  a  separate 
arrangement.    I  believe  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  at  the  proper 
time  to  make  a  proposal  to  the  House,  both 
on   account  of  Lord  Wolseley  and  of 
Lord  Alcester,  according  to  the  invari- 
able practice  when  Peerages  have  been 
conferred  for  Naval  or  Military  services. 
That,  of  course,  has  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  share  of  this  gratuity  to 
Lord  Wolseley  according  to  usage. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Marquess  to  say  that,  if 
possible,  the  Government  intended  to  get 
through  the  whole  of  these  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  relating  to  Egypt  this 
evening.  Of  course,  the  House  was  very 
willing  on  special  occasions  to  make  per- 
sonal sacrifices  when  the  Public  Service 
rendered  that  necessary,  and  in  regard 
to  the  first  Vote — that  with  respect  to 
India — it  was  one  that  might  be  agreed 
to ;  but  he  hoped  that  if  the  Government 
met  with  the  indulgence  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  were  allowed  to  take  that 
Yote,  they  would  then  consent  to  post- 
pone the  other  Votes.  He  thought  that 
would  be  a  fair  compromise  at  that  time 


of  night.  On  the  other  hand,  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether 
he  would  give  some  undertaking  that 
either  on  the  Beport  of  Supply,  or,  still 
more  probably,  when  the  Army  Esti- 
mates  were  brought  forward,  the  fullest 
opportunity  would  be  given  for  discuss- 
ing points  which  would]  naturally  have 
arisen  now,  but  which  hon.  Members 
had  postponed  in  consideration  of  the 
time  of  night,  and  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  Vote  was  proposed  ? 
For  his  own  part,  there  were  several 
questions  whicn  he  should  like  to  raise, 
but  which  it  was  impossible  to  raise 
at  the  present  time.  There  was  also  a 
question  on  the  new  form  of  the  Vote  as 
it  necessarily  stood  in  the  Estimates. 
He  thought  it  very  inconvenient  to  have 
various  questions  mixed  up  upon  oneVote, 
and  that  they  would  bo  better  distributed 
over  several  Votes.  If  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  give  this  assurance,  there 
would  be  every  effort  made  on  this  side 
of  the  House  to  assist  the  Government. 

Lord  HENEY  LENNOX  wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess. 
He  had  no  intention  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Egyptian  Campaign 
was  right  or  wrong;  he  only  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  to  state  now 
what  was  the  condition  of  health  of  the 
troops  still  in  Egypt,  and  whether  there 
was  any  truth  or  not  in  the  accounts 
published  in  the  newspapers  showing 
that  the  mortality  among  these  men 
was  on  the  increase  ?  He  should  take 
an  opportunity  later  on,  in  fuller  detail, 
of  presenting  to  the  House  his  view  of 
the  action  of  the  troops  in  Egypt ;  and 
his  firm  conviction  was  that  had  the 
necessary  steps  been  taken  when  the 
war  ended  the  frightful  mortality  which 
had  occurred  might  easily  have  been 
averted.  He  did  not,  however,  wish  to 
detain  the  Committee  now,  but  merely 
to  ask  whether  the  noble  Marquess 
could  give  the  country  any  reassuring 
account  of  the  health  of  the  British 
troops  now  forming  the  Army  of  Occu- 
pation in  Egypt  ?  On  a  later  occasion 
he  would  state  the  reasons  for  his  belief 
that  a  great  deal  of  the  mortality  might 
have  been  avoided. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs):  An  appeal 
having  been '  made  &om  the  opposite 
Bench,  I  may  say  that  it  is  practically 
necessary,  unless  the  House  intends  to 
sit  on  Saturday,  that  the  Supplementary 
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Estimates  should  be  finished  on  Mon- 
day. These  Supplementary  Estimates 
consist  of  these  three  or  four  Yotes  in 
connection  with  Egypt,  and  of  some  small 
Supplementary  Estimates  relating  to 
Civil  Service  and  Kevenue  Expenditure. 
It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  should 
close  these  on  Monday,  and  therefore  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  consent  to 
finish  the  Egyptian  Votes  now  and  take 
the  other  Estimates  on  Monday.  With 
respect  to  what  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  Stanley)  said  as  to 
general  questions  arising  out  of  these 
YoteSi  I  think  that  is  reasonable;  but 
any  questions  upon  small  details  we 
shall  be  prepared  to  answer  at  once, 
and  any  general  questions  might  be 
asked  afterwards.  With  reference  to 
the  question  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Henry  Lennox),  I  am  not  able  to  say 
more  as  to  the  present  rate  of  mortality 
amone  the  soldiers,  than  that  it  has  been 
steaduy  on  the  decrease  for  some  months 
past.  As  to  his  suggestion  that  we  did 
not  take  proper  steps  to  provide  against 
insanitary  conditions,  I  may  say  that 
as  soon  as  the  war  was  over  we  sent 
out  a  most  experienced  Engineer  officer, 
General  Sir  Andrew  Clarke,  with  earte 
blanche  to  do  whatever  was  necessary  in 
regard  to  sanitary  an-angements.  The 
health  of  the  troops  has  steadily  im- 
proved since  then,  and  the  sickness  is 
now  as  low  as  7  per  cent. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
the  suggestion  of  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Stanley)  was 
that  this  Vote  should  be  taken,  and 
Progress  should  then  be  reported.  He 
thought  that  a  reasonable  proposal, 
especially  as  it  was  distinctly  understood 
that  the  Committee  should  not  proceed 
after  a  quarter  past  1 .  It  would  be  un- 
reasonable to  take  the  Egyptian  Yotes 
with  so  small  a  House  as  there  now 
was ;  and  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
protest  against  that,  and  to  divide  the 
Committee  upon  it. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  Do  you  object 
to  taking  the  Egyptian  Votes  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Yes.  beyond  this. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  Does  that  mean 
that  the  Yote  for  the  Navy  should  not 
be  taken  to-night  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Unless  we  get 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


through  these  Yotes  now,  the  Houbo  will 
have  to  sit  a  very  long  time  on  Monday, 
as  there  are  a  great  number  of  ordinary 
Supplementary  Estimates  to  be  taken. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  he  had 
been  informed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Winn)  that,  as 
he  understood,  the  (tovernment  did  not 
intend  to  propose  any  Yote  that  evening 
after  a  quarter  to  1  o'clock.  It  was  now 
a  quarter  past  1,  and,  therefore,  consider- 
ing the  understanding  he  hadreferred  to, 
he  thought  they  were  justified  in  ohject- 
ing  to  go  further  than  the  Yote  then 
before  the  Committee. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  said,  he  had 
certainly  not  given  any  such  promise  such 
as  that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite.  The  only  promise  given  was 
that  the  Government  would  not  begin  the 
Estimates  after  half-past  12  o'clock. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  uncertainty  as 
to  the  cost  of  transport  during  the  war, 
and  upon  that  subject   the  Committee 
had  received  no  information.  They  were 
desirous  of  knowing  what  the  total  ooet 
amounted  to.     There  appeared  on  the 
present  Estimate  £20,000  for  transport 
at  home,  and  also  a  sum  of  £60,000 
for  transport  abroad,  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  know  what  was  the  nature  and 
extent    of   the    transport  which  these 
items  represented  ?    This  was  a  question 
which  certainly  deserved  serious  consi- 
deration on  the  part  of  the  Committee. 
If  hon.  Members  would  turn  to  the  end 
of  the  Vote  they  would  see  that  a  deduc- 
tion was  made  of  the  sum  of  £40,000 
for  the  sale  of  transport  animals;  and 
with  respect  to  that  credit,  he  ventured 
to  say  that  if  the  original  cost  of  the 
animals  was  £80,000,   they  were  not 
likely  to  get  for  them  so  large  a  sum  af 
£40,000  when  they  were  sold.    There- 
fore, he    concluded    that    the   cost  oi 
animals  for  the  whole  war  was  not  that 
which  appeared  on  the  Estimates  imder 
the  items  he  had  specified.    There  had 
been  gpreat  complaints  as  to  the  coat  of 
transport  in  connection  with  the  Expe- 
dition  to   Egypt,   and  he  thought  the 
Committee  had  a  right  to  information 
as  to  what  had  been  the  cost  of  the 
animals  employed,  and,  indeed,  as  to  the 
whole  cost  of  transport  during  the  war. 
The  two  items  of  £80,000  and  £20,000 
were  quite  insufficient  for  this  purpose, 
and  he  would  therefore  appeal  to  the 
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noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  if  possible,  to  furnish  the 
Committee  with  some  explanation  with 
regard  to  the  enormous  cost  of  the 
Transport  Service  in  connection  with  the 
recent  operations  in  Egypt. 

Sir  AETHUE  HAYTER  said,  the 
item  of  £20,000  was  for  the  conveyance 
of  troops  from  various  parts  of  Eng- 
land to  the  port  of  embarkation.  The 
item  of  £80,000  was  for  the  cost  of 
animals.  As  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ba- 
ronet would  be  aware,  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment had  Ofifered  great  resistance 
to  our  endeavour  to  bring  mules  from 
Smyrna  and  Beyrout,  and  that  refusal 
on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  authorities 
had  very  much  increased  the  cost  of 
transport  animals.  The  amount  in  the 
[Estimate  was  the  price  of  the  animals, 
a  great  number  of  which  were  still  en- 
gaged with  the  Army  in  Egypt.  Some 
were  at  Malta,  and  a  portion  had  been 
brought  home. 

Ijord  ALGERNON  PERCY  said,  it 
was  well  known  that  some  of  the  Cavalry 
regiments,  and  a  great  portion  of  the 
Artillery  left  at  home  after  the  despatch 
of  the  troops  to  Egypt,  were  denuc^d  of 
their  horses  for  the  purpose  of  equipping 
the  troops  sent  abroad.  He  saw  an  item 
of  £60,000  in  Vote  1,  Sub-head  M,  for 
the  purchase  of  horses,  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  that  sum  was  for  the 
purpose  of  defraying  the  expenses  of 
regiments  and  batteries  left  at  home, 
or  whether  it  had  been  expended  on  the 
purchase  of  an  extra  number  of  animals 
for  the  troops  sent  abroad  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  said,  the 
sum  just  referred  to  included  not  only 
the  cost  of  horses  abroad,  but  also  the 
cost  of  horses  required  to  fill  up  the 
ranks  of  those  regiments  which  re- 
mained at  home.  There  had  been  great 
losses  amongst  the  horses  of  the  4th 
Dragoon  Guards — not  less  than  169 — 
which  had  to  be  made  up,  and  the  cost 
of  these  was  included  in  the  charge. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
strongly  objected  to  voting  money  in  the 
small  hours  of  the  morning.  However, 
as  they  had  gone  so  far  wiw  this  Supply 
Estimate,  he  supposed  they  must  go 
through  with  it ;  but  he  hoped  it  would 
be  on  the  distinct  understanding  that 
ample  time  would  be  allowed  for  future 
discussion  of  the  Estimate  on  the  Report. 
It  seemed  to  him  there  had  hardly  been 
au6&cient  calculation  when  the  last  Esti- 


mates were  framed,  because  the  amount 
asked  for  under  this  Vote  had  been  since 
almost  doubled.     He  inferred  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  Go- 
vernment took  credit  to  themselves  for 
the  correctness  of  their  Estimates,  when 
he  said  that  the    Estimates    for    this 
country'were'under-Estimates,  and  that 
the  Estimates  for  India  were  over-Esti- 
mates,  and  that  the  two  differences  ba- 
lanced each  other.    But  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell) 'was*^  not  one  of  those  who 
believed  that  two  blacks  made  a  white, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  of  very  great  im- 
portance that  the  responsible  Officers 
should  not  be  allowed  to  mislead  the 
country  into  supposing  that  they  could 
carry  on  war  at  a  cheaper  rate  than 
was  possible.     He  was  ready  to  admit 
that  the  war  had  been  carried  on  with 
a  moderation  of  expense  that  was  cre- 
ditable   to  the    Government;    but    he 
thought  it  would  have  been  much  better 
to  have  over-estimated  than  under-esti- 
mated its  cost.     He  would  like  to  know 
why,  in  view  of  all  the  circumstances, 
the  original  Estimate  had  been  so  much 
exceeded  ?  There  had  been  no  continu- 
ation of  the  war  beyond  the  period  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  contem- 
plated.    On  the  contrary,  it  had  been 
brought  to  an  end   earlier  than  might 
have  been  expected.    They  were  told, 
in  fact,  that  the  only  error  in  the  Cam- 
paign was  that  the  battle  of  Tel-el -Kebir 
was  fought  one  day  earlier  than  was 
intended.     The  resistance  of  the  Egyp- 
tians collapsed  immediately  after  this 
event;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that,  the 
war  having  been    brought  to  a  con- 
clusion^under  most  favourable  [circum- 
stances,  there  was  no  justification  of 
the  under-estimate  of  its  cost. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  said  he 
wished  to  know  why  civil  medical  prac- 
titioners, for  whose  services  there  was  a 
charge  in  the  Estimate  of  £4,000,  had 
been  sent  out  to  Egypt  ?  His  reason  for 
making  this  inquiry  was  that  he  thought 
under  the  new  system  ample  provision 
ought  to  have  been  made  for  medical 
officers  connected  with  the  Army.  And 
in  making  allusion  to  this  subject,  per- 
haps, as  an  old  soldier,  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  suggest  to  the  military  autho- 
rities the  consideration  of  the  question 
as  to  whether  they  could  not  see^  their 
way  to  revert  to  the  old  system  under 
which  surgeons  were  attached  to  the 
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regiments.  He  considered  himself  en- 
titled to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  this  subject  while  the  present 
Yote  was  under  discussion.  He  believed 
that  the  Indian  Contingent  and  the 
regiments  which  came  to  Egypt  from 
India  were  supplied  with  their  medical 
officers  on  the  old  system  under  which 
he  had  the  honour  of  serving  many  years 
ago.  The  present  system  of  medical 
officers  being  attached  to  regiments  for 
a  few  months  only,  he  regarded  as  most 
detrimental  to  the  Military  Service.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  old  system,  under 
which  medical  officers  were  permanently 
attached,  was  most  favourable  to  the 
medical  officers  themselves  as  well  as  to 
the  men  and  the  commanding  officers. 
Without  wishing  to  speak  too  strongly 
on  the  subject,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  present  system  had  not  turned  out 
altogether  as  well  as  could  have  been 
wished ;  and  therefore  he  again  urged 
the  military  authorities  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  well  to  return  to 
the  old  system  under  which  medical 
officers  were  permanently,  instead  of  as 
now  temporarily,  attached.  There  was 
another  item,  respecting  which  he  wished 
to  ask  for  some  explanation  from  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and  old  brother 
officer,  whom  he  congratulated  on  his 
new  appointment  as  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance.  He  observed  a  charge  of 
£15,000  for  timber,  and  would  be  glad 
to  know  where  the  timber  came  from 
and  what  had  become  of  it  ?  There  was 
also  a  charge  of  £3,000,  under  Sub-head 
F,  for  fuel,  which  he  presumed  was  for 
the  engines  sent  out  to  Egypt.  Again, 
under  Sub-head  C,  there  was  a  charge  of 
£20,000  for  metals,  and  he  asked  whe- 
ther these  were  for  the  railway  from 
Cairo  in  the  direction  of  Tel-el-Kebir  ? 
He  did  not  wish  to  offer  any  objection  to 
these  items,  but  simply  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  them.  There  was  also  the 
item  of  £30,000  for  accoutrements,  to 
which  the  same  remark  applied.  This 
was  a  large  sum  indeed,  because  it  was 
always  supposed  that  when  troops  were 
sent  out  of  the  country  they  were  fully 
equipped  and  accoutred.  He  believed 
there  had  been  extra  clothing  furnished 
to  some  regiments — some  Kharkee  had 
been  supplied  to  them — but  he  hardly 
imagined  that  the  cost  of  this  amounted 
to  £30,000. 

LoED    GEOEGE    HAMILTON    re- 
marked,  that  all  the  items  for  gratuities 

Sir  Henry  Fl^teler 


appeared  in  the  aggregate.    With  re- 
ference to  the  charge  of  £90,000   for 
Special  Gratuity  to  British  Contingent, 
he  asked  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  if  that  included 
payments  to  the  officers  of  the  British 
regiments  which    came   from  India  to 
Egypt  ?    As  the  noble  Marquess  was 
aware,  the  mere  fact  of  the  Native  regi- 
ments coming  from  India  entitled  them 
to  double  pay ;  whereas  the  European 
troops  who  came  from  India  lost  their 
Indian  pay,  although  both  these  classeB 
of  troops  fought  side  by   side.    There 
was  another  point  upon  which  he  thought 
explanation  should  be  given,   and  he 
referred   to  a  feeling  which  generally 
prevailed  that  the  sick  and  wounded 
were  not  properly  looked  after.    Could 
the  noble  Marquess  state  whether  there 
had  been  any  change  in  the  Committee 
recently  appointed  ? 

Mb.  BEAND  said,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Horsham, 
that  the  item  for  timber  was  in  connec- 
tion with  the  increased  work  at  the 
Woolwich  manufactories.  With  regard 
to  the  accoutrements,  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  must  recollect  that  10,000^erve 
men  had  been  called  out  whose  accoutre- 
ments, which  were  taken  out  of  store, 
had  to  be  replaced. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  said,  he 
hoped  some  larger  suits  of  clothing 
would  be  kept  in  store.  There  was  a 
man  in  his  district  so  enormously  stout 
that  none  of  the  suits  in  store  would  fit 
him,  and  he  was  in  consequence  unable 
to  go  out  to  Egypt. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  it  was  de- 
sirable that  the  Committee  should  have 
some  clear  explanation  as  to  whether 
the  English  troops  on  the  Indian  Estab- 
lishment received  a  gratuity,  and,  if  so, 
whether  they  were  paid  out  of  this  Vote 
or  out  of  the  Indian  Exchequer?  He 
presumed  they  were  treated  on  the  same 
terms  as  the  troops  sent  from  England ; 
but  he  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
point  should  be  made  clear. 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  the  British  troops  that  came  from 
India  received  precisely  the  same  amoant 
of  gratuity  as  the  Indian  troops,  but  bo 
long  as  they  remained  on  the  Indian 
Establishment  the  gratuity  was  charged 
against  the  Indian  Government.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  had  asked  why  the  Yote  of 
Credit   had   been    exceeded.    But  he 
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thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  be 
aware  that  it  was  impossible  to  form  a 
▼ery  accurate  estimate  of  the  sum  re- 
quired for  warlike  purposes.  There  had 
been  some  very  obvious  reasons  why  the 
amount  estimated  in  July  last  should  be 
exceeded.  In  the  first  place,  the  num- 
ber of  troops  despatched  considerably 
exceeded  the  number  then  contemplated. 
In  the  next  place,  there  was  a  large  in- 
crease in  the  quantity  of  Ordnance  stores 
that  were  sent  to  Alexandria.  Again, 
the  estimate  for  horses  was  exceeded 
on  account  of  the  great  mortality  which 
prevailed  amongst  them  during  the 
campaign,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Financial  Secretary  had  explained  that 
there  had  been  a  considerable  increase 
in  the  cost  of  horses  in  consequence  of  the 
Turkish  Government  refusing  to  allow 
znules  to  be  despatched  from  Smyrna 
and  Beyrout.  Seeing,  therefore,  that 
there  were  so  many  items  which  it  was 
impossible  to  estimate  accurately  before- 
hand, he  did  not  think  that  the  amount 
by  which  the  July  Estimate  had  been 
exceeded  was  a  very  large  one.  With 
regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 

fallant  Member  for  Horsham  (Sir  Henry 
letcher)  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  in  reference  to 
the  medical  arrangements  and  the  treat- 
ment of  the  sick  and  wounded,  he  wished 
to  say  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  before  he 
left  the  War  Office,  and  almost  imme- 
diately after  the  return  of  the  troops, 
appointed  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
complaints  which  had  been  made  of  the 
failure  of  the  transport  and  medical 
arrangements.  That  Committee,  as  was 
stated  in  reply  to  a  Question  put  yester- 
day, had,  he  believed,  entered  very  ex- 
haustively into  these  questions,  but  had 
not  yet  made  its  Beport,  which,  however, 
might  be  expected  in  a  week  or  two. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
the  Financial  Secretary  had  replied  only 
to  a  portion  of  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  with  regard  to 
the  amount  credited  at  the  end  of  the 
Vote  for  the  sale  of  animals — namely, 
£40,000.  It  was  well  known  that  for 
weeks  after  the  /conclusion  of  military 
operations  mules  continued  to  come 
in  by  thousands  —  in  fact,  "  it  rained 
mules."  The  reply  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  on  the  Government 
Bench  did  not  state  whether  the  sum 


of  £40,000  represented  the  amount 
realized  by  the  sale  of  all  the  animals 
employed  in  the  war,  or  only  applied  to 
the  animals  for  which  there  was  the 
charge  of  £80,000.  The  distinction  was 
a  very  important  one,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  had 
pointed  out  that  £40,000  was  an  .un- 
usual recoupment  upon  an  outlay  of 
£80,000.  He  therefore  again  asked 
whether  the  £40,000  applied  to  the 
whole  of  the  animals  purchased,  or  only 
to  a  portion  of  them  ? 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  item  of  £5,000  for 
losses  under  Sub-head  M. 

Sir  ARTHUK  HAYTER  said,  this 
sum  included  the  compensation  to  officers 
for  the  loss  of  their  horses,  as  well  as 
compensation  to  men  for  clothing  and 
accoutrements  lost ;  and,  considering  the 
dimensions  of  the  Expedition,  he  did  not 
think  the  charge  excessive. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  the  ques- 
tion had  been  asked  in  connection  with 
Vote  4,  why  there  was  a  charge  of 
£4,000  for  civilian  medical  practitiouers? 
He  had  not  understood  that  a  reply 
had  been  given  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite;  but  he  presumed 
the  charge  was  incurred  to  replace  the 
medical  officers  sent  abroad  with  the 
troops. 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  said,  the 
sum  of  £40,000  was  the  whole  sum 
realized  by  the  sale  of  animals.  The 
item  for  medical  practitioners  was,  as 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
supposed,  to  replace  the  medical  officers 
whose  services  were  required  with  the 
regiments  sent  out  to  Egypt. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  was 
great  curiosity  to  know  what  conclusion 
the  War  Department  had  arrived  at 
with  regard  to  the  fuses  for  the  shells 
used  by  the  Navy  in  the  bombardment 
of  Alexandria.  It  might,  perhaps,  not 
be  convenient  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Vote  to  make  a  statement 
on  the  question  at  that  moment ;  but  he 
wished  it  to  be  distinctly  understood 
that  the  matter  would  have  to  be  dealt 
with  either  on  the  present  or  the  forth- 
coming Estimates.  A  very  satisfactory 
explanation  would  have  to  be  given  to 
the  House  and  the  country  upon  the 
point,  as  also  with  regard  to  such  mys- 
terious items  under  Yote  12,  as  £115,500 
for  Miscellaneous  Stores.  There  had 
been  a  distinct  failure  of  the    storee 
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supplied  to  the  Navy  by  the  War  De- 
partment, and  the  Committee  and  the 
country  ought  to  know  whether  they 
were  to  have  efficient  munitions  of  war 
in  future,  or  whether  they  were  to  be 
liable  to  the  very  great  misadventure 
which  had  recently  occurred. 

Mr.  brand  :  I  think  it  would  be 
better  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
defer  his  question. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  must 
be  an  understanding  that  the  question 
would  be  taken  up  at  a  time  when  more 
consideration  could  be  given  to  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  must  be  aware 
that  during  the  last  two  or  three  Ses- 
sions, Estimates  had  been  passed  at 
hours  when  it  was  impossible  properly 
to  enter  into  them.  He  had  no  desire 
to  embarrass  the  Government ;  but  his 
question  referred  to  a  matter  of  very 
great  importance  which  had  arisen  in 
connection  with  the  late  war.  If,  there- 
fore, the  question  were  postponed,  there 
must  be  a  distinct  understanding  that 
an  opportunity  would  be  given  for  full 
discussion  hereafter. 

The  Maequess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  there  was  the  strongest  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  give  the 
most  ample  opportunities  for  discussing 
the  Estimates.  But  he  must  remind  the 
Committee  that  although  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  able  to  do  much,  they 
could  not  make  time ;  and  if  the  House 
insisted  upon  discussing  the  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  for  11  days,  a  vei-y  appre- 
ciable inroad  was  thereby  made  upon 
the  time  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  impossible  that  they 
could  then  give  so  full  an  opportunity 
for  discussion  as  it  might  be  very  desir- 
able to  afford  later  on  in  the  Session  ; 
and  all  he  could  say  at  the  present  mo- 
ment was,  that  the  Government  would 
make  the  very  best  arrangement  they 
could  for  the  discussion  of  the  Esti- 
mates. 

Vote  alerted  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mbn- 
day  next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Two  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


Mr.  Jr,  H.  Smith 


HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  6th  Mareh^  1883. 


EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE— NATIVE  JURISDICTION 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS. 

QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  intelligence  respecting  the 
meetings  which  have  been  held  inli&dras 
and  Ceacutta  with  reference  to  the  Cri- 
minal Procedure  Amendment  Bill ;  and 
also — which  is  the  most  important  part 
of  my  Question — whether  it  is  true  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  pledged 
themselves  to  carry  the  Bill  through, 
and  whether  the  Bill  has  received  the 
formal  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  (Go- 
vernment in  England  ? 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  have  no  official  information 
respecting  the  meetings  in  Madras  and 
Calcutta.  As  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Marquess,  I  may 
say  that  he  will  find  in  the  Papers  I 
propose  to  lay  on  the  Table  to-morrow, 
and  which  I  hope  will  be  distributed 
in  a  few  days,  that  the  sanction  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  was  for- 
mally given  to  the  Bill. 

BRAITHWAITE  AND  BUTTERMERE 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

SECOND     EEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (  The  Earl  of  Redesdale,) 

Lord  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read 
a  second  time  that  day  six  months,  said, 
it  was  so  exceptional  a  Bill  that  it  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  in  an  exceptional  manner. 
It  would  disfigure  the  most  beautifal 
and  frequented  part  of  the  lake  scenery 
without  any  advantage  to  the  public.  It 
would  only  convey  slates  that  were  then 
carried  in  10  light  carts  without  any 
suffering  to  the  10  horses.  It  had  been 
received  throughout  the  neighbourhood 
with  the  greatest  dismay  and  apprehea- 
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Bion.  The  peculiarity  of  this  proposed 
railway  lay  in  the  fact  that  it  ended  in 
a  slate  quarry  in  Honister  Pass,  destroy- 
inc;  the  picturesque  wildness  of  that 
celebrated  ravine.  It  would  lead  to  no 
town,  and  would  accommodate  no  popu- 
lation. The  population  of  the  district 
was  TOry  scanty,  consisting  mainly  of 
farmers  who  carried  their  market  pro- 
duce in  small  carts.  No  tourists  would 
use  it,  because  it  could  carry  no  one  to 
the  fine  scenery,  but  only  through  it. 
The  number  of  visitors  was  estimated  at 
5,000  annually.  He  appealed  to  their 
Liordships  to  protect  the  natural  beauty 
of  their  favourite  holiday  g^und,  which 
refreshed  and  delighted  the  hard-worked 
artizans  of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire, 
and  repaired  the  mental  exhaustion  of 
professional  and  literary  men  from  all 
parts  of  the  country.  The  interests  of 
the  public  were  not  represented  before 
Committees  on  Private  Bills. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("  this  day  six  months.")— (7%« 
Xor<^  Al0unt' Temple.) 

Thb  Earl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chaib- 
MAK  of  CoHMiTTESs)  Said,  that,  so  far  as 
he  was  able  to  judge,  there  might  be 
objection  taken  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  a  private  concern,  and 
therefore  ought  not  to  have  compulsory 
powers  granted  to  it.  He  wished  that 
some  noble  Lord  had  risen  to  take  part 
in  the  discussion  who  was  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  so  that  the  House  might  know 
what  arguments  could  be  adduced  on  its 
behalf.  Any  remarks  he  himself  had  to 
make  would  come  in  more  appropriately 
after  the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
had  been  stated. 

VisoouKT  ORANBROOK  said,  that 
the  better  way  of  dealing  with  the  Bill 
would  be  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, so  that  the  House  might  be  put 
in  possession  of  all  the  facts.  He  ad- 
mired the  part  of  the  country  through 
which  the  Ime  proposed  to  pass  as  much 
as  his  noble  Fnend  opposite  (Lord 
Mount-Temple) ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  promoters  might  be  able  to  show 
that  the  railway  would  not  disfigure  the 
country  and  would  be  of  some  utility. 
He  thought  that  the  better  course  would 
be  to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass  a  second  read- 
ing, reserving  opposition,  if  it  should 
then  be  thought  desirable,  for  the  third 
pe 


On  Question,  That  (''now")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
— Oontents  46;  Not-Gontents  11  :  Ma- 
jority 35. 

CONTENTS. 

Selbome,  E.  (£.  Chan'    Amh«rft,L.(r.J5ro/ffM«- 
eellor.)  dale.) 

Braboume,  L. 
Bedford,  D.  Brodrick,  L.  ( F.  Midle^ 

ion.) 
Lansdowne,  M.  Carlingford,  L. 

Salisbory,  M.  ClementB,  L.  {E.  Lei' 

trim.) 
T»  1  1:1  Colchester,  L. 

BelmoTO,  E.  ColviUe  of  Culrots,  L. 

D:;Se:  Ettrick  L  (Z.i^ap.>r.) 

j^cYwix,  *^.  Kinnaird,  L. 

kISSS^  E  Methuen,'L. 

Kimberley,  E.  Monson,  L. 

liathom,  ±4.  Pcnrhvn  L 

Morley.B.  Saltokford,     L.      [B. 

Nortibrool^E.  Sandhurst,  L 

StMihope,  E.  g^  t^  L.  ( r.  Barring. 

Sydney.  K  ^j 

Sudeley,  L. 
Cranbrook,  V.  [TilUr.]    Thurlow,  L. 
Halifax,  V.  Tweedmouth,  L. 

Sherbrooko,  V.  Windaor,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

Albany,  H.R.M.  D.         Hottnt-Temple,  L. 
WeBtminater  D.  [  TelUr.] 

[Teller.]  Ormonde,  L.  {Af.  Or- 

monde.) 
Cowper,  E.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L 

Feversham,  E.  Strafford,  L.    ( F,  £n-. 

Manvers,  E.  Jletd.) 

Wareney,  L. 
Ker,  L.    (IT.  Lothian.) 

Reeolved  in  the  Affirmative. 
Bill  read  2^  accordingly. 

NAVY— PAY  OF  NAVAL  OFFICERS. 
QXTXSTIOir.      OBSKBVATIONS. 

Thb  Earl  of  BELMOBE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  Bates  of  Pay  of  the 
officers  of  the  Boyal  Navy,  and  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
he  could  hold  out  any  hopes  of  an  in- 
crease in  those  rates  in  accordance  with 
the  increased  expense  of  living  at  the 
present  day  in  comparison  with  that 
when  those  rates  were  fixed  ?  said,  that 
although  this  subject  was  one  of  g^at 
interest  to  those  who  were  affected  by 
it,  the  question  was  really  a  very  simple 
one,  and  he  need  not  take  up  much  of 
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their  Lordship's  time.  He  would  begin 
at  the  lowest  rank.  The  pay  of  a  nayal 
cadet  was  Is.  a-daj,  and  that  of  a  mid- 
shipman \s,  9d.  a-daj.  He  need  not, 
however,  dwell  on  those  ranks,  as  their 
pay  did  not  represent  their  cost  to  the 
country,  owing  to  the  fact  that  they 
practically — if  not  literally — received  a 
free  education.  He  would  pass  on  to 
the  rank  of  lieutenant,  the  rank  where 
the  greatest  grievance  was  felt.  And 
here  he  would  go  into  the  history  of  the 
pay  of  lieutenants  from  a  very  early 
period.  He  found  that  prior  to  1693 
they  received  2».  6rf.  a- day,  or  Ss.  in  first 
or  second  rates.  In  1693,  5s.  a  day,  or  69. 
in  first  or  second  rates.  In  1 700  this  was 
reduced  to  4«.  and  5«.  a-day  respectively, 
and  so  it  continued  nearly  all  through 
the  last  century.  In  1796  it  was  in- 
creased to  58.  a- day,  but  was  the  same 
in  all  rates  except  that  there  was  6d. 
a- day  extra  in  flagships.  In  1806  it 
was  raised  to  6s.  a-day,  with  6d.  a-day 
extra  in  flagships.  It  so  continued  for  1 0 
years  until  1816,  when  it  was  increased 
to  6s.  6d.  a-day,  and  8«.  ^d.  for  a  1st 
lieutenant  of  seven  years'  standing,  with 
6d.  a-day  extra  in  flagships.  In  1840 
it  was  raised  to  10«.  a-day,  or  11«.  for 
1st  lieutenants  of  seven  years'  standing, 
but  flagship's  pay  was  abolished.  80  it 
remained  till  this  day,  although  the  pur- 
chasing power  of  the  sovereign  was  con- 
siderably diminished.  Lieutenants  in 
independent  command  received  either 
3«.  9d.  or  2s.  6d.  a-day  command  money, 
according  as  they  were  attached  to  sea- 
going or  harbour  ships,  or  their  tenders, 
and  lieutenants  appointed  for  navigating 
duties,  and  gunnery  lieutenants  received 
sums  varying  from  4«.  to  1«.  6d.  a-day 
extra;  but  what  he  might  call  ordi- 
nary lieutenants,  who  had  to  main- 
tain the  position  of  gentlemen,  only  re- 
ceived 10«.  a-day.  If  such  an  officer 
went  into  a  Colonial  port,  such  as  Sydney, 
he  would  find  artizans  such  as  ship- 
caulkers  receiving  higher  daily  wages 
than  his  day's  pay.  When  he  (the  Earl 
of  Belmore)  was  at  Sydney,  ship-caulkers 
received  12«.  a-day,  whilst  they  had  an 
inferior  position  to  maintain,  and,  in 
fact,  were  so  well  off  that  they  could  not 
be  relied  on  to  stick  steadily  to  work. 
But  when  he  came  to  the  half-pay  rates, 
he  found  lieutenants  receiving,  accord- 
ins  to  standing,  from  4«.  to  8«.  6d. 
a-day.  In  these  days  many  officers 
were  lieutenants  up  to  37  or  38  years  of 
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age,  and  had  themselves,  and  perhaps  a 
wife  and  family,  to  maintain  on  8«.  6d. 
a-day.  He  had  seen  a  calculation  made 
that  only  two  lieutenants  out  of  every 
nine  could,  on  arithmetical  principles, 
expect  to  reach  the  rank  of  commander. 
Perhaps  this  was  rather  an  exaggerated 
estimate,  as  he  understood  there  were 
700  lieutenants,  and  that  the  Com- 
manders' List  was,  or  was  to  be,  fixed  at 
150.  This  would  give  one  only  in  every 
four  and  a-half  who  could  hope  for  pro- 
motion. He  was  aware  that  there  were 
different  rates  for  retired  lieutenants, 
but  he  did  not  propose  to  go  into 
that  part  of  the  subject.  This  was 
varied  for  captains,  commanders,  and 
lieutenants  from  £600  down  to  £200 
a-year.  He  now  came  to  commanders. 
These  officers  received  full  pay  at  the 
rate  of  £1  a-day,  with  either  St.  9<^. 
to,  2s.  6d.  command  money.  But  their 
half-pay,  according  to  their  distance 
from  the  top  of  the  list,  and  whether  or 
not,  if  near  the  top,  they  had  served 
a  year  at  sea,  was  either  8«.  6 J.  or  lOi. 
a-day.  On  this  they  might  have  to  live 
and  maintain  a  family  until  47  or  48 
years  of  age.  Captains  received  £  1  1 3i. , 
or£l  7«.  6d.j  or  £1  2s.  6d.,  according  to 
their  position  on  the  list,  with  command 
money  varying  from  18«.  to  5«.  a-day. 
Perhaps  there  was  not  much  fault  to  be 
found  with  the  full  pay  of  the  captains, 
but  their  half-pay  varied  from  about 
£301  to  £228  a-year.  He  was  aware 
that  at  the  present  moment  a  number  of 
comparatively  young  captains  were  going 
on  to  the  flag  list ;  but  these  were  officers 
who  had  entered  the  Service  shortly 
before  the  Crimean  War,  and  had  had 
the  benefit  of  the  Crimean  promotions 
and  death  vacancies.  After  a  time 
captains  would  be  getting  up  to  55  years 
of  age.  The  noble  Earl  then  stated  the 
full  and  half-pay  of  chief  engineers.  He 
also  said  that  he  had  been  requested  to 
draw  the  First  Lord's  attention  to  the 
case  of  Warrant  officers.  Having  only 
received  the  communication  since  he  came 
down  to  the  House,  he  could  only  men- 
tion it.  These  officers  complained  as  to 
their  pensions,  provision  for  orphans, 
and  also  that  their  rates  of  pay,  or  some 
of  them,  were  the  same  as  they  were  80 
years  ago.  He  thought  it  better  to  content 
himself  with  drawing  the  noble  Earl's 
attention  to  the  subject,  rather  than 
asking  their  Lordships  to  agree  to  what 
could  only  be  an  abstract  Motion,  which 
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was  all  that  could  be  done  in  that  House, 
as  it  was  for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
deal  with  the  Navy  Estimates.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  putting  the  Question 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
a  post-captain  when  named  to  a  ship 
was  expected,  as  a  matter  of  custom,  to 
spend  money  on  its  embellishment,  and 
he  was  told  that  even  lieutenants  had 
oontributed  in  the  same  way.  That  was 
a  thing  which  should  not  be  allowed  by 
the  Admiralty. 

Thb  Eabl  of  NORTHBROOK  said, 
that,  in  answer  to  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Earl,  he  was  sorry  he  could  not 
give  any  assurance  that  the  rates  of  pay 
of  the  officers  of  the  Navy  would  be 
increased,  for  the  Estimates  had  been 
framed  for  the  ensuing  year  without  any 
such  increase  having  been  provided  for. 
The  noble  Earl  had  given  particulars  as 
to  the  pay  of  various  classes  of  officers, 
and  undoubtedly  this  was  a  question 
of  very  great  importance  and  must  be 
always  interesting  to  their  Lordships 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  al- 
though it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
those  who  entered  the  Military  and 
Naval  Professions,  or  sent  their  sons 
into  them,  were  not  influenced  altoge- 
ther—often, indeed,  not  at  all — by  pecu- 
niary considerations,  but  by  other  mo- 
tives. The  question  of  the  adequacy  of 
the  pay  of  officers  must  not  be  lost  sight 
of.  On  inquiring  into  the  history  of  the 
pay  in  the  Navy,  as  he  did  on  seeing 
the  noble  Earl's  Notice,  he  found  that 
Buccessive  Boards  of  Admiralty  had  be- 
stowed gpreat  attention  on  the  subject, 
and  had  from  time  to  time  made  such 
alterations  in  the  pay  and  allowances  of 
the  officers  as  they  thought  expedient, 
and  thus  the  position  of  officers  had  of 
late  years  been  considerably  improved. 
He  himself  occupied  rather  a  curious 
position,  inasmucn  as  he  had  had  the 
great  advantage  of  serving  as  Private 
Secretary  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty when  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount 
Halifax)  in  1856  was  First  Lord.  His 
attention  had,  therefore,  been  particu- 
larly  directed  to  these  questions;  he 
naturally  looked  back  to  tiie  time  when 
he  was  first  connected  with  the  Service 
for  a  comparison  between  the  pay  and 
allowances  then  and  at  present,  and  he 
found  that  the  position  of  almost  every 
rank  of  officers  had  been  considerably 


improved  since  1856.  The  allowances 
to  admirals,  commodores,  and  captains 
had  been  increased,  and  the  pay  and 
allowances  of  commanders  had  been  con- 
siderably augmented.  Although  the  pay 
of  lieutenants  had  remained  the  same 
for  a  long  time,  yet  since  1856  they  had 
received  a  considerable  increase  in  allow- 
ances. There  was  an  increase  in  the 
allowances  of  lieutenants  in  command, 
and  of  1st  lieutenants  of  ships  com- 
manded by  captains,  and  also  for  pro- 
ficiency in  gunnery  and  other  matters. 
It  was  a  necessity  of  the  Service  to  have 
a  reserve  of  officers,  and  that  obliged  a 
certain  number  to  remain  for  some  por- 
tion of  their  time  on  half-pay,  when 
most  of  them  would  be  only  too  glad,  if 
opportunity  offered,  to  serve  their  conn- 
try  in  active  service.  He  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty and  he  himself  sympathized  with 
those  officers,  but  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  there  should  be  a  reserve. 
With  respect  to  the  half-pay,  it  had 
been  increased  for  officers  of  the  rank  of 
captain.  It  remained  the  same  for  the 
rank  of  commander,  but  had  been  consi- 
derably increased  for  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant. Extra  half-pay  was  given  to 
officers  according  to  the  number  of  years 
they  had  served  afloat.  While  the  half- 
pay  had  been  improved,  the  pensions 
of  officers  of  all  ranks  upon  retirement 
from  the  Service  had  been  very  con- 
siderably increased  in  1870  by  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  tSxchequier  (Mr. 
Childers),  who  was  then  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty.  That  was  an  advantage 
given  to  officers  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  not  adverted.  In  1856  the  highest 
pension  of  a  captain  was  £456  5«. ;  it  was 
now  £600.  In  1856  the  highest  pension 
of  a  commander  was  £191  \2$.  6i. ;  it 
was  now  £400.  In  1856  the  highest  pen- 
sion of  a  lieutenant  was  £  1 55  2$,  6d.  ; 
it  was  now  £300.  Their  Lordships  would 
therefore  see  that  a  very  large  increase 
in  pensions  had  been  given.  That  in- 
crease had  proved  a  great  advantage  to 
the  Navy.  It  had  had  the  effect  of  in- 
ducing officers  to  retire,  and,  therefore, 
of  reducing  the  numbers  on  the  Active 
List  in  all  branches  of  the  Service.  By 
reducing  the  number  on  the  Active  list, 
officers  remained  for  a  shorter  time  on 
half-pay.  Therefore,  the  indirect  effect 
of  the  increase  in  the  rate  of  pensions 
was  to  improve  very  much  the  condition 
of  the  officers.     And  whereas  in  1856  a 
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captain  took  10  years  before  he  received 
the  second  scale  of  half -pay,  now  he  took 
only  five  years.  In  1 856  a  commander 
would  have  been  22  years  on  the  list 
before  he  received  the  highest  scale  of 
half-pay,  and  now  he  would  be  only 
five  years.  In  18d6  a  lieutenant  would 
not  have  got  7«.  a-day,  the  highest  scale 
of  half-pay  at  that  time,  until  he  had 
been  43  years  on  the  list,  or  the  second 
rate  until  after  26  years;  but  now, in 
1883,  a  lieutenant  of  nine  years'  stand- 
ing could  get  8«.  6i.,  which  was  now  the 
highest  rate  of  half-pay,  if  he  had  suffi- 
cient service.  In  1856  there  were  394 
captains  on  the  list,  of  whom  138  were 
employed ;  at  the  present  moment  a  far 
greater  proportion  were  employed.  In 
1856  there  were  568  commanders  on  the 
list,  and  199  employed  ;  in  1883  the 
numbers  res|)ectively  were  223  and  141. 
In  1856  there  were  315  unemployed 
lieutenants  ;  in  1883  there  were  only 
136.  It  was  difficult  to  supply  a  greater 
proportion  of  the  lieutenants ;  but  the 
Admiralty  had  by  no  means  lost  sight  of 
the  most  important  question  to  officers 
of  that  rank — namely,  their  prospects  of 
promotion  to  the  rank  of  commander. 
An  addition  of  five  had  been  made  to 
the  annual  number  of  promotions,  that 
number  having  been  raised  from  20  to 
25,  which  had  given  an  opportunity  of 
promotion  to  some  deserving  officers  who 
otherwise  could  not  have  obtained  it, 
and  six  additional  appointments  in  the 
Ooast  Quard  had  been  allotted  to  lieu- 
tenants. Thus  a  very  sensible  improve- 
ment had  been  made  in  the  position  of 
the  senior  lieutenants.  With  respect  to 
the  general  question  of  the  prospects  of 
a  young  man  entering  the  Navy,  he 
could  only  say  that  he  had  not  found  any 
indisposition  on  the  partof  fathers  to  send 
their  sons  into  the  Service.  The  expenses 
and  prospects  of  young  men  entering  the 
Navy  would  compare  favourably  with 
those  of  young  men  who  went  in  for  the 
Church,  the  Bar,  or  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession. Indeed,  having  regard  to  the 
comparatively  moderate  cost  of  a  naval 
education,  and  the  subsequent  advan- 
tages of  a  naval  career,  he  could  not 
say  that  a  case  had  been  made  out  for 
any  considerable  increase  in  the  rate  of 

gay.  His  noble  Friend  at  the  Table 
ad  commented  on  the  practice  of  cap- 
tains spending  their  own  money  on  the 
decoration  of  their  ships;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  this  was  far  more  often  the 
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case  with  the  1st  lieutenants  and  com- 
manders than  with  the  captains  them- 
selves. He  believed  that  the  practice 
was  not  nearly  as  common  now  as  it 
had  been  before  the  increase  of  the  Ad- 
miralty allowances  of  paint  and  other 
materials  for  the  purpose. 

Viscount  SIDMO U TH  said,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  give  attention  to 
the  case  of  lieutenants  on  half- pay,  and, 
if  possible,  would  improve  their  position. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  many  men  who 
would  otherwise  be  valuable  officers  were 
driven  from  the  Service  by  the  inadequacy 
of  their  pay.  It  was  true,  no  doubt,  that 
the  Navy  was  not  regarded  as  a  lucra- 
tive Profession,  and  that  no  one  expected 
to  receive  a  large  income  from  it ;  but 
the  pay  ought,  at  least,  to  be  such  as  to 
suffice  for  the  proper  maintenance  of  an 
officer  and  his  family.  He  feared  that 
officers  had  still  to  incur  a  great  deal  of 
expense  in  the  decoration  of  their  ships, 
and  he  hoped  the  Admiralty  would  con- 
sider the  question  of  increasing  the  allow- 
ances to  cover  that  expense. 

lEELAND— PEASANT  PKOPKIETAKY. 
MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDBESS. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
rising  to  move — 

"That  an  humble  Addregs  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  a  Royal  Commission 
be  appointed  to  report  as  to  the  most  effective 
means  of  giving  to  a  hirger  portion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  a  permanent  proprietary  interest  in 
the  soil  by  purchase  of  their  holdings," 

said,  he  had  hoped,  till  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  that  it  would  not  nave  been 
necessary  for  a  private  Member  of  the 
House  to  call  attention  to  the  subject. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the  House 
had  last  year  intimated  that  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  thought  that  the  Bright  Glauses  of 
the  Land  Act  needed  revision,  and  the 
introduction  of  an  amending  Bill  was 
very  generally  expected ;  but  the  speech 
of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Lord  Carling* 
ford)  in  the  course  of  the  debate  on  the 
Address  had  placed  it  beyond  doubt  that 
the  Government  did  not  now  oontem- 
plate  legislation  in  that  direction.  He 
mentioned  this  without  any  desire  to 
complain  of  the  (Government.  It  was 
natural,  certainly,  after  Parliament  had 
been  almost  wholly  occupied  for  three 
Sessions  with  Irish  affairs,  that  the  Go* 
vernment  should  be  reluctant  to  embark 
once  more  on  the  stormy  sea  of  Irish 
legislation ;  but  he  did  tlunk  the  House 
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would  have  Bome  cause  to  complain  if 
the  position  taken  by  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  Bright  Glauses  were 
not  rather  more  dearly  defined.  If  the 
last  word  of  the  Government  on  this 
subject  had  been  spoken,  let  it  be 
known,  for  nothing  would  retard  the 
operation  of  these  clauses  more  than 
a  belief  that  the  whole  subject  re- 
mained an  open  one,  and  that  there 
was  a  prospect  of  a  considerable  amend- 
ment of  them.  If,  however,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  of  the  opi- 
nion which  they  held  last  year,  and 
still  thought  that  these  clauses  required 
revision,  his  suggestion  was  that  they 
could  not  employ  the  next  few  months 
better  than  in  such  an  investigation  of 
the  subject  as  he  recommended.  When 
he  spoke  of  investigation,  he  wished  to 
guard  himself  against  it  being  supposed 
that  he  meant  an  investigation  of  the 
whole  subject ;  there  were  portions  of  it 
that  might  be  taken  as  no  longer  re- 
quiring investigation.  It  might  be  as- 
sumed as  conceded  that  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  proprietors  of  land  was  a 
desirable  thing.  Although  the  original 
proposal  to  this  effect  proceeded  from 
Mr.  Bright,  it  had  been  adopted  again 
and  again  by  leading  statesmen  of  both 
political  Parties.  If  not,  why  were  the 
Purchase  Glauses  embodied  with  general 
approval  in  the  Acts  of  1870  and  1881  ? 
If  not,  why  had  Notice  been  given  in 
"  another  place  "  by  a  conspicuous  Mem- 
ber of  the  Opposition  of  a  Motion  with 
precisely  the  same  object  that  he  had  in 
view  ?  If  he  were  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  reference  to  authorities  on 
the  subject,  he  would  have  to  detain 
them  for  a  long  time.  But  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  do  so,  except  to  this  ex- 
tent. He  wished  to  refer  to  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  which  had  fallen  from 
one  distinguished  statesman,  which  it 
appeared  to  him  was  entitled  to  special 
attention.  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton,  whilst  the  Land  Act  of  1881  was 
under  discussion,  in  the  course  of  a 
speech  made  out  of  Parliament,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  which  related  to  emigration 
and  to  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
landlords  were  the  provisions  most  likely 
to  effect  a  permanent  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  Ireland.  His  Lordship 
spoke  of  the  Tenure  Clauses  as  designed 
to  provide  what  was  called  a  modtu 
vivenii  in  the  meantime.    And  again,  in 


the  present  year  the  noble  Marquess, 
addressing  his  constituents,  spoke  of  the 
Act  as  designed  to  meet  ''  a  period  of 
transition,"  which  "  must  be  passed  be- 
fore a  better  state  of  things  could  arise." 
These  utterances  appeared  to  show  that 
the  Bright  Clauses  were  regarded  by 
Lord  Hartington  not  only  as  a  solution, 
but  as  the  solution  of' what  was  com* 
monly  called  the  Irish  difficulty. 

There  was  another  proposition,  which 
he  thought  might  be  taken  as  conclu- 
sively proved.  It  was,  that  the  existing 
law,  as  embodied  in  the  fifth  part  of  the 
Act  of  1881,  was  not  sufficient  for  the 
purpose  which  it  was  intended  by  the 
framers  of  that  Act  to  achieve.  With 
regard  to  this,  they  had  the  opinion 
of  a  Committee  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  presided  over  by  the  noble  Earl 
opposite.  That  Committee  reported  that 
all  the  witnesses  examined,  by  them 
held  that  the  arrangements    made  to 

Eromote  the  purchase  of  holdings  must 
e  taken  to  have  failed.  The  Commit- 
tee proceeded  to  give  reasons  for  the 
failure.  The  first  was  that  the  re- 
strictions which  the  Act  imposed  upon 
the  investment  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales  by  limited  owners  were  such  as  to 
make  the  bargain  ruinous  to  the  vendors. 
The  next  was  that  the  difficulties  arising 
out  of  the  apportionment  of  head  and 
quit-rents  threw  considerable  impedi- 
ments in  the  way  of  the  carrying  out  of 
these  transactions.  The  third  was — and 
the  Oommittee  spoke  of  this  as  the  main 
obstacle— that  there  was  an  absence  of 
sufficient  inducement  to  the  tenant  to 
buy  his  holding  or  to  the  landlord  to  sell 
it.  The  Committee  recommended  that 
enlarged  powers  of  investment  should 
be  given  to  trustees  of  estates ;  that  ar- 
rangements should  be  made  for  the  re- 
demption and  apportionment  of  quit- 
rents  ;  and  that  there  should  be  a  con- 
siderable improvement  in  the  terms 
offered  by  the  State  to  vendors  and  pur- 
chasers under  the  Act.  These  recom- 
mendations would  be  important  if  they 
stood  alone ;  but  they  had  since  received 
a  most  remarkable  confirmation  at  the 
hands  of  a  body,  whose  opinions  on  these 
matters  were  entitled  to  the  utmost  re- 
spect— namely,  the  Land  Commissioners 
in  Dublin.  In  their  annual  Beport  the 
Land  Commissioners  said  there  was 
reason  to  believe  that  a  considerable 
number  of  landlords  were  anxious  to 
sell;    that  purchasers  were  not  forth- 
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coming;  and  that  the  reasons  were  to 
be  found  in  the  restrictions  on  the  in- 
vestment of  the  proceeds  of  sales,  in  the 
difficulties  arising  out  of  the  apportion- 
ment of  head-rents,  and  in  the  insuffi- 
ciency of  the  inducements  to  landlords 
to  sell  and  to  tenants  to  buy.  The  Com- 
missioners added  that  the  tenants  were 
also  deterred  from  buying  by  a  feeling 
of  uncertainty  with  regard  to  the  amount 
of  their  future  rents,  and  also  by  that 
which  the  Commissioners  spoke  of  as  a 
''  vague  feeling  of  political  disquietude." 
He  would  say  a  word  presently  about 
that  vague  feeling  of  political  disqui- 
etude ;  but  in  regard  to  the  three  main 
conclusions,  the  Land  Commissioners 
were  absolutely  at  one  with  their  Lord- 
ships' Committee,  and  those  were  sub- 
stantially the  conclusions,  not  only  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  and  their  Lord- 
ships' Committee,  but  of  everyone  who 
had  paid  attention  to  the  subject.  The 
simple  matter  of  fact  was  this,  that  no 
tenant  with  a  perpetuity  of  tenure,  with 
the  right  of  the  free  sale  of  his  holding, 
and  in  a  position  to  manage  his  farm 
very  much  as  he  pleased,  was  likely  to 
give,  in  order  to  place  his  grandchild, 
perhaps,  in  possession  of  the  fee  of  the 
farm,  a  price  which  any  landlord  could 
afford  to  accept.  There  was  another 
consideration  which  was  not  financial, 
but  which  weighed  with  them  all  the 
same.  The  tenants  were  reluctant  to 
exchange  the  landlordism  of  the  land- 
lord, from  whom  they  had  nothing  to 
fear,  and  from  whom  they  might  have 
something  to  expect,  for  the  consider- 
ably sterner  control  of  the  State,  from 
which  they  would  have  nothing  to  hope, 
and  might  have  something  to  appre- 
hend. These  were  the  reasons  which 
deterred  tenants  from  buying.  They 
were  reasons  of  a  permanent  charac- 
ter, and  as  long  as  the  Act  remained 
unamended  in  certain  respects,  so  long 
would  tenants  be  unwilling  to  buy.  Mr. 
Shaw,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  County, 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Munster  Bank, 
and  who  had  been  selected  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  a  Member  of  the  Bessborough 
Commission,  ought  to  be  a  good  judge, 
and  Mr.  Shaw  had  recently  told  an 
Ulster  audience  that  if  the  Act  remained 
unamended,  the  purchases  by  tenants  in 
the  next  60  years  would  be  very  small 
indeed. 

If,  then,  it  were  conceded  that  it  was 
desirable  to  obtain  an  increase  in  the 

The  Marquess  of  Lfrnadowne 


number  of  proprietors,  and  if  the  exist- 
ing facilities  were  not  sufficient  for  the 
purpose,  there  only  remained  the  ques- 
tion— could  they  afford  to  wait  for  a 
settlement  of  this  matter?  He  would 
endeavour  to  show  that  it  was  not  de- 
sirable that  they  should  wait.  If  these 
clauses  were  necessary  when  they  were 
inserted  in  the  Act  of  1 870,  if  they  were 
necessary  in  the  Act  of  1881,  could  they 
be  said  to  be  less  necessary  now  ?  He 
remembered  reading  an  admirable  Re- 
port of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  appointed  in  1878  to  inquire 
into  this  subject,  and  presided  over  by 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.  The  language  used 
in  that  Report  was  to  the  effect  that  a 
substantial  increase  in  the  number  of 
proprietors  of  land  in  Ireland  was  neces- 
sary in  order  to  promote  thrift  and  in- 
dustry among  the  Irish  peasantry,  and 
to  give  stability  to  the  social  system 
of  that  country.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  social  system  in  Ireland  was 
never  more  in  need  of  increased  sta- 
bility than  it  was  at  the  present  time. 
He  did  not  wish  to  underrate  the  im- 
provement which  had  taken  place  in 
many  districts,  or  the  fact,  of  which  he 
had  had  agreeable  experience,  that  the 
conduct  of  some  of  the  people  had  been 
exemplary  in  the  face  of  great  tempta- 
tion ;  but,  looking  below  the  surface, 
what  was  the  condition  of  Ireland? 
Was  it  one  out  of  which  social  stability 
was  likely  to  arise  ?  Were  they  really 
nearer  to  a  solution  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion than  they  were  three  years  ago  ? 
He  feared  that  of  the  old  sources  of 
mischief  the  worst  and  most  deep-seated 
still  survived.  But  the  elements  of 
future  trouble  had  been  intensified  and 
strengthened  by  the  events  of  the  last 
few  years.  They  still  had  in  Ireland  an 
agricultural  community  without  capital 
and  without  industries ;  but  capital  had 
never  been  more  effectually  frightened 
away  from  Ireland  than  it  was  at  the 
present  time.  They  still  had,  on  the 
one  hand,  a  mere  handful  of  owners, 
and  on  the  other  half-a-million  of  occu- 
piers; but  the  owners  were  smarting 
under  the  bitter  experiences  of  the  last 
two  or  three  years,  and  the  occupiers  had 
been  taught  in  every  village  throughont 
the  country  the  terrible  lesson  inculcated 
by  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  who  Lad 
had  the  courage  to  place  it  on  record, 
that  ''fixity  of  tenure  was  the  direct 
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result  of  Irish  outrage  and  Party  ob- 
struction." As  for  the  labourers,  they 
were  still  worse  housed  and  worse  paid 
than  any  labourers  in  the  United  King- 
dom ;  but  they  were  now  in  too  many 
cases,  tainted  by  sedition  and  full  of 
bitter  resentment  at  the  illusory  advan- 
tages which  the  Land  Act  had  dangled 
before  their  eyes.  The  agriculture  of 
Ireland  was  still  more  thriftless  and 
ignorant  than  the  agriculture  of  almost 
any  other  country.  Were  these,  he 
asked,  conditions  under  which  social 
stability  was  likely  to  arise  ?  He  was 
aware  that  rents  had  been  largely  re- 
duced, and  that  this  was  in  itself  an 
immense  boon  to  the  occupiers  of  land  ; 
but  of  the  tenants,  probably  about  one- 
half  were  in  a  position  in  which  the 
question  of  rent  was  really  not  a  mate- 
rial one  at  all.  When  their  Lordships 
looked  at  the  West  of  Ireland,  and  had 
regard  to  the  condition  of  the  popula- 
tion in  those  densely -inhabited  regions, 
could  they  fail  to  discover  that  these 
poor  people,  no  matter  whether  their 
rents  were  raised  or  lowered,  must  still 
be  in  a  position  of  chronic  insolvency, 
and,  therefore,  of  chronic  discontent? 
The  soil  was  exhausted,  the  cultivation 
miserable  in  the  extreme,  the  staple 
crop  rapidly  degenerating.  What  was 
the  Chief  Secretary's  description  of  the 
people  of  one  of  these  Western  Unions  ? 
He  said  the  population  was  in  a  state  of 
Bocial  and  financial  crisis.  It  was  true 
that  an  Act  passed  last  year  contained 
some  very  well-conceived  clauses  in- 
tended to  promote  emigration  from  these 
Western  districts ;  but  emigration  must 
be  very  gradual  and  slow  in  its  opera- 
tions. We  could  not  take  these  people 
suddenly  by  the  thousand  from  their 
miserable  homes,  and  throw  them  pell- 
mell  across  the  Atlantic.  Emigration 
was  a  relief  which  could  only  come 
after  the  lapse  of  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  years.  Was  it  proposed,  then, 
he  might  be  asked,  to  turn  these  West- 
ern cottiers  into  proprietors  of  their 
holdings  ?  It  might  seem  a  paradox  to 
say  so,  but  he  owned  that  he  would 
sooner  see  these  poor  people  brought 
face  to  face  with  the  hard  exigencies  of 
their  position,  and  made  entirely  respon- 
sible for  their  own  and  their  families' 
sustenance,  than  he  would  leave  them 
as  they  were  at  present,  relying  first 
upon  their  landlords,  then  upon  the 
rates  paid  by  their  neighbours,    who 
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were  on  the  brink  of  insolvency  them- 
selves, and  finally  clamouring  for  public 
works  or  relief  out  of  the  Public  Exche- 
quer. Be  that  as  it  might,  could  there 
be  any  doubt  that  it  would  be  desirable 
to  establish,  as  a  counterpoise  to  these 
miserable  Western  populations,  a  body 
of  men  owning  the  farms  which  they 
cultivated,  and  placed  in  a  position  which 
rendered  them  independent  and  self-re- 
liant, and  naturally  opposed  to  agitation 
and  crime  ? 

There  was  another  reason  which  made 
him  anxious  to  see  a  measure  of  this 
kind  effectually  carried  out.  There 
was  the  question  of  local  government. 
They  were  given  to  understand  that  the 
Government  had  no  present  intention  of 
formulating  a  scheme  upon  that  subject, 
but  they  were  pledged  to  deal  with  it 
sooner  or  ^^er.  His  own  opinion  was 
that,  although  the  defects  in  the  Irish 
system  of  local  government  had  been 
very  much  exaggerated,  and  though 
they  were  probably  less  than  in  Eng- 
land, still  they  were  such  as  must  be 
removed.  Parliament  would  not  be 
going  far  wrong  if  it  endeavoured,  by 
prudent  and  moderate  legislation,  to  set 
matters  right  in  this  respect,  instead 
of  waiting  till  a  fresh  clamour  arose 
for  ill-considered  and  reckless  remedial 
legislation.  When  the  time  came  for 
dealing  with  this  question  of  local  go- 
vernment, would  they  be  in  a  worse  or 
in  a  better  position  if  there  were  scat- 
tered over  the  face  of  Ireland  a  number 
of  small  proprietors  interested  in  an 
honest  and  economical  administration  of 
rural  government,  instead  of  having  the 
rates  mainly  paid  by  the  landlords,  and 
spent  by  the  tenants  for  the  tenants  in 
public  works  and  indiscriminate  outdoor 
relief  ? 

It  might  be  urged,  perhaps,  that  a 
fair  trial  should  be  given  to  the  Tenure 
Clauses  of  the  Land  Act.  It  appeared  to 
him,  however,  having  paid  some  atten- 
tion to  those  clauses,  that  they  abounded 
in  elements  which  were  likely  to  lead  to 
future  complications  and  troubles.  He 
would  venture  briefly  to  refer  to  two  of 
these.  In  the  first  place,  there  was  the 
restriction  of  the  tenant's  saleable  inte- 
rest in  his  holding.  Out  of  Ulster, 
whenever  a  tenant  applied  to  the  Court 
to  have  a  judicial  rent  fixed,  the  Court 
might  simultaneously  fix  at  a  specified 
sum  the  value  of  the  tenant  right.  Simi- 
larly, even  where  the  holding  was  sub* 
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ject  to  the  Ulster  Oustom,  the  landlord 
might,  whenever  the  tenant  sought  to 
selly  exercise  his  right  of  pre-emption  at 
what  the  Court  might  determine  to  be 
the  "  true  value  "  of  the  occupier's  in- 
terest, just  as  out  of  Ulster  he  would  be 
allowed  to  buy  at  the  **  specified  value  " 
fixed  by  the  Court.  The  landlord's  right 
of  pre-emption  at  the  ''  specified  value  " 
was  his  only  security  against  the  in- 
coming tenant  paying  a  preposterous 
price  for  the  tenant  right,  and  being, 
therefore,  practically  rack-rented,  in 
spite  of  the  lowness  of  his  rent.  The 
landlord  must,  therefore,  either  accept 
a  rack-rented  tenant,  or  he  would  be 
obliged  to  say  to  the  vendor — "It  is 
true  that  you  are  able  to  get  £200  for 
your  interest  in  the  farm;  but  I  re- 
quire you  to  sell  it  to  me  for  £100  or 
£150.*'  He  entertained  no  doubt  that 
this  right  of  pre-emption  would  be  a 
very  fertile  source  of  discontent  and 
trouble  between  landlord  and  tenant; 
and  he  was  convinced  of  the  gpreat  im- 
portance of  settling  these  matters,  once 
for  all,  in  as  many  cases  as  possible. 
He  would  pass  to  another  source  of 
future  trouble  and  agitation.  We  were 
told  to  congratulate  ourselves  upon  the 
rapidity  with  which  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were  getting  through  the  task  of 
fixing  judicial  rents.  One  was  almost 
tempted  to  say,  in  the  words  of  Mac- 
beth— 

"  If  it  were  done,  when  'tis  done,  then  'twere 
well 
It  were  done  quickly." 

But  in  reality  it  was  not  done,  because 
the  rent  was  fixed  for  only  15  years. 
He  understood  that  applications  which 
had  now,  for  the  first  time,  been  brought 
before  the  Courts  could  probably  not 
be  dealt  with  till  1885  or  1886.  There 
would,  therefore,  be  at  the  outside  a 
period  of  10  years,  between  1886  and 
1896,  during  which  the  land  would  have 
peace  from  litigation  of  this  kind,  and 
at  the  end  of  that  period  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  rental  of  Ireland  would  once 
more  be  re-opened.  That  was  a  very 
serious  prospect.  If  prices  had  fallen 
in  the  interim  every  tenant  in  Ireland 
would  be  looking  for  a  reduction.  If 
they  had  risen  every  landlord  would  be 
hoping  for  a  rise.  In  any  case  he  feared 
that  the  temptation  to  the  tenant  to 
put  a  poor  face  upon  his  holding  on  the 
chance  of  getting  something  off  his  rent 
would  be  irresistible.     Then  there  was 

Th§  Marqueu  of  Lansdowne 


another  matter  to  be  considered.  The 
present  race  of  Sub  -  Commissionerfi, 
most  of  whom  held  office  for  a  brief 
term,  would  have  disappeared  by  that 
time ;  and  there  would  be  clamour,  in- 
trigues, and  agitation  for  and  against 
the  appointment  of  particular  persons  to 
seats  upon  the  new  Commission.  The 
difiiculty  would  be  bad  enough  if  the 
present  Government  remained  in  power; 
but  if  the  Party  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  happened  to  be  in  Office  at  that 
time,  under  what  condition  would  they 
approach  the  difficult  task  of  filling  up 
these  appointments  ?  Supposing  that 
the  appointments  of  1896  were  conferred 
upon  men  whose  antecedents  rendered 
them  a  little  less  acceptable  to  the  tenants 
than  their  predecessors,  there  would  be 
almost  a  rebellion.  In  Ireland  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  a  colourless 
politician.  Everyone,  unfortunately,  be- 
longed either  to  the  landlords'  camp  or 
to  the  tenants'  camp ;  and  the  cocae- 
quence  would  be  that  whatever  might 
be  the  antecedents  of  the  men  to  whom 
Sub-Commissionerships  might  be  given, 
yet  if  they  were  nominated  by  the  Party 
opposite  their  awards  would  not  com- 
mand the  confidence  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland. .  This,  he  begged  to  say,  was  no 
mere  bugbear  of  his  own  imagination. 
When  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
was  canvassing  his  constituents,  he  put 
it  thus  to  them — "  Supposing  you  had  a 
Cabinet  composed  of  Lord  Salisbury,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Gibson,  and 
others,  to  administer  the  Land  Act,  what 
would  that  Act  be  worth  ?  If  a  Con- 
servative was  returned  for  Londonderry, 
and  if  the  Land  Act  came  to  be  worked 
by  a  Conservative  Party  and  Conserva- 
tive Officers,  what  would  become  of  it?" 
It  was,  he  feared,  the  inevitable  result 
that  when  a  temporary  tribunal  was 
set  up,  the  members  of  which  were  to 
be  appointed  by  the  Party  in  power,  it 
should  come  to  be  believed  that  that 
Party  would  utilize  it  for  its  own  ]^- 
poses.  This,  then,  was  another  senous 
source  of  danger  in  the  future ;  and  he 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  House  how 
desirable  it  was  to  take  as  large  a  nnm- 
ber  of  the  tenants  as  possible  out  of 
the  reach  of  that  danger,  and  to  pat 
them  in  a  position  in  which  their  rents 
should  not  be  variable  at  the  will  of  a 
Sub-Commissioner,  but  fixed  once  and 
for  all,  and  payable  to  the  Government, 
the  payments  representing  an  annually- 
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diminishing  debt  and  an  annually-in- 
creasing progress  in  the  direction  of 
absolute  proprietorship. 

So  far  he  had  rested  his  case  on 
public  convenience ;  but  he  should  not 
be  speaking  frankly  to  the  House  if 
he  did  not  express  his  conviction  that 
the  measure  which  he  advocated  was 
required  not  only  by  public  conveni- 
ence, but  as  a  matter  of  simple  justice 
to  individuals.  What  was  the  position 
of  owners  of  landed  property  in  Ireland  ? 
They  wore  owners  of  a  kind  of  property 
of  which  only  one  class  of  customer  was 
at  all  likely  to  become  the  purchaser, 
a  class  which  recent  legislation  had 
effectually  deterred  from  purchasing.  A 
measure  such  as  he  had  suggested  was, 
therefore,  necessary  in  order  to  do  some- 
thing to  re-establish  the  value  of  landed 
property  in  Ireland.  It  was  not  merely 
a  question  of  rent ;  he  wished  to  avoid 
entirely  the  question  of  the  action  of  the 
Courts  in  reducing  rents.  If  not  a 
single  rent  had  been  reduced,  or  even  if 
Justice  herself  had  a  seat  on  the  Land 
Commission,  the  value  of  land  would 
not  the  less  have  been  enormously  de- 
preciated by  the  legislation  of  the  last 
tTvo  years.  The  value  of  landed  property 
was  made  up  of  a  number  of  incidents, 
the  value  of  which  was  cumulative ;  and 
if  any  of  those  incidents  were  taken 
away  the  value  of  the  remainder  was 
diminished.  But  not  only  would  nobody 
buy  land  in  Ireland,  but  nobody  would 
lend  upon  it.  What  had  been  the  con- 
sequence? A  number  of  the  smaller 
landowners  found  themselves  deprived 
of  40  or  50  per  cent,  perhaps  more,  of 
their  available  income,  and  were  on. the 
verge  of  ruin,  unable  to  meet  the  charges 
on  their  property,  to  sell  or  to  emanci- 
pate themselves  from  the  miserable  posi- 
tion in  which  they  found  themselves. 
It  would  be  a  public  scandal  if  those 
men  were  allowed — many  of  them  having 
purchased  their  property  on  the  security 
of  a  Government  title  from  the  Landed 
Estates  Court — to  be  ruined  by  the 
legislation  of  the  year  before  last.  His 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Carlingford)  might 
say  that  that  was  tlio  result,  not  of 
legislation,  but  of  tho  agitation  which 
existed  in  Ireland. 

LoBD  CARLINGFORD  (Lokd  Privy 
SEiJi)  :  Hear,  hear ! 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  he  was  glad  to  learn  that  he  was 
light  in  his  anticipation.      He  admitted 


that  such  an  agitation  as  that  which  had 
recently  disturbed  society  in  Ireland 
could  not  fail  to  have  some  effect  upon 
the  value  of  all  property  in  that  coun- 
try; and  it  was  not  easy,  when  two 
causes  had  beeh  at  work,  to  assign  the 
effect  with  precise  accuracy  to  its  cause. 
He,  at  any  rate,  believed  that  the  effects 
of  legislation  which  were  universal  and 
permanent  were  more  serious  than  those 
of  an  agitation  which,  after  all,  was 
local  and  transitory ;  but,  be  that  as  it 
might,  there  was  a  very  simple  mode  of 
testing  the  Lord  Privy  Seal's  theory 
that  the  fall  in  the  value  of  land  was 
due  solely  to  agitation.  Let  them  ima- 
gine for  a  moment  what  the  effect  would 
be  if  the  legislation  which  had  been  ap- 
plied to  Ireland  were  applied  to  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  Was  it  not  beyond 
question  that  in  such  a  case  the  valuo 
of  land  in  England  and  Scotland  would 
at  once  have  been  enormously  depre- 
ciated ?  There  could  be  no  doubt  upon 
the  point.  It  was,  in  fact,  the  case  that 
the  prophecy  of  Mr.  Fottrell,  late  Solici- 
tor to  the  Land  Commission,  was  being 
fulfilled  to  the  letter.  In  that  famous 
pamphlet  which  had  been  so  often  re- 
ferred to,  Mr.  Fottrell  told  the  tenants 
of  Ireland — 

'*  That  the  landlord  who  is  wise  will  re- 
member that  he  has  now  no  Mobahle  pur> 

chasers  hut  his  tenants The  landlords 

must  sell  to  them  or  not  at  all.'* 

The  condition  of  affairs  was  therefore 
this — that  the  tenants  at  this  moment 
not  being  likely  to  buy,  the  landlord 
found  himself  saddled  with  estates 
from  which  it  was  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  him  to  divest  himself.  He 
did  not  desire  to  conceal  his  own  opi- 
nion, that  no  owners  of  any  other  kind 
of  property  could  have  been  treated 
in  this  way  without,  at  least,  a  full  exa- 
mination of  their  claim  to  be  compen- 
sated for  the  loss  which  they  had  sus- 
tained. He  had  always  regretted  that 
that  was  a  matter  which  had  not  re- 
ceived fuller  consideration.  He  occa- 
sionally read  the  speeches  and  letters 
of  Ministers  to  their  constituents,  dis- 
cussing the  Licensing  Laws;  and  he 
observed  that  they  were  always  ex- 
tremely careful  to  point  out  that  no  in- 
terference would  take  place  with  the 
existing  rights  of  the  licensed  victuallers 
without  compensation  being  made.  But, 
unfortunately,  Irish  landlords  were  only 
Irish  landlords,  and  could  not  expect  the 
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treatment  to  which  the  licensed  viotual- 
lera  were  to  be  entitled.  They  might, 
however,  surely  ask  that  what  the  Go- 
Ternment  in  the  Act  of  1881  proposed  to 
do  should  be  made  a  reality  and  not  a 
sham,  and  that  the  clauses  ia  the  Act 
to  which  he  had  directed  attention 
should  not  remain  on  the  Statute  Book 
as  a  record  of  disappointed  expectation  a 
and  abortive  legislation.  It  was  under 
these  circumstances  that  he  asked  their 
Lordships  to  agree  to  the  Motion  on  the 
Paper.  He  did  not  take  upon  himself 
to  eaj  what  course  an  inquirer  of  that 
kind  should  take.  But  there  were  four 
matters  which  required  special  investi- 
gation. Ia  the  first  place,  they  should 
endeavour  to  ascertain  what  were  the 
impediments  which  had  stood  in  the 
way  of  the  operation  of  the  clauses ; 
secondly,  they  should  seek  to  discover 
what  additional  inducements  were  ne- 
cessary in  order  to  lead  the  landlords  to 
Bell  and  the  tenants  to  buy;  thirdly, 
it  was  desirable  to  determine  whether 
the  reot-charge  due  by  the  purchasers 
could  be  collected  by  some  local  agency, 
and  not  by  the  Central  Government ; 
and,  fourthly,  whether,  in  certain  cir- 
cumstances, one  of  the  parties  should 
not  be  allowed  to  require  the  other  to 
purchase  from  him,  whether  that  other 
wished  to  do  bo  or  not. 

He  was  aware  that  those  proposals 
were  regarded  in   some  quarters  with 
considerable  misgiving,  and  he  would 
like  to  notice,  before  he  eat  down,  one  or 
two  of  the  principal  objections  which 
had  been  raised  to  them.    He  had  heard 
it  stated  that  if  the  Purchase  CQauses 
were  carried  out  on  an  extensive  scale 
they  would  get  rid  of  the  landlords  alto- 
gether, and  that  this  was  undesirable. 
He  was  sure  he  might  say,  as  an  Irish 
landlord,  that  they  felt  grateful  to  those 
_i.  _  I . .  ■     >  ^Q  retain  them  in  esiatence, 
rting  to  know  that  if  ever 
iblitorated    their    obituary 
be  conceived  in  friendly 
what  he    wished  to  im- 
ir  Lordships  was  his  con- 
his  proposals  would  have 
I    opposite  result.      There 
ore   resident  landlords  in 
not  fewer.      Those    who 
lear  their  estates  and  took 
D    them  would   disappear, 
I,  nobody  would  regret   it. 
ho  did  take  an  interest  in 
1   to  live   on  their  estates 
ji'cii  "/  Zanidowne 


would  find  it  easier  and  better  to  do  so 
under  the  new  order  of  things  which 
would  arise.  They  would  probably  get 
rid  of  the  outlying  portion  of  their 
properties,  retaining  only  their  homes — 
to  which,  let  him  say,  Irish  landlords 
were  as  deeply  attached  as  their  English 
and  Scotch  brethren — and  such  a  por- 
tion of  their  estates  as  they  could  either 
keep  in  their  own  hands  or  manage 
much  in  the  same  fashion  as  that  in 
which  English  estates  were  managed. 
Men  who  acted  thus  would  consult  their 
interests  better,  and  would  be  more  use- 
ful and  happier  members  of  society,  than 
the  nominal  owner  of  a  whole  barony 
who  came  into  contact  with  hie  tenants 
only  through  the  medium  of  their 
periodical  visits  to  the  rent  office. 

He  believed,  therefore,  that  this  ob- 
jection was  not  one  which  rested  on  any 
good  ground.  There  was,  however,  an- 
other which  was  felt  by  many  persons, 
especially  by  the  noble  £arl  at  the 
Table,  who  spoke  upon  the  subject  the 
other  evening  —  namely,  that  if  a 
large  number  of  these  tenants  were  al- 
lowed to  purchase  their  holdings,  there 
would  be  some  risk  of  a  general  re- 
pudiation of  their  debt  to  the  Stats, 
and  an  extensive  conflict  between  the 
Government  and  the  tenants.  He  did 
not  believe  that  the  objection  was  ■ 
valid  one.  He  would,  in  the  first  place, 
point  out  that  whether  the  tenants  pur- 
chased their  holdings  or  not,  the  Execu- 
tive Government  would  not  escape  the 
liability  of  being  called  upon  to  enforce 
the  payment  of  rent.  If  the  rents 
were  once  pronounced  fair  and  juei, 
the-  landlords  would  expect  the  whole 
force  of  the  Executive  Government  to 
back  them  in  their  endeavour  to  enforce 
punctual  payment.  The  noble  Earl  on 
the  Woolsack  had  himself  stated  that 
"if  you  adjust  the  rents  you  must  se- 
cure the  rents  you  adjust."  Therefore 
the  enforcement  of  the  law  as  to  pay- 
ment of  rent  in  Ireland  was  a  duty  from 
which  the  Government  could  not  extri- 
cate itself;  he  believed,  however,  the 
risk  of  repudiation  to  be  an  imaginary 
one.  He  never  met  anyone  conversant 
with  tlie  Irish  people  who  did  not  be- 
lieve that  if,  in  lieu  of  rent  payable  to 
the  landlord,  an  annunl  and  terminshls 
rent-charge  were  payable  to  the  State 
that  rent-charge  would  be  punctually 
paid.  The  "no  rent"  policy  had  at  first 
been  successful  because  of  the  weakness 
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of  the  landlords,  and  he  was  afraid  he 
must  say  also  because  of  the  reluctant 
support  which  they  had  received  from 
the  Government.    They  might,  however, 
rely  upon  it  that  the  tenants  would  be 
slow  to  engage  in  an  unequal  struggle 
against  the  forces  which  the  Executive 
would  have  at  its  command,  and  that 
these  obligations  would  not  be  repu- 
diated.    The  fact  that  throughout  the 
recent  agitation  those  tenants  who  had 
purchaaed  their  holdings  under  the  Irish 
Church  Act  paid  their  instalments  with 
complete  punctuality  went  far  to  confirm 
this  view.     It  was  very  remarkable  that 
in  the  case  of  these  tenants  the  influence 
of  the  Land  League  had  been  exerted 
against,  and  not  in  favour  of,  repudia- 
tion.   There  was,  besides,  another  con- 
sideration which  ought  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of.     Year  by  year  and  step  by 
step  these  purchasing  tenants  would  be 
advancing  on  the  road  leading  to  the 
absolute  ownership  of  their  farms.  They 
would  be  slow  to  take  any  action  which 
might  jeopardize  the  interest  which  they 
had  abeady  acquired  in  them.    And  it 
must  not  be  forgotten    that  not  only 
would  each  vear  bring  them  one  stage 
nearer  to  tne  goal  of  complete  owner- 
ship, but  that  each  year  the  rate  of  their 
advance  would  become  more  rapid.    He 
would  recommend  to  the  attention  of 
those  interested  in  this  branch  of  the 
subject  a  very  interesting  table  pub- 
lished, with  a  paper  written  upon  it,  by 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre.    It  appeared  from 
that  table  that  if  the  annual  payment 
due  by  the  purchasing  tenant  to  the 
State  were  divided  as  between  the  inte- 
rest payable  to  the  State  on  the  sum  ad- 
vanced, and  the  amount  available  in 
each  year  for  the  reduction  of  the  prin- 
cipal debt,  the  calculation  would  stand, 
roughly  speaking,  as  follows  : — At  the 
beginning  of  the  fifth  year — assuming 
that  the  whole  debt  was  to  be  paid  off 
in  35  years — two-thirds  of  the  sum  paid 
by  the  tenant  would  be  charged  as  inte- 
rest and  one-third  as  repayment  of  prin- 
cipal.    In  the  15th  year  the  whole  sum 
would  be  equally  divided  between  pay- 
ment of  interest  and  repayment  of  prin- 
cipal.    But  in  the  25th  year  one-third 
only  would  be  due  for  interest,  and  the 
whole  of  the  remainder  would  be  avail- 
able in  diminution  of  the  principal.  The 
financial  position  of  the  tenant  would 
therefore  improve  with  increasing  ra- 
pidity year  by  year,  and  in  the  face  of 


that  he  had  very  little  fear  of  repudia- 
tion. At  any  rate,  the  risk  would  tend 
to  diminish  with  great  rapidity. 

He  would  notice  one  more  criticism 
frequently  passed  upon  proposals  such 
as  these.  He  might  be  told  that  an  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  owners  of  land 
was  an  admirable  thing,  but  that  their 
artificial  creation  was  undesirable,  and 
that  the  change  should  be  left  to  be 
effected  by  natural  laws.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  those  who  made  use  of  this 
argument  were  too  ready  to  forget  the 
facts  of  the  case.  If  natural  laws  were 
being  left  to  operate,  or  had  ever  been 
left  to  operate  in  Ireland,  he  should  be 
very  much  disposed  to  rely  on  them  still. 
But,  in  point  of  fact,  Ireland  had  never 
been  left  to  the  operation  of  natursd 
laws ;  she  was  the  product  of  artificial 
legislation  in  the  past,  just  as  she  was 
the  playground  of  artificial  legislation 
in  the  present.  The  laws  with  regard 
to  the  possession  of  land  by  Boman 
Catholics,  the  laws  regulating  the  fran- 
chise, the  laws  affecting  the  transfer  of 
landed  property,  all  these  had  tended  to 
keep  the  soil  of  Ireland  in  the  hands  of 
a  few  persons.  The  land  legislation  of 
the  last  12  years  had  stereotyped  the 
evil  by  rendering  it  impossible  for  those 
persons  to  extricate  themselves  from 
their  position.  He  therefore  submitted 
that  we  could  not,  in  these  circumstances, 
trust  to  natural  laws,  but  that  we  must 
seek  to  remedy  a  purely  artificial  condi- 
tion of  things  by  artificial  means.  A 
wisely-conceived  measure  would  termi- 
nate the  confusion  of  interests  which  he 
had  pointed  out,  would  strengthen  the 
bases  of  society  in  Ireland,  and  would 
do  something  to  accelerate  the  advent 
of  that  ''better  state  of  things"  to 
which  Lord  Hartington  looked  forward, 
but  which  was  as  yet  undiscemible  in 
the  troubled  distance  of  the  future  of 
Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  DUNE  AVE  N,  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  that,  what- 
ever opinion  might  be  held  as  to  the 
advisability  of  appointing  the  Boyal 
Commission,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
whatever  as  to  the  great  importance  of 
the  subject  which  the  noble  Marquesa 
had  brought  before  the  House.  With 
the  exception  of  the  more  immediately 
pressing  question  of  distress,  it  was  the 
most  important  question  connected  with 
Ireland.  He  himself  did  not  see  in 
what  way  a  Boyal  Commission  could 
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throw  much  additional  light  upon  the 
subject.    In  the  Eeport  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  workin|y  of  the  Land  Act 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  and  in  the 
Evidence  taken  before  that  Committee, 
a  great  deal  of  information  would  be 
found ;  much  valuable  information  was 
available  also  from  other  sources.     It 
seemed  to  him  that  what  was  necessary 
to  be  done  in  order  to  enable  the  pre- 
sent occupiers  in  Ireland  to  buy  their 
holdings  was  perfectly  understood   al- 
ready.    Everyone  knew    that    tenants 
would  not  buy  unless  the  instalments 
they  had  to  pay  to  Government  were  less 
in  value  than  the  rents  they  at  present 
paid   to  their  landlords.     One    reason 
why  tenants  were  so  reluctant  to  buy  was 
that,  having  already  forced  such  great 
concessions  from  the  Government,  they 
hoped  in  the  future  to  extort  more  from 
them .  They  would  not  be  inclined  to  avail 
themselves  of  Purchase  Clauses  as  long 
as  they  thought  they  could  obtain  further 
benefits  by  agitation.     He  should  have 
thought,  therefore,  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion for  the  Government  to  decide.  A  ques- 
tion for  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  to  determine  was,  what  amount 
of  money  they  were  willing  to  devote  to 
the  purpose,  and  for  the  Government  to 
put  forward  their  views  as  to  the  terms 
on  which  this  money  should  be  advanced. 
There  could  be  no  question  about  the 
fact  that,  whether  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  to  be  assisted  by  means  of  loans 
from  the  State  or  not,  some  means  must 
be  found,  and  ought  to  be  found,  as  soon 
as  possible,  of  extricating  Ireland  from 
the  condition  in  which   she  was  now 
placed.    The  system  of  land  tenure  they 
had  imposed  upon  her  rendered  it  impos- 
sible for  the  country  to  improve,  or  even 
to  maintain,  the  position  she  had  now 
arrived  at.     On  no  country  in  the  world 
had  been  imposed  such  a  system  of  land 
tenure,   and  no   country  could  get  on 
under  such  a  system.     The  noble  Mar- 
quess quoted  Lord  Hartington  to  the 
effect  that,  it  would  be  well  for  Ireland 
to  look  forward  with   hope  to  a  time 
when  she  could  emerge  into  a  better 
state  of  things  and  enjoy  a  better  sys- 
tem of  tenure.     He  believed  the  Prime 
Minister,   on  introducing  the  Bill  into 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  said  that 
the  most  considerable  benefit  would  be 
derived  from  freedom  of  contract  in  Ire- 
land if  the  social  condition  of  the  country 
admitted  of  it.    But  whether  the  social 
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condition  of  the  country  was  improvable 
or  not,  there  was  no  provision  in  the 
Land  Act  wherebv  Ireland  could  ever 
emerge  from  the  extraordinary  Bystem 
placed  upon  her.     There  was  nothing 
to  look  forward  to  but  an  endless  vista 
of  agitation  for  the  reduction  of  rents 
and  endless  contention.    It  appeared  to 
him  now  that  in  this  idea  of  peasant 
proprietary  lay  the  only  possible  solution 
of  the  difficulty.     He  had  expressed  in 
that    House   before  his    objections  to 
peasant  proprietary;  but  he  confessed 
his  views  were  somewhat  modified  and 
changed.     Still,  he  did  not  look  with 
any  great  favour  upon  such  a  system. 
There  were  two  manifest  objections  clear 
to  everybody.  The  tenants  and  occupiers 
must  be,  for  a  considerable  number  of 
years,  in  the  position  of  tenants  of  the 
State ;  and  circumstances  might  arise  to 
place  the  State  in  great  difficulty,  on 
account  of  a  long  period   of  distress, 
making  it  impossible,  or  very  difficult, 
for  a  large  number  of  people  to  pay. 
Another  objection  was  that,  undoubtedly, 
in  the  natural  course  of  events,  many 
small  owners  would  be  unable  to  main- 
tain themselves.     They  would  get  into 
debt,  fall  into   the  hands   of  usurers, 
money-lenders,  and  shopkeepers,  and  a 
class  of  landlords  would  arise  that  would 
not  be  beneficial  to  the  country.    These 
were  two  strong  objections  that  arose  in 
his  mind  as  to  peasant  proprietorship. 
But,   after   all,   it  was   a   question   of 
choosing  the  least  of  two   evils.    The 
difficulties  that  might  be  produced  in 
Ireland  under  a  system  of  peasant  pro* 
prietorship  would  be  less    than  those 
that  must  follow  if  the  present  condition 
of  affairs  was  allowed  to  continue.    Ten- 
ants were  just  as  likely  to  get  into  the 
power  of  money-lenders  now  as  they 
would  be  if  they  had  complete  owner- 
ship.    The  difference  was  that  creditors 
would  be  much  less  likely  to  turn  them 
out  and  take  possession  now  than  if  they 
could,  by  so  doing,  obtain  complete  own- 
ership of  the  land.     As  it  was,  the  occu- 
piers would  become  the  absolute  slaves  of 
their  creditors ;  they  would  be  kept  in  a 
state  of  wretched  poverty,   and  would 
not  be  allowed  enough  money  to  support 
themselves  in  decency  or   comfort,  or 
even  to  till  the  land  properly ;  but  they 
would  not  be  sold  up.     It  would  be  far 
better  for  them  and  the  country  that  they 
should  be  sold  up  altogether,  and  that 
would  be  more  likely  to  occur  under  a 
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Bystom  of  peasant  proprietary  than  tinder 
the  present  system.  Moreover,  by  be- 
coming the  absolute  owners  of  their  little 
{>ropertie9,  the  tenant  would  be  more 
ikely  to  become  thrifty  and  prudent, 
and  less  likely  to  become  hopelessly  in- 
Tohed  in  debt  than  at  present.  The 
flense  of  real  ownership  would  act  bene- 
ficially on  the  character  of  the  people ; 
and  under  a  system  of  small  ownership 
they  would  be  more  likely  to  maintain 
their  position  in  the  country  than  imder 
the  system  of  judicial  leases  now  ex- 
isting. Those  were  the  advantages 
and  disadvantages  which  he  could  see 
in  peasant  proprietorship;  but  what 
▼eighed  witn  him  was  the  alsolute 
necessity  of  finding  some  way  out  of 
the  present  condition  of  affairs.  It 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  suppose 
that  Ireland,  or  any  other  country,  could 
go  on  with  the  whole  soil  of  the  country 
held  in  perpetual  solution,  with  no  man 
owning  it.  Keal  ownership  of  some  kind 
there  must  be.  Either  the  land  must 
belong  to  the  State,  according  to  the 
theory  of  Mr.  George,  or  it  must  belong 
to  private  owners,  large  or  small.  But  a 
tenure  under  which  land  belonged  to  no 
one  was  a  condition  of  affairs  that  could 
not  last  long.  No  sooner  would  rents  have 
been  settled  for  one  term  of  15  years 
than  another  re-valuation  for  another 
term  of  15  years  would  have  commenced. 
The  condition  of  Ireland  would  be  one 
of  incessant  grumbling  at  the  way  rents 
had  been  fixed,  and  of  incessant  agita- 
tions for  fresh  reductions.  The  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  was  a  transitory  con- 
dition. It  was  one  the  people  could 
not  possibly  remain  in  ;  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  only  way  out  of  the 
difficulty  was  to  complete  the  revolu- 
tion as  soon  as  practicable,  and  to  take 
the  ownership  of  the  land  from  its 
late  owners  and  put  it  in  the  hands 
of  the  present  occupiers.  A  final  settle- 
ment of  the  Land  Question  in  the  direc- 
tion contemplated  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  desirable  for  Ireland,  and  it 
was  equally  desirable  for  England  also. 
A  great  deal  had  been  done  to  weaken 
the  loyalty  of  many  Irishmen.  He  did 
not  so  much  mean  that  many  men  who 
were  loyal  two  years  ago  had  become 
less  loyal ;  but  the  loyal  classes  through- 
oat  the  country,  with  the  exception  of 
the  North  of  Ireland,  had  completely 
lost  all  the  influence  and  power  they 


formerly  possessed.  That  being  so,  they 
could  not  by  any  possibility  restore  it ; 
all  they  could  do  was  to  try  and  build 
up,  by  degrees,  another  class  of  loyal 
men  in  their  place.  It  was  well 
known  that  small  owners  were  very 
Conservative  in  their  tendencies,  in  the 
larger  sense  of  the  word ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  such  a  class  would  be  in 
favour  of  law  and  order,  and  either 
from  a  sense  of  gratitude,  or  from 
knowledge  of  the  stability  of  this  coun- 
try, would  be  in  favour  of  maintaining 
the  Union  between  the  two  countries. 
England  had  always  acted  foolishly  to- 
wards the  loyal  element  in  Ireland.  She 
persecuted  the  class  that  was  really 
the  backbone  of  the  country  in  former 
days,  and  had  driven  thousands  of  Pres- 
byterians across  the  Atlantic,  men  who 
took  no  mean  part  in  the  struggle  that 
lost  us  our  North  American  Colonies. 
The  Gk)vernment  had  lately  done  all 
they  could  to  discourage  the  loyal  classes 
in  Ireland.  Those  classes  could  never 
recover  the  power  they  once  held ;  and 
the  wisest  thing  England  could  do  was 
to  endeavour  to  repair  that  loss  by  rais- 
ing up  loyal  men  in  their  stead.  It 
seemed  to  him  also  very  necessary  that 
those  measures  should  be  undertaken 
to  do  ordinary  justice  to  the  landowning 
classes  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  think  that 
any  class  had  ever  suffered  more  se- 
verely or  so  severely  on  account  of  their 
adherence  to  a  principle  believed  in  and 
upheld  by  the  Government  than  the  land- 
owning class  in  Ireland  at  the  hands  of 
that  Government.  They  had  lost  about 
one-fourth  of  their  property,  and  what 
many  valued  still  more,  a  gpreat  deal 
of  the  affection  and  love  of  the  people 
among  whom  they  dwelt.  They  had 
also  lost  all  their  influence  and  power 
for  good.  For  the  future  they  knew 
that  they  were  powerless.  They  would 
have  to  see  poverty  around  them  with- 
out the  ability  of  alleviating  it.  They 
woidd  not  be  able  to  consolidate  their 
farms,  or  to  encourage  a  better  state  of 
agriculture,  but  wovdd  have  to  sit  by 
and  see  the  country  gradually  going 
to  ruin  before  their  eyes.  And  all  this 
was  lost  by  their  adhesion  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Union.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  an  extraordinarily  fatal 
tendency  to  be  always  in  error  in  mak- 
ing any  statements  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land.    He  could   recall  no  statement 


1391 


Irclu  nd — Peatani 


t  LORDS  1 


Proprietary, 


1392 


made  by  the  present  Gbvemment  with 
regard  to  Ireland  which  had  not  turned 
out  to  be  absolutely  false  and  wrong. 
From  the  very  beginning  the    Prime 
Minister's   estimate  of  Ireland  was  as 
absurdly  wrong  as  anything  could  pos- 
sibly  be.     The  letter  written  by  the 
late  Lord  Beaconsfield  to  the  noble  Duke 
the  then  Lord  Lieutenant  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough)  had  proved  to  be  abso- 
lutely correct,  although  that  letter  was 
greatly  animadverted  upon  at  the  time. 
The   present  Prime  Minister  then  de- 
scribed Ireland  as  being  in  almost  a 
beatific  state.    In  the  same  way,   the 
Government  estimate  of  the  working  of 
the  Land  Act  had  not  been  justified. 
Mr.  Bright  said  that  in  nine  cases  out 
of  ten  there  would  be  no  change  of  rent, 
and  yet  changes  had  been  made  in  all, 
or,    at  least,   in   99  out  of   100  cases. 
Then,  again,   they  were  told  that  the 
reductions  would  not  affect  the  great 
estates ;  but  experience  had  shown  that 
the  large  estates  had  been  affected.  They 
were  informed    that    the    worst    cases 
would  come  first,  and  that  reductions 
would  cease  after  a  time ;  that  had  not 
been  the  case.     Every  statement  of  that 
kind  that  the  Government  had    made 
with  regard  to  the  probable  action  of 
their  own  Bill  and  the  condition  of  the 
country  had  proved  incorrect.  The  great- 
est mistake  of  all  that  the  Government 
had  made  with  regard  to  Ireland  was  in 
their  estimate  of  the  agitation  in  that 
country.     They  considered  that  the  agi- 
tation   was    against    landlordism,    and 
against  rent  being  too  high.     The  leader 
of  the  agitation   told  them  the  object 
was  separation  from  England.     Every- 
body in    Ireland   who   knew  anything 
of  the   country,  the  police,  the  stipen- 
diary,    and    the    unpaid    magistrates 
pointed  out  the  same  thing.     But  Her 
Majesty's    Government    insisted    that 
they  were  all  wrong,  and  that  it  was  a 
very  proper  agitation   directed  against 
excessive  rent.     Over  and  over  again 
the  Government  had  declared  that  sepa- 
ration— Home  Rule — was  a  matter  not 
even  to  be  discussed  in  Parliament ;  and, 
if  that  were  the  case,  he  could  not  con- 
ceive why,   at  the  same  time,  an  agi- 
tation   with    that   object    out-of-doors 
could  be  legitimate.     He  could  not  un- 
derstand the  Government  sa3ring  that 
Home  Bule  was  a  matter  they  could  not 
discuss  in  Parliament,  and,  at  the  same 
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time,  permitting  an  agitation  with  that 
object    to    be    promoted    out-of-doors. 
He  did  not  mean  to    say  as    far   as 
he  was  concerned  that  Home  Bule  was 
not  a  fit  subject  for  Parliamentary  dis* 
cussion  ;  but  if  it  was  not,  then  neither 
was  it  fit  to  be  the  object  of  an  agitation 
out-of-doors.    Agitation  meant  one  of 
two  things,  either  a  direct  threat  of  an 
appeal  to  physical  force,  or  an  endeavour 
by  the  people  to  express  opinions  in 
order  to  influence  their  Bepresentatives 
in  Parliament.    Nothing  could  be  more 
absurd  than  to  say  to  the  people— "You 
are  ruled  under  a  representative  form  of 
government,  but  we  will  not  allow  the  one 
thing  you  want — Home  Bule — ^to  be  dis- 
cussed byyour  Bepresentatives  in  Parlia- 
ment without  saying,  at  the  same  time, 
that  any  agitation  for  the  purpose  outside 
is  illegitimate  and  will  not  be  allowed^" 
But  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  act 
in  this  way.     They  allowed  an  agitation 
to  be  conducted  throughout  the  country 
for  an  object  they  would  not  allow  to  be 
discussed  in  Parliament.     The  agitation 
was  consequently  forced  in,  and  concen- 
trated against,  the  loyal  classes.  '  The 
consequence  of  the  mistake  of  the  Gk>- 
vernment  had  been  that  the  Irish  land- 
owners, being  loyal  men,  had  suffered 
loss  in  their  property,  in  the  affection  and 
love  of  the  people  among  whom  they 
lived,  and  in  their  influence  and  power 
in  the  country.     He  did  not  mean  to  sug- 
gest that  compensation  could  be  offered 
for  those  losses ;  they  could  not  compen- 
sate men  for  the  loss  of  affection  and 
influence ;  but  they  could  and  ought  to 
be  compensated  for  the  direct  loss  of 
their  property.     At  any  rate,  the  propo- 
sition of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  would  afford  them 
some  way  of  leaving  the  country,  and 
of  extricating  themselves  with  as  little 
loss  as  possible  from  a  difficult,  per- 
haps an  intolerable  position.    A  peasant 
proprietary  ought  not  to  be  estaoiiidied 
on  a  large  scale  very  suddenly ;  it  should 
only  be  introduced  gradually.    But  there 
was  no  danger  that  it  would  grow  up 
too  quickly.  Whatever  inducement  there 
might  be  to  tenants  to  buy  their  hold- 
ings,  there  was  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  landlords  would  rush  into  the 
market  in  a  great  body  to  sell.     Some 
landlords  would  remain  in  the  coun- 
try,   either  from  affection  to  the   soil 
or  from  the  hope  of  being  able  to  do 
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Bome  good  to  the   countrj.    A  great 
number  would  also  be  unable  to  leaye 
from  TariouB  causes  ;  but  a  good  many 
would  go  because,  by  getting  a  fair  price 
for  their  property,  they  could  free  them- 
Belves  from  the  money  embarrassments 
from  which  they  were  at  present  suffer- 
ing most  severely ;  and  some  would  go 
out  of  a  natural   preference  for  some 
countxy  where  the  rights  of  property 
were  still  regarded,  where  a  man  might 
hope  to  do  some  good  by  his  time  and  his 
labour,  where  honesty  was  not  punished 
by  an  unwritten  law,  and  where  loyalty 
to  the  British  Grown  was  not  criminal. 
Something  must  be  done  to  get  Ireland 
out  of  the  unfortunate  condition  in  which 
she  now  found  herself.     It  was  coinci- 
dent with — he  did  not  say  in  consequence 
of,  but  coincident  with — the  legislation 
of  the  last  10  years  that  the  condition 
of  the  country  was  getting  worse  and 
worse.    Land  was  going  out  of  cultiva- 
tion with  great  rapidity,  and  the  live 
Block  of  the  country  was  diminishing 
also.    If  the  live  stock  of  the  country 
had  increased    in    proportion  as    land 
went  out  of  cultivation  it  would  not  be 
BO  bad ;  but  when  they  saw  both  pro- 
cesses going  on  together  it  was  impos- 
sible to  give  stronger  evidence  of  the 
deplorable    condition  of    the    country. 
Landlords  could  not  lay  out  money ; 
they  could  not  be  expected  to  do  so,  and 
to  whom  were  they  to  look  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  country  ?    They  must 
endeavour    to  raise    up  a  class  which 
would  take  that  necessary  function  out 
of   the    hands    of   the   landlord  class. 
It    appeared    mere    common    sense  to 
say    that    true    statesmanship    would 
endeavour  to  hold  out  the  greatest  in- 
ducements to  occupiers  of  land  in  Ire- 
land to  lay  out  their  capital  upon  it. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  a  man 
who  was  the  owner  of  his  land  was  more 
likely  to  develop  his  property  by  the  em- 
ployment of  money  or  labour  than  the 
man  who  held  it  under  any  other  system 
of  tenure.    Though  he  could  not  look 
forward  with  very  bright   anticipation 
to  the  formation  of  a  large  class  of  pea- 
sant proprietors,  he  saw  in  the  forma- 
tion of  such  a  class  the  only  possible 
way  in  which  the  country  could  extricate 
itself  from  the  difficulties  caused  by  an 
impOBBible  land  tenure;  the  only  way 
in  which  a  strong  Conservative  and  loyal 
claBB  could  be  created  in  Ireland ;  and 
tjie  only  way  in  which  some  justice  could 


be  done  to  those  who  were  at  present 
supposed  to  hold  the  land  of  the  coun- 
try. 

Moved,  ''That  an  hamble  Address  bo  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  a  Koyal 
Commission  may  be  appointed  to  report  as  to 
the  most  effectire  means  of  giving  to  a  larger 
portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  a  permanent 
proprietary  interest  in  the  soil  by  purchase  of 
their  holdings." — {The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,) 

m 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Privit 
Seal)  :  My  Lords,   the  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven),  to 
which  we  have  just  listened,  is  a  good, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  a  curious  illustra- 
tion of  a  practice  to  which  we  have  be- 
come   accustomed    in    this    House.     I 
mean  that,  whenever  the  name  of  Ire- 
land is  mentioned,  every  possible  Irish 
subject  is  thought  germane  to  the  ques- 
tion immediately  under  discussion,  and 
is    dragged    into    the    debate.    Every 
observation   that  has  been  made   100 
times  before  on  the  history  of  Ireland 
during  the  last  few  years  is  revived, 
and  that,  too,  with  very  little  relation 
to  the  subject  immediately  before  the 
House.    [^Laughter^  and  **  Hear,  hear !  "] 
My  noble  Friend  was  especially  severe 
on  the   Government  for  the  untrue — 
that  was,  mistaken  statements  he  said 
they  were  always  making  on  the  subject 
of  Ireland ;  and  he  made  a  number  of 
statements,  to  which  I  should  be  inclined 
to  apply  the  same  terms  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  applied  to  the  statements  of 
Her  Majesty  8  Government.     I  cannot 
remember  them  all,  but  I  wish  to  make  a 
remark  on  two  of  those  statements,  which 
I  confess  have  rather  surprised  me.    My 
noble  Friend  said  it  was  notorious  that  the 
amount  of  reduction  on  Irish  rents  now 
being  made  in  the  Land  Courts  through- 
out Ireland  was  not  only  not  less  than  it 
had  been  during  the  earlier  operation 
of  the  Courts,  as  it  was  thought  would 
have  been  the  case,  but  that  it  had  even 
been  greater.      The  notorious   fact    is 
precisely  the  reverse  of  what  my  noble 
Friend  has  stated.     The  fact  is  that  the 
amount  of  reductions  found  necessary 
by  the   Commissioners  has  been  gra- 
dually diminishing,  and  the  percentage 
of  reduction  during  the  last  few  months 
has  been  considerably  lower  than  at  the 
time  of  the  earlier   operations    of  the 
Court.   Then  my  noble  Friend  said  that 
it  was  notorious  that,  contraiy  io  our 
expectations  and  predictions,  the  largest 
estates    in   Ireland    have    been   most 
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severely  dealt  with.  My  noble  Friend 
must  have  forgotten  some  of  the  most 
important  parts  of  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  of  this  House,  of 
which  he  was  a  Member,  which  sat  on 
this  subject  last  year.  If  he  will  re- 
fresh his  memory,  he  will  find  the  Com- 
missioners, Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan  and 
Mr.  Vernon,  both  stated  that,  while 
the  amount  of  rack-renting  was  greater 
than  they  had  expected,  and,  conse- 
quently, in  many  cases,  the  reduction  on 
what  they  fully  admitted  to  be  excessive 
rent,  the  large  estates  had  been  scarcely 
touched  by  the  operation  of  the  Courts. 
They  also  said  that  their  experience  of 
excessive  rents  was  in  the  main,  or  to  a 
very  large  extent,  confined  to  the  smallest 
class  of  estates.  My  noble  Friend  has, 
I  tliink,  treated  the  House  to  the 
gloomiest  and  most  morbid  yiew  of  the 
Irish  situation  that  I  have  ever  yet 
heard  even  in  this  House.  I  can  only 
hope  that  your  Lordships  will  not  be 
influenced  by  any  view  so  evidently  ex- 
aggerated and  so  evidently  morbid  as 
that  taken  by  my  noble  Friend.  I  now 
come  to  the  Hesolution  proposed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  behind  me  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne).  My  noble  Friend 
on  the  Cross  Benches  (the  Earl  of  Dun- 
raven)  stated  that  peasant  proprietor- 
ship was  very  objectionable,  but  that 
the  present  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland 
was  still  more  so,  and  that,  conse- 
quently, he  preferred  the  former.  The 
noble  Marquess,  on  the  other  hand,  has 
adduced  reasons  of  a  much  more  sub- 
stantial kind  in  support  of  his  proposal 
than  that.  I  must  say  I  entirely  agree 
with  his  mode  of  stating  the  object 
which  the  Government,  as  well  as  he, 
have  in  view — namely — 

"  Giving  to  a  larger  portion  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  a  permanent  proprietary  interest  in 
the  soil  by  the  purchase  of  their  holdings." 

The  Qovernment  have  in  no  way 
changed  their  opinion  in  favour  of  that 
object.  They  believe,  as  they  have  often 
said  in  Parliament,  that  that  object  is  a 
highly  desirable  one  in  the  interests  of 
all  classes  in  Ireland,  and  they  have  not 
abandoned  the  hope  of  attaining  it.  But 
the  question  which  the  Government 
have  had  to  put  to  themselves,  and 
which  I  have  to  put  to  the  House,  is  a 
practical  one — namely,  whether  an  in- 
quiry by  way  of  Royal  Commission,  as 
proposed  by  the  noble  Marquess,  is 
likely  to  tend  to  the  promotion  of  that 
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object ;  and   whether,  also,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  it  would  be  wise 
to  set  on  foot  now   a  new  formal  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  this  impor- 
tant part  of  the  Land  Act  of  18BI.    I 
did  not  gather  from  the  observations  of 
my  noble  Friend  that .  he  brought  this 
Motion  forward  with  the  intention  of 
pressing  for  legislation  during  the  pre- 
sent Session.     There  is  nothing  in  his 
speech  which  gives  that  idea ;  and  if  it 
is  so,  the  Government   and  my  noble 
Friend  are  agreed  to  that  extent.    My 
noble  Friend  referred  to  the  opinions  of 
the  Irish  Land  Commissioners,  and  I 
also  should  like  to  refer  to  them.    Last 
summer    the  Land  Commissioners  in- 
formed the  Government  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  your  Lordships'  House,  in  the 
same  terms,  that,  in  their  belief,  nothing 
effectual  could  be  done  at  present  in 
connection  with  the  Purchase  Clauses. 
They  told    the    Government  that  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  tenants  were  fixed 
upon  obtaining  a  settlement   of  their 
rents,  whether  in  or  out  of  Court,  and 
had  not  as  yet  been  turned  at  all  to  the 
question  of  purchasing  their  holdings. 
The  Commissioners  laid  down  then,  very 
strongly,  that  there  was  nothing  useful 
to  be  done  in  connection  with  the  subject 
of  purchase,  and  that   is   the    opinion 
which  they  still  entertain.     That  is  also 
the  view  of  the  Goyemment,  founded 
upon  all  the  information  we  can  obtain. 
The  Government  feel  that  in  this  matter, 
if  they  wait  for  the  present,  they  will, 
before  long,   be  in  a  far  better  posi- 
tion  to  judge  as  to  what  are  the  ne- 
cessities of  the  case  that  call  for  legis- 
lation, and  what  amount  of  change  will 
make  these  Purchase  Clauses  available 
for  the  Irish  tenant  and  induce  him  to 
make  use  of  them.     But  that  time  has 
not  yet  come.     Great  progress  is  being 
made  in  the  settlement  of  rents  in  Ire- 
land, and  we  have  good  reason  to  believe 
that  the  minds  of  the  mass  of  Irish 
tenants  are  settling  down  in    a    way 
which,  compared  with  the  last  two  or 
three  years,  is  highly  satisfactory  and 
full  of  hope.    When  that  process  has 
gone  further,  as  it  is  now  going,  we  are 
convinced  that  it  will  be  far  easier  to 
decide  what  the  shortcomings  in  the 
Purchase  Clauses  of  the  Irish  Land  Act 
are,  and  in  what  way  those  clauses  ought 
to  be  dealt  with,  so  as  to  make  them 
effective  for  the  obiect  in  view.     Until 
then,  our  belief  is  that  there  is  nothing 
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which  can  usefully  or  effectiyely  be  done; 
and  I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  my  noble 
Priend  the  noble  Marquess  would  not 
agree  that  the  subject  does  not  call  for 
immediate  legislation.     But  my  noble 
Friend  may  say — "  Though  this  may  not 
be  the  moment  for  legislation,  you  may 
make  use  of  the  interval  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiring  with  a  view  to  coming  legis- 
lation."    XJpon  that  point  I  have  two 
obserrations  to  make.    First  of  all>  the 
Oovemment  do  not  think  that  this  is  a 
case  in  which  a  fresh   public  inquiry 
would  help  them  in  their  task.    There 
has  been  a  large  amount  of  inquiring, 
investigating,   and  reporting   upon  this 
subject  already.    It  has  been  inquired 
into  and  reported  upon  by  two  Koyal 
Commissions  before  the  passing  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act,  and  we  haye  that  infor- 
mation and  those  opinions  before  us. 
We  also  have,  and  shall  haye,  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  experience  of  the  Irish 
Liand  Commission.     There  is  also  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  of  your 
liordships'   House,  and  the  Eeport  of 
that  Committee,  which  will  be  one  of  the 
materials  of  judging  when  the  matter 
comes  to  be  dealt  with.  Remember  what 
the  aim  of  such  an  inquiry  as  this  must 
be.     It  is  not  to  inquire  whether  the 
object  is  a  desirable  one  or  not ;  upon 
that  we  are  all  agreed.    It  would  not 
even  be  an  inquiry  into  the   general 
mode  of  attaining  that  object — it  would 
be  an  inquiry  into   the  details  of  the 
process,   into  the  machinery  by  which 
the  object   is  to    be  gained,    and  es- 
pecially it  would  be  an  inquiry  which 
would    greatly    concern    the    financial 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  the  Qo- 
vemment,    and  the   safeguards  which 
it  would  be  necessary  to  adopt,  in  case 
a  large  number  of  tenants  were  to  come 
into  debtor  and  creditor  relations  with 
the    Treasury    of    this    country.     The 
Government  are  convinced  that  such  a 
work  would  be  better  done  by  the  Exe- 
cutive Government  itself  than  by  any 
Koyal  Commission  that  could  be  ap- 
pointed.   But,  in  the  second  place,  they 
are  convinced  that  while  a  careful  in- 
vestigation into  this  question  of  machi- 
nery, and  into  questions  relating  to  the 
financial  responsibilities  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  one  hand,  and  the  interest 
of  Irish  landlords  and  Irish  tenants  on 
the  other,  would  be  much  more  safely 
and  wisely  dealt  with  by  the  Government 
itself,  they  think  that,  by  now  once  more 


opening  a  new  public  inquiry  into  this 
large  branch  of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1881,  an  unsettling  effect  would  be  pro- 
duced upon  the  minds  of  people  in  Ire- 
land. These  are  the  g^unas  upon  which 
the  Goyemment  are  not  able  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  proposal  made 
by  my  noble  Friend  would  tend  to  the 
better  attainment  of  the  object  which  he 
and  they  both  have  in  view ;  while,  at 
the  same  time,  they  believe  it  would  be 
liable  to  many  disadvantages  in  the  pro- 
cess. I  should  be  sorry  to  say  one  word 
which  might  give  the  utterly  false  idea 
that  I,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
intend  to  throw  any  cold  water  on  the 
object  which  the  noble  Marquess  has  in 
view ;  but  I  submit  to  the  House,  and  I 
trust  the  House  will  share  the  view  of 
the  Government,  that  the  mode  of  action 
proposed  would  not  promote  that  object, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  it  would,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  seriously  in- 
terfere with  that  responsibility  of  their 
own  of  which  they  cannot  divest  them- 
selyes 

The  Marquess  of  WATEEFORD 
said,  that  he  regretted  the  Government 
had  not  accepted  the  Motion.  He,  for 
one,  did  not  wonder  at  the  passion  which 
had  been  shown  by  Irish  landlords  in 
the  course  of  these  debates,  because  no 
class  of  men  had  ever  been  treated  as 
Irish  landlords  had  been  treated  by  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  could  not  under- 
stand how  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  could  say  that  the  figures  quoted  by 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  seconded  the 
Motion  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  were  in- 
correct, when  it  had  been  proved,  over 
and  over  again,  that  the  figures  of  the 
Commissioners  were  incorrect.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  stated  that 
the  reductions  in  rent  in  the  Land  Courts 
were  not  now  so  large  as  they  formerly 
were ;  but  the  impression  in  Ireland  was 
general  that  these  reductions  were  going 
on  upon  very  much  the  same  scale  as 
before,  and  in  some  cases  upon  a  greater 
scale.  He  knew  himself  a  case  where 
two  estates  were  reduced,  one  20  per 
cent,  and  the  other  40  per  cent,  and  they 
were  exactly  the  same  class  of  land.  As 
to  the  large  estates  not  being  touched, 
why  the  estate  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Abercorn)  had  been  very  largely 
touched. 

Lord  OAELINGFOED  (Lord  Privt 
Sbal)  said,  that  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan, 
in  his  eyidence  before  the  Committee  of 
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their  Lordships'  House,  had  stated  that 
the  large  estates  had  been  but  slightly 
touched. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFOED 
said,  that,  when  Mr.  Justice  O'Hagan 
gave  that  evidence,  the  Land  Commis- 
sion was  only  beginning  its  work,  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
himself  said  that  they  ought  not  to  have 
an  inquiry,  because  there  were  such  few 
cases.  Everybody  knew  that  the  great 
estates  had  been  just  as  much  reduced 
as  the  small  ones,  and  that  the  reduc- 
tions had  been  made  upon  rents  that 
had  been  fixed  for  many  years.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  the  Government 
favoured  the  working  of  the  Purchase 
Clauses ;  for  he  (the  Marquess  of  Water- 
ford),  with  others,  had  been  inclined  to 
believe  that  the  Government  wished  for 
delay.  Did  they  wish  to  delay  until  the 
value  of  the  landlords'  property  was  so 
depreciated  that  they  could  buy  it  for  a 
trifle  ?  As  a  Member  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships'  House,  he 
wished  to  say  a  word  on  that  point. 
The  Land  Act  had  absolutely  prevented 
the  sale  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  many 
properties  had  been  put  up  for  sale  in 
the  Encumbered  Estates  Court  without 
a  single  bidder.  At  the  same  time, 
while  the  fee-simple  of  the  estate  was 
not  saleable,  the  tenants'  interest  fetched 
a  great  deal  more  than  it  had  ever  done 
before.  The  noble  Lord  might  suppose 
that  that  was  owing  to  the  agitations, 
or  the  agricultural  distress ;  but  the  facts 
did  not  bear  out  that  view.  No  doubt 
the  difficulties  the  tenants  had  in  bor- 
rowing the  purchase-money  was  one  of 
the  greatest  impediments  in  the  way  of 
purchase.  But  when  the  tenants  had 
something  almost  as  good  as  fixity  of 
tenure,  and  knew  that  they  could  not 
get  a  better  occupation  by  purchase  than 
they  had  already,  and  that  they  would 
even  lose  by  purchase,  it  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at  that  they  did  not  come  for- 
ward and  purchase  the  landlords'  es- 
tates. The  Treasury  had  thrown  every 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  working  these 
clauses.  They  had  refused,  or  almost 
refused,  to  advance  money  at  all.  They 
had  done  everything  in  their  power  to 
prevent  them  working;  and  if  the 
fountain  head  was  against  the  working 
of  those  clauses,  he  did  not  see  how  it 
was  possible  for  them  to  be  worked. 
Then  the  Land  Court,  overburdened  by 
work  as  it  was,  could  not  possibly  be 
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expected  to  work  those  clauses  properly. 
That  Court,  which  had  to  assess  the 
value  of  the  rents,  could  not  be  ex- 
pected to  act  fairly  by  the  landlord  and 
tenant  in  the  matter  of  purchase,  be- 
cause it  was  natural  that  they  should  be 
inclined  to  a  further  reduction  of  rent. 
There  was  a  Court  in  existence,  how- 
ever, a  Court  with  all  the  necessary  ma- 
chinery, with  officers  perfectly  acquainted 
with  the  value  of  land,  and  with  power 
to  give  a  title  to  property — he  alluded  to 
the  Encumbered  Estates  Court — and  he 
-ventured  to  say  that  if  the  properties  to 
be  purchased  passed  through  the  hands 
of  that  Court  the  result  would  be  satis- 
factory. The  adoption  of  that  sugges- 
tion would  certainly  save  expense,  and 
would  greatly  facilitate  the  working  of 
the  clauses  in  question.  He  could  not 
wonder  that  these  clauses  of  the  Act  had 
been  much  more  a  dead  letter  than  they 
were  under  the  Act  of  1870.  Landlords 
were  now  obliged  to  retain  their  pro- 
perties, whether  they  would  or  not,  and 
possibly  for  the  benefit  of  the  mortgagees 
alone.  Immense  stress  had  been  laid 
upon  the  working  of  the  Bright  Clauses. 
When  the  Act  of  1870  was  passed,  the 
Government  at  that  time  believed  that 
if  a  peasant  proprietary  could  be  estab- 
lished throughout  the  length  of  Ireland 
it  would  add  enormously  to  the  loyalty 
of  the  population,  and  that  the  agitators 
would  not  have  the  hold  upon  the  people 
which  they  had  had  up  to  the  present 
time.  The  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had  alluded  to 
some  remarkable  words  which  were 
made  use  of  in  a  speech  of  Lord  Har- 
tington,  and  which  were  to  the  same 
effect.  But  if  that  view  of  the  case 
were  true,  why  was  it  the  Government 
did  not  take  steps  to  have  those  state- 
ments carried  out?  They  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  the  Punmase  Clauses 
were  a  dead  letter,  and  yet  they  sat 
quiet  and  asked  for  delay.  Many  con- 
siderations seemed  to  mark  out'  the 
course  proposed  as  being  a  proper  one 
to  pursue.  The  landlord  of  the  future 
would  be  no  more  than,  and  only  a  rent- 
charger.  He  could  not  lay  out  any  money 
for  improvements,  because  he  knew  very 
well  that  his  money  might  be  confiscated 
and  sold  by  the  tenant  the  next  moment ; 
and  he  had,  in  fact,  no  interest  in  his 
estate.  He  would  probably  be  an  ab- 
sentee, and  from  time  immemorial  absen- 
tees had  been  looked  upon  as  a  curse  to 
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Ireland.    It  was  said  that  the  absentee 
landlords  had  done  nothing  for  the  ten- 
ants, that  they  had  drawn  the  rents  out 
of  the  country  and    spent  them   else- 
where ;  and  lately  they  had  heard — he 
did  not  know  how  true  it  was — that  a 
g^eat  part  of  the  cause  of  the  agricul- 
tural distress  in  this  country  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  land  was  held  by  so 
few  persons.    He  would,  at  any  rate, 
be   one   of    the    too    few    owners    of 
the   land    to  whose    exclusive    owner- 
ship much  of  the  agricultural  distress 
had  been  often  attributed.    The  Act  of 
1881  would  tend  to  perpetuate  and  to 
aggravate  all  these  unfortunate  social 
and    economic    conditions.      It    would 
have  the  effect  of   turning  the  g^eat 
bulk  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  into 
absentees,  and,  at  the  same  time,  of  keep- 
ing the  proprietorships  in  the  hands  of 
a  few ;    because,   however  ready  they 
might  be  to  sell,  they  would  not  be 
able  to  dispose  of  a  single  acre.    It 
came  to  this,  then — that  those  who  be- 
lieved that  the  land  of  England  was 
held  by  too  few  persons  had  succeeded 
in  passing  for  Ireland  a  measure  which 
kept  the  land  in  the  hands  of  a  few,  for 
it  forced  the  landlords  to  retain  their 
property,  and  prevented  them  from  de- 
veloping its  resources;    while,   at  the 
same  time,  rendering  them  practically 
useless  members  of  society.    His  own 
belief  was  that  the  Purchase  Clauses 
might  be  made  operative  very  speedily, 
and  without  any  loss  to  the  State,  if  the 
Government  could  only  be  persuaded 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  risk  in 
advancing  the  whole  of  the  purchase 
money  to  the  tenants.    A  certain  sum 
of  money  might  be  set  apart  for  this 
purpose  every  year,  and  the  result  would 
be  that  while  the  second  or  third  batch 
of  tenants  were  borrowing  the  money 
the  first  batch  would  have  repaid  it. 
He  entirely  agreed  with  what  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
said  on  that  point.     He  believed  that 
the  instalmentis  which  would  have  to 
be  paid  to  the  Government  would  be 
looked  upon  by  the  tenants  as  so  much 
of  an  investment ;  and  if  he  repudiated 
it  he  would  lose,  in  addition  to  his 
farm,  all  the  money  he  had  paid  up  to 
the  time  he  ceasea  payment.     He  (the 
Marquess    of    Waterford)    could    not 
see,  therefore,  that  there  would  be  the 
slightest  danger  of  the  State  advanc- 
ing the  whole   of   the  money  to  the 


tenants ;  and  he  was  quite  satisfied  that 
it  would  have  such  a  beneficial  result 
upon  Ireland,  that,  even  if  there  was  a 
risk  of  its  costing  the  State  any  money, 
it  would  be  amply  repaid  in  the  im- 
proved state  of  things  which  would 
follow.  They  must  do  something  to 
render  land  saleable  again,  for  as  things 
were,  land  in  Ireland  was  simply  un- 
saleable at  any  price.  Properties  must 
change  hands ;  but,  at  the  present  time, 
they  could  not  be  sold,  because  buyers 
had  been  frightened  away,  not  by 
the  depreciation  of  the  value  of  the 
property,  but  by  Imperial  legislation  and 
nothing  else.  He  therefore  thought, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  was  in- 
cumbent upon  the  Government  to  take 
steps  to  give  effect  to  the  Purchase 
Glauses  of  the  Act,  which  promised  to 
be  most  effectually  remedial.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  said 
that  the  Government  was  as  anxious 
as  he  was  that  the  Purchase  Clauses 
should  be  worked.  If  that  was  so, 
what  was  the  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
its  being  done?  He  knew  it  was  be- 
lieved that,  if  that  were  done,  every 
tenant  in  Ireland  would  at  once  become  a 
proprietor ;  but  if  the  Government  had  any 
doubt  upon  that,  could  they  not  moderate 
the  use  of  the  clauses  by  an  annual  grant 
of  so  much  ?  By  so  doing,  the  first  lot  of 
tenants  would  almost  have  paid  the  first 
instalment,  before  the  latter  part  had 
received  any  money  at  all.  Of  course, 
not  every  tenant  in  Ireland  could  be- 
come a  proprietor,  and  not  every  land- 
lord would  wish  to  sell.  He  knew, 
however,  that  in  Ulster  the  tenants  were 
more  anxious  to  buy  than  in  the  other 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  that  there  they 
were  looking  with  the  greatest  interest 
to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  he  had  received  a  telegram  from 
an  influential  meeting  there,  praying 
the  House  to  accede  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's Motion.  They  were  most  anxious 
to  purchase  their  holdings  in  Ulster; 
indeed,  no  landlord  could  be  more  deeply 
interested  in  the  question  than  the  Ulster 
tenants,  and  he  believed  that  before 
long  they  would  have  both  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland  anxiously  agi- 
tating for  a  change  that  would  render 
those  clauses  really  workable.  He  sin- 
cerely wished  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  acceded  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Boyal  Commission,  for  though 
tho  Irish  Land  Question  had  been  the 
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Bubjeot  of  many  inquiries,  moat  of  the 
information  had  been  obtained  before 
the  passing  of  the  Land  Act,  and  the 
state  of  things  had  been  completely 
changed  since  that  time.  An  inquiry 
now,  at  any  rate,  would  show  the  coun- 
try that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
really  anxious  that  the  Purchase  Clauses 
should  be  rendered  workable  ;  and  that 
they  were  anxious  in  some  manner  to 
mitigate  the  evils  which  had  followed 
the  violent  change  in  the  Land  Laws — 
of  that  which  they  had  seen  —  evils 
which  he  believed  would  increase  in 
volume  every  day  that  they  remained 
unremedied. 

Earl  COWPER  said,  he  deeply  re- 
gretted that  the  Government  had  not 
assented  to  inquiry  in  respect  to  this 
matter.  He  was  rather  sorry  that  every- 
body who 'had  advocated  that  inquiry 
had  coupled  his  remarks,  more  or  less, 
with  observations  derogatory  to  the 
Land  Act.  He  thought  it  would  bo  a 
pity  that  it  should  be  supposed  that  the 
two  things  were  in  antagonism,  or  that 
an  inquiry  was  to  be  vindicated  only  on 
the  ground  of  its  repairing  an  injus- 
tice done  by  that  Act.  He  considered 
the  Land  Act  had  materially  reduced  the 
grievances  of  the  Irish  people,  which  the 
Purchase  Glauses  by  themselves  would 
not  have  done.  That  Act,  in  his  opinion, 
was  certainly  a  good  and  j  ust  measure,  but 
it  had  one  drawback.  They  knew  that  al- 
though the  improvements  on  holdings, 
as  a  rule,  had  been  made  by  the  tenants, 
there  were  some  landlords  who  did  make 
improvements  themselves,  and  they  felt 
that  the  Act  had  had  the  effect  of  causing 
landlords  to  stop  making  these  improve- 
ments. The  consequence  was  that  the 
tenants  carried  out  all  those  improve- 
ments, and  landlords  would  undoubt- 
edly more  and  more,  year  after  year, 
get  into  the  condition  of  mere  rent- 
chargers;  and  what  he  said  was  that 
these  mere  rent-chargers  should,  if  they 
chose,  be  allowed  and  even  encouraged 
to  sell  their  estates,  and  that  the  tenants 
now  who  had  made  all  the  improve- 
ments in  the  land  should  have  the  addi- 
tional responsibility  of  ownership.  One 
objection  to  the  scheme  put  forward  for 
placing  the  tenant  in  the  position  of  an 
owner  was  that  the  State  must,  for  a 
certain  number  of  years,  itself  become 
the  landlord.  He  did  not,  however, 
see  any  objection  to  such  a  system  of 
tenancy,   and  there  would  not  be  any 
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difficulty  in  collecting  the  rents,  as  the 
Government  had  the  power  to  enforce 
them.     It  was,  however,  said  that  would 
excite  odium  against  the  Government, 
but  he  did  not  share  in  that  opinion.  Oa 
the  contrary,  he    thought   tney  would 
incur  less  odium  in  enforcing  their  own 
rights  than    they  did  in  enforcing  the 
rights  of  others,   and  certainly  voald 
find  it  much  easier  to  do  so.    His  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had 
stated  that  the  Government  had  acted 
with  reluctance  in  enforcing  the  payment 
of  rent  to  the  landlords;  whereas  the  fact 
was,  there  was  no  one  occasion  on  which 
they  had  not  helped  them.  If  a  landlord 
wrote  to  Dublin  Oastle  to  say  he  wanted 
such  assistance,  a  force  of  military  and 
of  police  were  sent  to  help  to  enforce  his 
rights ;  but  sometimes  when  they  had 
gone  long  distances   they  found  when 
they  got  to  their  journey's   end  there 
was  no  occasion  for  their  services,  for 
arrangements  had  been  made  at  the  last 
moment  by  the  landlord,  agent,  or  bailiff, 
and  the  men  had  to  march  back  again. 
There  was  want  of  joint  action  on  the 
part  of  the  landlords ;   for  if  they  had 
only  agreed  among  themselves  in  any 
locality  where  they  might  require  assist- 
ance,  the  Government  could  have  af- 
forded it  them  more  easily.  The  work  was 
done  sporadically.  It  had  been  impossible 
for  the  authorities  to  render  the  assist- 
ance they  might  have  done  if  they  could 
have  dealt  with  a  county  or  a  district  at  a 
time.    There  would  have  been  great  ad- 
vantages if  the  Government  had  had  the 
whole  power  of  collecting  the  rent ;  and 
the  Government  could  scarcely  ha?6  in- 
curred more  odium  in  enforcing  its  own 
rights  than  it  had  incurred  in  enforcing 
those  of  other  people.     He  was  very 
sorry    that  the    Government    had  an- 
nounced that  it  was  not  their  intention 
to  grant  the  Commission  asked  for.    He 
thought  that  if  they  stated  it  was  their 
iutention   to   make    sufficient  inquines 
on  the  subject,  it  would  answer  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Besolution.     It  would  have 
been  much  more  satisfactory  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  undertaken  inquiry  with 
the  view  of  settling  all  the  details  that 
could  possibly  be  settled  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  years  over  which  payment  for  a 
loan  should  be  spread,  the  Court  which 
was  to  carry  out  the  scheme,  and  all 
matters  which  needed  so  much  inquiry. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
said  it  would  be  better  to  allow  things  to 
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settle  down .  He  (Earl  Co wper)  doubted 
very  much  whether,  if  there  was  a  post- 
ponement and  there  was  a  marked 
change  in  the  country  in  the  way  of  im- 
provement, the  English  people  would  be 
inclined  to  re-open  the  question  until  it 
was  again  forced  on  their  attention. 
There  were  many  reasons  why  the  Bright 
Clauses  should  be  made  more  workable. 
He  must  repeat  that  he  regretted  very 
much  that  the  GoTernment  did  not  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  make  inquiries. 
There  was  no  more  proper  time  to  make 
those  inquiries  than  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, when  the  landlords  were  anxious 
to  sell.  It  would  be  a  boon  to  them,  and 
the  tenants  would  buy  cheaply ;  and,  for 
that  reason,  he  did  not  see  why  the  Pur- 
chase Clauses  should  not  at  once  be 
made  workable. 

Lord  WAVENEY,  after  reading  a 
Petition  from  the  Ulster  Tenant  Bight 
Association,  praying  that  their  Lord- 
fihips  would  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe),  and  also  quoting  several  resolu- 
tions passed  at  meetings  in  Ireland,  in 
its  favour,  said,  he  heartily  joined  in  the 
regret  that  had  been  expressed  by  several 
speakers  that  the  Oovemment  had  sig- 
nified its  intention  of  not  offering  any 
assistance  in  the  matter,  as  he  believed 
it  to  be  of  the  greatest  moment  that  the 
fullest  light  should  be  thrown  upon  a 
subject  of  such  vast  importance  to  the 
future  of  Ireland.  He  contended  that 
it  was  urgently  needed  to  supply  Go- 
vernment with  data  for  supervising  the 
new  legislation,  which  was  designed  to 
effect  a  revolution  in  the  economical 
condition  of  the  country.  In  his  opinion, 
the  best  arrangement  that  could  be  made 
in  the  circumstances  would  be  one  by 
which  the  farms  would  be  transferred  to 
a  peasant  proprietary,  with  a  modified 
reduction  of  their  interest  that  would  be 
equivalent  to  the  copyhold  system  of 
this  country.  Such  an  arrangement  was 
especially  required  as  regarded  the  ten- 
ants in  Ulster. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  he  would  refer 
their  Lordships  to  his  Protests  put  upon 
the  Journals  of  the  House  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Land  Acts  of  1 870  and 
1881,  in  which  he  had  foreshadowed 
many  of  the  difficulties  which  had  since 
arisen  respecting  it,  and  had  predicted 
that  the  purchase  of  holdings  would 
cause  disputes  between  the  purchasers 
of  a  valueless  tenant  right  and  those  who 


entered  farms  at  the  end  of  the  first  or 
second  15  years'  lease.  He  had  a  farm 
which,  in  1817,  paid  £120  yearly  rent; 
this  was  reduced,  first,  to  £90,  and  lat- 
terly by  his  father,  in  consultation  with 
him,  to  £60 ;  but,  the  land  being  ex- 
hausted from  the  tenant's  acting  as  a 
carrier  of  lime,  that  rent  could  not  be 
paid,  on  which  he  (Lord  Denman)  culti- 
vated the  farm,  and  the  son  of  the  ten- 
ant, in  1817,  was  his  caretaker.  It  now 
was  in  good  condition.  Bearing  this  in 
mind,  and  referring  to  his  Protests,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  present  Motion  of 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  would  lead  to  any 
good  result. 

The  Makquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
reply,  said,  he  wished,  in  the  first  place, 
to  explain  with  regard  to  the  remarks 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  t&e  late  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  (Earl  Cowper), 
that  when  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe) said  the  Government  had  reluc- 
tantly supported  landlords  in  enforcing 
the  payment  of  rent,  he  did  not  intend 
to  apply  the  words  to  the  action  of  the 
Executive  in  Ireland.  He  had  rather 
in  his  mind  the  fact — which  he  still 
believed  to  be  a  fact — that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not,  at  first,  clearly  apprehend 
the  character  of  the  struggle  which  was 
going  on  between  landlords  and  tenants 
in  Ireland,  and  that  the  moral  support 
which  landlords  received  was  not  of  a 
very  cordial  character.  That  was  evi- 
dent from  the  fact  that  in  1880,  imme- 
diately after  their  accession  to  Office, 
they  introduced  a  Bill  imposing  heavy 
penalties  upon  landlords  who  attempted 
to  enforce  their  undoubted  rights  by- 
eviction.  He  could  not  regard  the 
reply  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  as  being  in  every  respect  satis- 
factory; but,  nevertheless,  those  who 
were  interested  in  this  question  might 
gather  some  crumbs  of  comfort  from 
what  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord. 
He  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  state 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  wore 
still  in  favour  of  an  effectual  mea- 
sure for  increasing  the  number  of  pro- 
prietors in  Ireland,  but  that  they  re- 
served to  themselves  the  duty  of  revising 
the  shortcomings  of  the  Land  Act,  and 
that  they  would  do  so  at  the  proper 
time.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  said  tnat 
the  Government  would  brine  in  a  Bill 
next  year,  his  answer  would  have  been 
entirely  satisfactory.    His  (the  Marquess 
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of  Lansdowne's)  contention  was  that  in- 
definite delay  was  unfortunate — first, 
because  nothing  with  regard  to  the 
operation  of  the  Purchase  Clauses  was 
so  prejudicial  as  uncertainty  as  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  they  were  to  be  amended  ; 
and,  secondly,  because  there  were  many 
owners  of  land  in  Ireland  who  were  not 
able  to  wait  for  an  indefinite  time.  These 
men,  if  not  extricated  from  the  embar- 
rassing position  in  which  they  stood, 
would  before  long  be  in  a  state  of  ab- 
solute ruin.  He  did  not,  of  course,  in- 
tend to  press  his  Motion,  because  an 
inquiry  of  this  sort,  if  forced  upon  the 
Government,  would  lead  to  no  useful 
results.  He  would  only  beg  the  Govern- 
ment to  address  themselves  seriously  to 
the  consideration  of  this  matter,  and  to 
do  so  with  as  little  delay  as  possible.  In 
conclusion,  he  begged  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 
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Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  wiih- 
drawn), 

Houso  adjoumod  at  Eight  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o*  clock. 


Q  UESTI0N8. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
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House  Licensing  Committees  •  [110]  ;  Clerical 
Disabilities  (House  of  Commons)*  [111]. 

Second  Reading — Municipal  Corporations  (Un- 
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Amendment*  [107],  and  passed. 
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ARMY  (INDIA)— VETERINARY  DEPART- 
MBNT  —  GLANDERS  IN  CAVALRY 
REGIMENTS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  a  regiment  of  Bengal 
Cavalry,  infected  with  glanders  for  some 
time,  and  without  being  accompanied  by 
a  veterinary  surgeon,  was  sent  to  Egypt ; 
that  the  horses  were  not  medically  in- 
spected before  embarkation  from  India ; 
that  some  of  them  died  or  were  destroyed 
for  glanders  on  shipboard  before  the 
regiment  reached  Egypt ;  that  many 
were  destroyed  while  in  Egypt,  and  a 
troop  had  to  be  placed  horsde  combat  at 
Suez,  the  horses  of  the  other  regiments 
and  corps  being  placed  in  great  peril  of 
infection ;  that  on  the  return  voyage  to 
India,  and  subsequently,  many  more  of 
these  Bengal  Cavalry  horses  have  been 
destroyed  for  glanders;  and  that  an 
ofEcer  of  an  infantry  regiment  died  at 
Lucknow  of  glanders,  as  well  as  two 
natives,  these  persons  having  been  on 
board  ship  with  these  horses  retnming 
from  Egypt,  and  there  becoming  ia- 
fected ;  and,  whether  it  is  also  the  fact 
that  with  more  than  7,000  animals 
despatched  with  the  expeditionary  force 
from  India  to  Egypt,  there  were  only 
two  veterinary  officers,  while  the  propor- 
tion in  the  Imperial  Army  is  one  veteri- 
nary surgeon  to  two  hundred  and  fifty 
or  three  hundred  animals  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  Sir,  an  inquiry 
was  made  two  months  ago  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  as  to  the  precise  extent 
to  which  glanders  prevailed  among  the 
Bengal  Cavalry  during  the  recent  cam- 
paign and  previously.  Their  detailed 
Keport  may  be  shortly  expected.  No 
information  has  reached  the  India  Office 
of  any  officer  or  other  person  having  died 
of  this  disease  after  their  return  to  India; 
but  inquiry  will  at  once  be  made  on  this 
and  other  points  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  British  veterinary  surgeons  are 
never  employed  on  the  establishment  of 
the  Bengal  Native  Cavalry,  but  instead 
each  regiment  has  on  its  establishment 
two  "oalootrees"  (a  very  competent 
body  of  men),  and  these  accompanied 
the  corps  to  Egypt.  The  recently 
organized  transport  service  is  also  pro- 
vided with  ''Salootrees,"  and  the  full 
war  establishment  was  attached  to  the 
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transport  in  Egypt.  Eaoh  battery  of 
artillery  had  its  British  veterinary  sur- 
greon,  and  a  veterinary  surgeon  on .  the 
Bta£f  aooompanied  Sir  Herbert  Maopher- 
son  as  superintendent. 

NATIONAL   MANUSCRIPTS   OF 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  H.  S.  NOBTHCOTE  (for  Mr.  Bul- 
▼bb)  asked  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  What  is  the  cause  of  the  great 
length  of  the  preface  to  the  last  volume 
of  the  National  Manuscripts  of  Ireland ; 
did  the  unusual  length  of  that  preface 
substantially  add  to  the  price  of  the 
Tolume  (£5  5«.) ;  and,  is  that  preface 
now  published  as  a  separate  volume,  and 
6old  at  the  small  price  of  two  shillings  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  work  in 
question  being  published  under  the  sole 
superintendence  of  the  Master  of  the 
Soils  in  Ireland,  I  have  communicated 
▼ith  his  Honour  on  the  subject.  He  in- 
forms me  that  the  increased  length  of 
the  introduction  is  rendered  necessary 
by  the  nature  and  history  of  the  docu- 
ments of  which  it  contains  facsimiles. 
No  comparison,  he  says,  can  be  justly 
made  between  them  and  those  facsimiled 
in  former  parts,  in  judging  of  an  intro- 
duction or  an  appendix  to  them.  He 
thinks  that  only  a  few  passages  of  the  in- 
troduction could  with  advantage  have 
been  omitted,  and  had  the  introduction 
been  altogether  omitted,  the  reduction 
in  price  would  have  been  only  6«.  or  7«. 
The  introduction  has  been  published 
separately  in  a  smaller  size,  and  is  sold 
for  2s.  This  has  been  done  for  each 
volume,  and  is  considered  to  help  the 
sale  of  the  larger  work. 

POST  OFFICE— AMERICAN   MAIL 
SERVICE. 

Mr.  BAXTER  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  with  reference  to  the  complaints 
of  the  mercantile  community  as  to  the 
outgoing  American  Mails,  If  it  is  a  fact 
that  equal  "  regularity "  and  greater 
"  efficiency,"  that  is  greater  speed,  have 
been  attained  by  the  system  adopted  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  of 
Bending  the  Mails  by  all  fast  steamers 
than  by  our  arrangement  of  sending  them 
by  the  steamers  of  the  White  Star,  In« 
man,  and  Cunard  lines  alone ;  if  the 
Inman  Company  are  at  present  employ- 
ing chartered  steamers  of  inferior  power; 
if  he  is  aware  that  the  **  Catalonia  "  and 
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"Pavonia"  and  other  steamers  of  the 
Cunard  line,  as  a  rule,  make  passages 
several  days  longer  than  such  vessels  as 
the  "Alaska"  and  the  << Arizona," 
which  have  not  the  honour  of  carr3ring 
Her  Majesty's  Mails ;  if  the  American 
plan  has  resulted  in  the  Mails  being  de- 
livered in  England  never  later  than  ten 
days  after  leaving  New  York,  while  fre- 
quently the  outward  Mails  take  fourteen 
or  fifteen  days  in  the  passage;  and,  if 
these  statements  be  correct,  wnat  is  there 
to  prevent  our  Government  following  the 
good  example  of  the  United  States  f 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  I  fear  I  could 
not  give  a  full  answer  to  the  Ques- 
ions  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  without 
troubling  the  House  with  many  details.  I 
shall,  however,  be  very  glad  to  make  an 
inquiry  into  the  subject,  with  the  object 
of  ascertaining  whether  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  effect  any  improvement  in  the 
Mail  Service  between  England  and 
America  by  employing  other  lines  of 
steamers  in  addition  to  those  by  whiob 
the  mails  are  now  sent. 


METROPOLITAN  DISTRICT  RAILWAY 
—VENTILATING  SHAFTS  ON  THE 
THAMES  EMBANKMENT. 

Mr.  BUXTON  asked  the  honourable 
Member  for  Truro,  Whether  he  has  sanc- 
tioned the  proposed  opening  of  eight 
shafts  along  the  Thames  Embankment 
which  the  Metropolitan  District  Railway 
desire  to  build ;  whether  some  of  these 
shafts  will  seriously  diminish  the  space 
now  allotted  to  public  gardens  on  the 
Embankment ;  and,  whether  this  House 
will  have  any  opportunity  of  considering 
such  a  proposal  r 

Sir  JAMES  M*GAREL-HOGG :  Sir, 
I  beg  to  inform  my  Hon.  Friend  that  the 
shafts  referred  to  were  provided  for  in  a 
Bill  promoted  by  the  District  Bailway 
Company  in  the  Session  of  1881.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  and  the  Corporation 
of  London  vigorously  opposed  the  Bill 
before  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  and 
the  Board,  through  their  engineer.  Sir 
Joseph  Bazalgette,  offered  evidence  to 
show  that  the  ventilation  could  be 
managed  by  mechanical  means  in  a  way 
which  would  not  be  detrimental  to  the 
public.  The  opposition,  however,  was 
unfortunately  unsuccessful ;  and,  in  ac- 
cordance wiw  the  terms  of  the  Act,  the 
matter  has  recently  been  before  the  arbi- 
trator appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
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before  whom  evidence  for  the  Board  was 
given  by  Sir  Joseph  Bazalgette,  myself,, 
and  others,  and  whose  award  is  now 
being  carried  out.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  these  shafts  will  seriously  diminish 
the  space  now  allotted  to  pubUc  gardens 
on  the  Embankment,  and  will  also  inter- 
fere with  the  road  space;  but  I  am 
afraid  that,  as  matters  stand,  the  Board 
is  powerless  to  prevent  the  erection  of 
these  hideous  structures. 

Lord  ALGEENON  PEEOY  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  inform 
the  House  whether  the  Metropolitan 
District  Bailway  had  paid  the  Metro- 
polis or  any  local  authority  any  sum  of 
money  for  the  ground  taken  for  these 
ventilators  ? 

Sib  JAMES  M'QAEEL-HOGG :  In 
the  original  inception  of  the  Thames 
Embankment  a  sum  of  £200,000  was 
paid  by  the  District  Railway  Company 
for  the  accommodation  then  afforded; 
but  not  a  penny  has  been  paid  for  the 
destruction  of  the  gardens  and  obstruc- 
tioD  of  the  roadway.  If  I  am  rightly 
informed,  the  Company  has  let  land 
which  they  might  have  applied  for  the 
purposes  of  ventilation,  and  then  made 
application  to  Parliament  for  the  powers 
they  obtained  last  year. 

Ma.  J.  £.  YOHKE  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether  there  was  any- 
thing to  be  hoped  from  the  interposition 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mb.  OHAMBEELAIN  :  If  the  hon. 
Member  gives  me  Notice  I  wUl  have 
the  matter  further  looked  into  ;  but,  as 
at  present  advised,  I  am  afraid  we  have 
no  authority  whatever. 


ARREARS  OF  RENT  (IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  would  state  what  is  the  cause  of 
the  delay  in  making  payments  to  land- 
owners under  the  Arrears  Act,  when  the 
tenants  have  lodged  the  year's  rent,  and 
there  is  no  dispute  as  to  the  facts  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived a  Report  from  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, of  which  the  following  is  the 
substance : — An  erroneous  impression  is 
conveyed  by  describing  the  procedure 
with  reference  to  joint  applications  as 
merely  one  of  "making  payments,'*  and 
by  stating  that  in  any  application  the 
facts  are  undisputed.     The  duty  of  in- 
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vestigating  every  case  is  imposed  upon 
the  Commissioners  by  the  Act,  and  they 
consider  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
simplify  or  curtail  their  present  proce- 
dure. Every  application  must  be  regis- 
tered, examined  by  an  investigator  in 
the  Commissioners'  Office,  and  inspected 
by  the  Treasury  Representative  in  Dub- 
lin. If  the  result  is  satisfactory,  and  no 
local  inquiry  is  considered  necessary,  an 
order  for  payment  is  paid  out  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  its  substance '  communi- 
cated both  to  landlord  and  tenant.  But 
before  this  can  be  done  a  large  amount 
of  clerical  labour  is  unavoidable,  and 
this  involves  some  delay.  After  the  noti- 
fication of  the  order  to  the  landlord 
there  is  not  an  interval  of  more  than 
three  days  in  making  actual  payment, 
provided  that  no  question  of  title  is  in- 
volved. I  have  to-day  received  the  fol- 
lowing telegram  on  this  subject  from  the 
Land  Commissioners : — 

''  It  is  confidently  anticipated  that,  by  the  end 
of  May,  landlords,  in  100,000  out  of  the  135,000 
cases  lodged,  will  have  been  paid." 

Rent  lodged  with  the  Commissioners  by 
a  tenant  to  his  landlord's  credit  is  paid 
by  the  Commissioners  when  applied  for. 
There  is  no  delay  as  regards  money  so 
lodged,  except  the  delay  of  one  fortnight 
caused  in  giving  public  notice  by  adver- 
tisement pursuant  to  Section  1,  Sub-sec- 
tion 5,  of  the  Arrears  Act. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  YACHTS. 


Mb.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  Her  Majesty  already  possesses  three 
yachts  in  full  Commission,  in  addition  to 
the  **  Victoria  and  Albert "  (one  of  them, 
the  **  Osborne,"  being  of  large  tonnage), 
he  will  consent  to  postpone  the  propped 
expenditure  of  £45,000  for  repairs  to 
the  '* Victoria  and  Albert;"  whether 
the  estimate  for  the  repairs  is  for  the 
hull  only,  or  if  it  includes  new  boilers, 
overhauling  of  machinery,  cabins,  and 
other  equipments ;  also  reg^lding  of  the 
hull;  whether,  before  sanctioning  the 
outlay,  at  a  time  when  the  revenue  is 
declining,  he  would  recommend  the  sale 
of  one  or  more  of  the  four  yachts ;  and, 
further,  if  he  will  grant  a  Return  show- 
ing the  orginal  cost  of  all  the  four  ves- 
sels, together  with  the  amounts  ex- 
pended upon  them  for  repairs  and  main- 
tenance since  they  were  ouilt,  and  hoir 
often  the  two  larger  yachts  have  been 
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employed  ia  oonveying  Her  Majesty 
across  the  Ohaimei  during  the  past  ten 
years  P 

Me.  CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN: 
Sir,  in  answering  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland,  I  wish  to  be 
allowed  to  correct  a  statement  I  made 
on  this  subject  a  few  days  ago.  The 
estimates  which  at  that  time  had  come 
up  from  the  Dockyard  of  the  cost  of 
repairing  the  Vietoria  and  Albert 
amounted  to  £43,000,  and  I  accord- 
ingly told  the  House  that  the  cost  of  re- 
pairs would  be  about  £45,000.  Subse- 
quently, however,  a  more  detailed  esti- 
mate has  been  received,  including  not 
only  a  thorough  repair  of  the  hull,  but 
also  new  boilers  and  the  complete  re- 
pair of  her  engines,  and  amounting  to 
£55,000.  This  estimate  will  not  be  ap- 
proved until  the  Admiralty  officers  have 
made  an  accurate  survey  of  the  condition 
and  requirements  of  the  vessel,  and  no 
part  of  these  repairs  will  be  undertaken 
-within  the  present  financial  year.  My 
hon.  Friena  suggests  that  if  this  out- 
lay is  incurred  one  of  the  other  Boyal 
yachts  might  be  sold.  The  vessels  main- 
tained for  Boyal  use  consists  of  two 
yachts  and  two  tenders.  No  increase 
has  been  made  for  20  years  in  the  ac- 
commodation provided  for  Her  Majesty's 
service ;  and  it  hardly  seems  that  the 
moment  when  we  propose  to  lay  up  one 
of  the  two  yachts  for  an  extensive  and 
complete  repair  is  an  opportunity  to  be 
taken  for  depriving  the  Queen  of  the 
use  of  the  only  remaining  full-sized 
yacht.  There  is  no  objection  to  furnish 
aKetum  of  expenditure  on  the  Boyal 
Yachts  if  the  hon.  Member  will  move 
for  it ;  but  the  particulars  alluded  to  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  Question  can  hardly 
be  given  in  a  Parliamentary  Betum. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— COMMERCIAL 
NEGOTIATIONS  WITH  SPAIN. 

Mr.  monk  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  called  to  a 
statement  in  the  ''Standard"  of  Feb- 
ruary 27th,  to  the  effect  that,  at  the  sit- 
ting of  the  Senate  at  Madrid  on  the 
previous  day,  the  Marquis  de  la  Vega 
de  Armijo,  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
in  reply  to  an  interpellation,  said  that 
the  negotiations  now  pending  with  Eng- 
land for  a  Treaty  of  Oommeroe  permit 
of  the  hope  of  a  satisfactory  conclusion 
being  arrived  at ;  and,  whether  he  can 


confirm  such  statement  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUBIOE : 
Sir,  Lord  Qranville  has  received  a  tele- 
gram from  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Madrid  to  the  effect  that  no  such  state- 
ment as  that  referred  to  by  the  oorre- 
spondent  of  The  Standard  with  regard  to 
the  commercial  negotiations  with  this 
country  was  made  by  the  Spanish  Minis- 
ter of  State. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-CAVAN  UNION. 

Ma.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
On  what  grounds  the  Local  Government 
Board  refused  to  have  the  contract  for 
milk  in  Cavan  Union  reopened,  seeing 
that  it  was  proved  another  tender  had 
been  misdelivered  by  the  Post  Office  of 
Cavan,  and  which  offered  to  supply  the 
quantity  of  milk  required  for  £160  less 
than  the  tender  which  was  accepted ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Guardians 
who  accepted  the  higher  tender  had 
notice  prior  to  their  decision  that  another 
tender  had  been  sent ;  whether  the  Local 
Government  asked  for  the  decision  of 
the  same  Board  of  Guardians  who  had 
given  the  first  decision,  to  which  ez- 
ceptibn  had  been  taken;  and,  whether 
he  will  instruct  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  hold  a  sworn  investigation  into 
the  whole  case  ? 

Mb.  TBEYELYAN  :  Sir,  the  facts  of 
this  case  are  as  follows  : — Upon  the  day 
appointed  for  receiving  tenders  the  Guar- 
dians had  only  one  before  them,  which 
they  accepted.  They  were  informed  by 
a  Mr.  Hewitt  that  he  had  sent  a  lower 
tender;  but  the  Guardians  assert  that 
the  prices  he  named  were  not  known  to- 
them  until  after  they  had  accepted  the 
other  tender.  It  subsequently  appeared 
that  Mr.  Hewitt's  tender  had  miscarried 
in  the  Post  Office,  and  he  complained  on 
the  subject  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  who  immediately  wrote  to  the 
Guardians  asking  if  they  wished  to  put  an 
end  to  the  contract  which  they  had  made. 
This  might  legally  have  been  done  with 
the  consent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  The  matter  was  especially  con- 
sidered by  the  Guardians  after  due 
notice,  and  they  decided,  by  a  large 
majority,  to  abide  by  the  contract.  It  is 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that,  if  both  tenders 
had  originally  been  before  them,  they 
would  not  necessarily  have  accepted  the 
lower.    Having  regard  to  all  these  faotS| 
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the  Local  G-oyemment  Board  saw  no 
BufEcient  reason  to  interfere  further  in 
the  matter,  and  there  are  no  grounds 
for  directing  a  sworn  investigation. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  non-delivery  of  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  Guardians  of  Oavan 
Union,  posted  on  15th  January  last,  and 
indorsed  ''Tender  for  Milk;"  and,  if 
80,  what  action  he  proposes  to  take  re- 
garding the  alleged  misconduct  of  the 
postmaster  f 

Mb.  FAWGETT  :  It  is  the  case,  Sir, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member,  that  the 
letter  was  not  delivered,  and  I  much  re- 
gret the  circumstance.  The  postmaster 
has  been  censured  for  his  carelessness, 
which  I  trust  may  not  be  repeated. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  ACTS  — 
GALMPTON  SCHOOL— DISMISSAL  OF 
A  PUPIL. 

Mb.  STEWAET  MAOLIVER  asked 
the  Yice  President  of  the  Council  on 
Education,  If  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  statement  made  at  Plymouth, 
on  the  28th  instant,  by  Oanon  Wilber- 
force,  to  the  effect  that  the  managers  of 
a  school  at  Galmpton  had  dismissed  a 
female  pupil  teacher  named  Trant  for 
wearing  the  colour  of  the  Blue  Eibbon 
Army ;  and,  whether  such  interference, 
if  correctly  reported,  with  the  dress  and 
opinions  of  teachers  is  approved  by  the 
department? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  the  girl 
Trant,  who  was  dismissed  from  the 
Galmpton  School  for  wearing  a  blue 
ribbon,  was  not  a  pupil  teacher,  but  a 
scholar.  Subsequent  to  her  dismissal, 
three  other  children  were  dismissed  for 
the  same  reason.  When  the  Question 
appeared  on  the  Notice  Paper  I  caused 
inquiry  to  be  made  of  the  managers  as 
to  the  facts  of  the  case ;  and  I  am  glad 
to  be  able  to  report  that,  before  my 
telegram  reached  them,  Mr.  BoHtho,  the 
owner  of  the  school  and  the  principal 
manager,  had  censured  the  mistress, 
who,  under  a  mistaken  sense  of  a  rule 
of  the  school,  had  dismissed  the  chil- 
dren, and  ordered  their  immediate  re-ad- 
mission. In  a  very  sensible  letter  which 
I  have  received  from  Mr.  Bolitho  this 
morning,  he  explains  that  the  expulsion 
of  the  children  took  place  in  his  absence 
and  without  his  consent;  and  he  ex- 
presses a  hope,   in  which  I  cordially 
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agree,  "  that  such  an  act  of  stupidity, 
not  to  say  intolerance,  will  never  again 
be  possible  in  this  country."  I  think  I 
ought  to  state,  in  justice  to  Her  Ma- 
je^y's  Inspector,  who  seems  to  have 
been  reflected  on  in  Canon  Wilberforce's 
speech,  that  although  he  visited  the 
school  immediately  before  the  dismissal 
of  the  children,  he  was  not  consulted  on 
the  matter,  and  was  as  entirely  ignorant 
of,  as  he  is  entirely  opposed  to,  what  was 
done. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES) -ANTRIM 
ARTILLERY— MAJOR  JOHNSTON. 

Mb.  BIQGAE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Junior  Major  (Johnston)  of  the 
Antrim  Artillery  is  the  same  person 
who,  when  a  Captain  in  that  Begiment, 
formed  one  of  a  party  that  went  to  the 
hotel  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  at- 
tack upon  one  of  the  Officers  (Major 
Oraig)  who  had  rendered  himself  ob- 
noxious to  him  because  of  his  devotion 
to  religious  matters ;  whether  a  serioas 
breach  of  the  peace  was  prevented  by 
the  intervention  of  two  other  members 
of  the  Begiment;  whether,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  noise  and  disturbance 
upon  that  occasion,  the  police  were  not 
placed  opposite  to  the  hotel ;  and,  whe- 
ther he,  under  these  circumstances,  has 
approved  of  the  promotion  of  Major 
Johnston  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  I  have  made  inquiries  into  this 
matter,  and  I  find  that  nothing  is  known 
at  the  War  Office  of  the  circumstances 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, and  to  which  no  date  is  attached. 
The  General  Officer  commanding  the 
Forces  in  Ireland,  who  has  been  com- 
municated with,  reports  that  the  records 
of  the  regiment  in  his  office  have  been 
searched  from  the  date  of  Major  John- 
ston's appointment  as  captain  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1873,  to  the  date  of  nis  promotion 
in  June,  1881,  and  that  they  contain  no 
trace  of  the  idleged  occurrence.  Major 
Johnston's  promotion  was  approved  after 
he  had  been  strongly  recommended  by 
the  district  authorities  and  the  Oenenu 
Officer  commanding  the  Forces  in  Ire- 
land. This  is  all  the  official  information 
which  I  have  received ;  but  the  follow* 
ing  telegram  has  just  been  received  from 
Lieutenant- Colonel  Craig  with  reference 
to  this  matter: — 
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"  A  praetioal  joke  happened  nine  yean  ago. 
I  did  not  think  the  affair  of  sufficient  importance 
to  report  it  officially.*' 

Major  Johnston  has  also  written  to  his 
commanding  officer  to  say  that  he  was 
not  one  of  the  party  who  took  part  in 
the  joke.  I  think  the  House  will  con- 
sider that  it  was  scarcely  worth  while  to 
have  disinterred  this  incident,  which 
took  place  nine  years  ago,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  throwing  discredit  on  an  officer 
who  was  not  concerned  in  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —  EX- 
TRADITION OF  P.  J.  SHERIDAN. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  a  demand  has  been  made  on 
the  American  Government  for  the  ex- 
tradition of  P.  J.  Sheridan  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  grounds  upon  which  it  has 
bden  made  can  be  giren  to  the  House  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FriZMAUEICE: 
In  reply  to  the  first  portion  of  the  hon. 
Memoer's  Question,  I  may  inform  the 
House  that  a  demand  has  been  made 
for  the  extradition  of  P.  J.  Sheridan ; 
but  I  regret  that  I  am  unable  to  make 
any  further  statement. 

Mb.  PULESTON :  Is  the  noble  Lord 
able  to  state  whether  any  reply  has  been 
receired? 

[No  answer  was  given  to  this  Ques- 
tion.] 

THE   MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  JUS- 
TICES OF  BALLYMAHON. 

Mh.  JUSTIN  M'OARTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that  in 
the  district  of  Ballymahon,  county  of 
Longford,  oases  entered  for  hearing 
before  the  justices  of  the  peace  have  re- 
mained unheard  for  more  than  three 
months  because  it  was  necessary  that 
they  should  be  heard  by  two  justices ; 
andy  during  that  time,  although  there  is 
a  court  every  fortnight,  only  the  resident 
magistrate  attended ;  and,  whether,  if 
this  be  true,  he  will  take  any  steps  to 
secure  a  better  attendance  of  magis- 
trates ? 

Mb.  TBEYELTAN:  I  find,  on  in- 
quiry, that  one  case,  being  a  charge 
against  a  caretaker  for  overholding  pos- 
session of  a  cottage,  has  remained  un- 
heard during  the  past  two  months  for 
the  reason  stated,  and  that  the  non- 
attendanoe  of  a  second  magistrate  was 


caused  on  two  occasions  by  the  illness  of 
a  local  justice  who  usually  acts,  and  on 
the  third  by  a  heavy  snowstorm,  which 
prevented  a  resident  magistrate  from 
arriving  from  another  district.  It  is 
expected  that  the  case  will  be  disposed 
of  this  week. 

ARMY   (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  — THE 
MARTINI-HENRY  RIFLE. 

VisooTJNT  LEWISHAM  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
can  inform  the  House  how  soon  the 
Martini-Henry  will  be  served  out  to  the 
Volunteers  ? 

The  Marqxtess  op  HARTINGTON  : 
The  present  reserve  of  Martini-Henry 
rifles  is  below  the  number  which  it  is 
considered  desirable  to  keep  in  store  for 
the  Begular  Army  and  Militia.  In  view 
of  the  contemplated  change  of  pattern 
which  is  now  under  consideration,  it  is 
not  desirable  to  increase  the  manufacture 
of  the  present  pattern.  Although  we 
are  very  anxious  to  issue  the  superior 
arm  to  the  Volunteers  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, I  am  afraid  that  we  cannot  promise 
them  this  year. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— OUTDOOR 

RELIEF. 

Ck)LONKL  OOLTHUBST  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can  state  how 
many  unions  out  of  the  total  number  of 
sixty  or  thereabouts  who  were  authorised 
to  dispense  with  the  workhouse  test 
during  the  years  1880-81,  did  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
abuse  their  power  of  granting  out- door 
relief;  and,  how  many  of  such  unions 
are  comprised  in  the  counties  of  Glare, 
Donegal,  or  Sligo  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  Local 
Government  Board  inform  me  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  answer  this  Ques- 
tion accurately  without  longer  Notice 
than  has  been  given  of  it,  as  it  would 
involve  an  examination  of  the  Union 
records ;  but  they  s  ive  it  as  their  opi- 
nion that  outdoor  relief  was  lavishly  and 
capriciously  disbursed  in  some  Unions. 
I  will  give  an  answer  on  Thursday ;  but 
I  can  say  at  once  that  the  strongest 
cases  were  in  Mayo  and  Boscommon. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 

LOANS  TO  OCCUPIERS. 
Mn.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 


1419 


NavyS.M.S. 


(COMMONS} 


''Neptune?^ 


H-20 


On  what  grounds  the  Board  of  Works 
have  delayed  making  advances  to  a  large 
number  of  farmers  in  North  Leitrim  who 
have  paid  the  preliminary  expenses  and 
fulfilled  the  necessary  conditions  to  en- 
title them  to  receive  loans  under  the 
Land  Act  of  1881. 

Me.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  T  have  in- 
quired into  the  condition  of  the  appli- 
cations for  loans  to  occupiers  in  County 
Leitrim,  and  learn  that,  except  in  one 
case,  there  has  been  no  excess  over  the 
time  found  to  be  normally  required  for 
making  the  necessary  surveys,  plans,  and 
estimates,  and  for  giving  the  notices  re- 
quired by  law.  That  single  case  involved 
two  holdings  on  different  properties; 
and  the  proposed  works  were  more  com- 
plicated than  usual,  which  accounts  for 
the  longer  time  which  has  been  occupied 
in  dealing  with  it.  The  preliminary  ex- 
penses, being  met  by  deduction  from  the 
first  instalment,  cannot  be  paid  before 
an  advance  has  been  made. 

MUNICIPAL  REFORM  (METROPOLIS). 

Mr.  STUAET-WORTLEY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  true  that,  as  stated 
in  the  ''  Morning  Advertiser"  of  Satur- 
day 24th  February,  so  lately  as  the  week 
ending  on  that  day — 

**  A  request  was  issued  from  the  Home  Office 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  the  Dis- 
trict Boards,  the  Ck>rporation  of  London,  and 
the  Vestries,  to  furnish  accounts  of  their  receipts 
and  expenditure,  as  well  as  reports  from  the 
different  officers  connected  with  their  institu- 
tions, as  to  the  working  of  the  departments ; " 

whether  such  Reports,  when  received, 
will  not  necessarily  be  of  immense  volume 
and  complexity ;  whether  their  due  exa- 
mination by  the  Home  Office  will  not 
occupy  a  long  time  ;  and,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  defer,  until  after  due  exami- 
nation of  such  Heports,  the  bringing  for- 
ward of  the  promised  measure  for  the 
reform  of  the  Corporation,  or  whether  it 
is  intended  not  to  give  to  such  Reports 
any  sufficient  examination  at  all  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  Sir, 
this  Question,  like  some  others,  has  been 
founded  on  a  misapprehension  of  the 
reasons  for  which  these  Reports  have 
been  asked.  The  material  facts  they 
will  contain  have  long  been  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Ghovemment ;  but  it 
was  necessary  that  the  details  should  be 
verified.  With  regard  to  the  last  portion 
of  the  Question,  i  am  afraid,  in  the  pre- 


sent  state  of  Public  Business,  there  will 
be  more  time  for  the  examination  of 
those  documents  than  I  desire  or  can  in 
any  way  want. 

NAVY— THE  MEDITERRANEAN 
SQUADRON. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  any  Report 
has  been  received  from  the  Mediter- 
ranean Squadron  of  the  result  of  the 
test  of  active  service  to  our  ships  and 
guns,  and  dockyard  and  ordnance  ma- 
terial ;  and,  if  he  will  communicate  any 
such  Report  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Sir,  in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral,  I  have  to  say  that  Re- 
ports have  been  received  on  some  of  the 
points  mentioned  ;  but  they  are  neces- 
sarily confidential,  and  cannot  be  made 
public. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "NEPTUNE." 

Mb.  NORWOOD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the 
statement  that  has  recently  appeared  in 
the  public  press  as  to  the  ''  extTaordinaiy 
discovery"  of  serious  injury  to  the 
bottom  of  Her  Majesty's  Ship  "Nep- 
tune "  at  Portsmouth,  is  Bubstantially 
correct;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  this 
ship  was  buUt  on  the  Thames  for  the 
Brazilian  Government  under  the  name 
of  the  "  Independenzia,"  and  that  an 
accident  occurred  in  the  attempt  to 
launch  her ;  that  she  stuck  on  the  ways 
for  several  days  with  a  portion  of  her 
hull  overhanging  the  river,  and  unsup- 
ported at  low-water,  and  that  she  was 
thereby  subjected  to  great  strain ;  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that,  owing  to  the  veiy 
great  structural  injury  she  was  believed 
to  have  sustained,  a  claim  was  made  on 
her  Underwriters  for  a  total  loss,  which, 
after  much  debate,  was  compromised  by 
the  payment  of  a  sum  of  about  £77,000, 
being  35  per  cent,  on  the  insured  value 
of  £220,000  ;  whether,  notwithstanding 
these  circumstances  of  general  notoriety, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  subsequently 
purchased  this  ship  in  the  year  1878; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  TM» 
of  the  House  a  copy  of  the  Surveys  by 
the  Dockyard  Authorities,  and  of  the 
recommendations,  official  or  otherwise, 
upon  which  the  purchase  of  this  ship 
was  made;  together  with  a  statement 
showing  the  price  paid  for  her  by  Her 
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Majesty's  Goyemment,  the  cost  of  the 
repairs  and  alterations  subsequently 
effected  on  her,  and  an  estimate  of  the 
probable  outlay  now  necessary  to  make 
Her  Majesty's  Ship  "Neptune"  sea- 
worthy ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN  : 
Sir,  I  have  already  said,  in  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  the 
Member  for  Wigtown  (Sir  John  Hay), 
that  the  statement  in  the  public  Press 
regarding  the  discovery  of  defects  in  the 
Neptune  is  greatly  exaggerated,  and 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  her  from 
going  to  sea  as  intended.  No  outlay 
will  be  required  at  present.  My  hon. 
Friend  recites  a  number  of  facts  con- 
nected with  the  history  of  this  ship,  and 
her  purchase  by  the  late  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty, and  asks  me  if  they  are  correct. 
Some  of  these  facts  were,  I  believe, 
matters  of  public  notoriety  at  the  time ; 
but  of  the  accuracy  of  others,  as  stated 
in  my  hon.  Friend's  Question,  I  have  no 
knowledge,  nor  am  I  acquainted  with 
the  reasons  which  led  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  the  Member  for  West- 
minster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  his  Col- 
leagues to  make  the  purchase.  If  my 
hon.  Friend  will  move  for  a  Ketum  of 
the  cost  of  the  Neptune  up  to  the  present 
time  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay  it  on  the 
Table.  I  understand  that  there  was  no 
survey  of  the  ship  by  professional 
officers  before  its  purchase,  for  this 
reason — ^that  no  survey  could  be  made, 
the  ship  beine  fitted  and  ready  for  sea. 
A  thorough  inspection  was,  however, 
made  by  the  Board  itself.  As  to  the 
official  recommendations  on  which  the 
ship  was  purchased,  these  were,  of 
course,  of  a  confidential  nature  and 
cannot  be  produced. 

EGYPT— THE  KOURBASH. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  an  article  in  the  "Echo"  of 
the  28th  February,  signed  J.  Sevmour 
Xeary,  descriptive  of  the  infliction  in 
Eg^pt  of  the  tortures  of  the  Korbach 
and  bastinado  on  persons  who  have  not 
paid  their  taxes;  whether  the  English 
UontroUer,  Sir  A.  Colvin,  has  not 
habitually  represented  that  the  use  of 
the  Korbach  and  Bastinado  had  alto- 
gether ceased  in  Egypt,  for  at  least  two 
years  past ;  whether  he  has  observed  a 
telegram  in  the  '<  Standard  "  of  the  28th 


February,  asserting  that  the  use  of  the 
Korbach  was  only  ''abolished  last  month 
by  a  circular  from  Ismael  Pacha* Ayoub," 
and  stating  that  a  certain  one  of  the 
Provincial  Governors  had  not  remon- 
strated against  the  circular,  because  he 
was  ''  especially  notorious  for  his  free 
use  of  the  Bastinado ;  "  whether  he  has 
also  observed  an  officially  recorded  state- 
ment by  Mr.  HowseU,  the  British  Ad- 
ministrator of  the  Domains,  dated  18th 
February  1882,  as  follows: — "Deprived 
of  his  Korbach  and  of  his  power  to 
imprison,  the  Governor  of  an  Eastern 
Province  can  do  little  with  a  population 
accustomed  for  centuries  to'strong,  per- 
sonal, direct  government,"  also  stating 
that  he  called  on  the  Egyptian  Mudirs 
to ''  suppress  the  strike  at  four  villages," 
by  imprisoning  certain  Sheiks,  ''  on  my 
demand,  as  persons  who  prevented  the 
villagers  from  working;"  whether, 
since  one  of  the  effects  of  the  British 
Victories  in  Egypt  has  been  to  send  Mr. 
Kowsell  back  to  his  post  as  Adminis- 
trator of  the  Domains,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  recommend  that  he  be 
removed  from  office;  and,  whether  he 
will  state  what  measures  have  been  taken 
to  secure  the  total  abolition  of  the  use  of 
the  tortures  of  the  Korbach  and  Bas- 
tinado, as  well  as  arbitrary  imprison- 
ment tliroughout  Egypt  ? 

Loan  EDMOND  ;FITZMAUEICE : 
I  have  seen  the  article  in  The  Echo 
alluded  to  by  my  hon.  Friend ;  but  I  am 
not  aware  that  Sir  Auckland  Colvin  has 
made  the  statement  alluded  to.  Ismail 
Eyoub  Pasha,  in  assuming  the  duties  of 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  issued  a  Circular 
on  the  16th  of  January  to  the  Provincial 
authorities,  peremptorily  forbidding  the 
use  of  the  Korbach  and  the  Bastinado, 
which  the  Circular  states  has  been 
applied  in  spite  of  repeated  orders 
against  their  use.  In  regard  to  the 
alleged  statement  of  Mr.  Bowsell,  it 
does  not  appear  that  he  was  expressing 
any  opinion  of  his  own  in  favour  of  the 
Korbach.  The  other  statements  to 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  refers  and  their 
explanation  will  be  found  at  pages  42 
and  43  "Egypt,  No.  7,  1882."  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  lost  no  op- 
portunity of  remonstrating  against  tne 
continuance  of  the  practices  alluded  to 
by  my  hon.  Friend  ;  and  a  despatch  of 
Lord  Dufferin's,  which  I  hope  shortly  to 
present  to  Parliament,  will,  I  feel  sure| 
give  him  much  satisfactiont 


1423 


State  of 


(COMMONS) 


Ireland. 


1424 


EGYPT  (EE-OROANIZATION)— THE 
BUDGET  AND  CONTROL. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Sir  £.  Malet,  on  Feb- 
ruary 15th  1882,  declined  to  sanction 
the  voting  of  the  internal  Budget  by  the 
Egyptian  Parliament,  on  the  ground 
that  the  Egyptian  decree  estabUshing 
the  control  ''had  the  nature  of  an  In- 
ternational engagement,"  and  ''could 
only  be  modifi^  by  the  consent  of  the 
Governments  of  England  and  France ; " 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment obtained  the  consent  of  France 
before  they  advised  the  Khedive  to  issue 
the  recent  decree  abolishing  the  control, 
and  whether  that  consent  was  also  ob- 
tained to  the  appointment  of  Sir  Auck- 
land Oolvin  as  financial  adviser  to  the 
Egrptian  Government  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
Sir,  my  hon.  Friend  will  find  the  exact 
statement  made  by  Sir  Edward  Maletin 
a  despatch  dated  the  1 3th  of  February, 
1882,  which  appears  at  page  27  of 
"  Egypt,  No.  7, 1 882."  At  that  time  the 
Control  was  still  in  undisputed  exist- 
ence. The  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment as  to  its  character  and  the  cir- 
cumstances which  justified  its  abolition 
are  fully  given  in  Lord  Granville's  de- 
spatch contained  in  "Egypt,  No.  20." 
The  consent  of  France  was  not  obtained 
by  the  Khedive  to  the  issue  of  the  De- 
cree abolishing  the  Control,  or  to  the 
appointment  of  a  European  Financial 

.A.U  VIAAP 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Has  the 
consent  of  France  been  given  to  abolish 
the  Decree  under  the  law  called  the  Law 
of  Liquidation  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
I  must  ask  for  Notice  of  that  Question. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked,  whether  the 
noble  Lord  intended,  in  answering  Ques- 
tions in  that  House,  to  confine  himself  to 
references  to  dates  and  Papers,  instead 
of  giving  an  answer  to  the  Question? 

[No  reply.] 

IRELAND— EXTRA  POLICE  TAX  IN 

KERRY. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  extra  Police  Tax  at  pre- 
sent being  demanded  from  the  rate- 
payers of  the  parish  of  MoUahiffe,  in  the 


county  of  Kerry,  is  at  the  rate  of  two 
shillings  in  the  £1  per  annum;  and, 
whether  the  police  hut  in  which  extra 
constables  are  quartered  was  erected  on 
the  farm  of  Mr.  Jeremiah  Leahy,  despite 
his  protest,  and  because  he  had  given 
the  site  for  a  hut  to  an  evicted  tenant  of 
Lord  Kenmare ;  and,  if  he  would  explain 
what  is  there  in  the  present  state  of  the 
district  to  wanrant  the  retention  of  the 
extra  police  force  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  extra 
police  tax  is  at  the  rate  mentioned.  The 
site  of  the  hut  is  in  the  possession  of 
Lord  Kenmare,  having  been  surrendered 
to  him  by  Jeremiah  Leahy,  in  June, 
1881.  It  is,  therefore,  not  the  case  that 
the  hut  was  erected  on  Leahy's  holding 
against  his  will.  The  district  is  reported 
to  be  one  of  the  most  dangerous  in  Kerry. 
There  are  a  number  of  persons  in  it  who 
have  to  be  specially  protected,  and  the 
extra  police  cannot  be  removed  at  pre- 
sent. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inform  us  how  many  agrarian 
outrages  of  any  kind  have  taken  place  in 
this  district  since  last  May  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  I  wiU  be  glad 
to  inform  the  hon.  Member  if  he  gives 
Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  how  many  police  pro- 
tection huts  there  are  on  the  estate  of 
the  Earl  of  Kenmare ;  and,  whether  the 
sub-agent  of  Lord  Kenmare  and  the 
constable  in  charge  of  one  of  these  huts 
have  been  returned  for  trial  for  one  of 
the  offences  which,  it  is  alleged,  has  ren- 
dered these  extrapolice  necessary ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  H  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  put  the  Question  on  the  Paper 
I  will  answer  it.    I  cannot  do  so  now. 

STATE  OP  IRELAND— INTERFERENCE 
OP  THE  POLICE— MICHAEL  BANICAN. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  communication  signed  Michael  Bani- 
can.  Tally ard,  Grossmaglen,  oounty  Ar- 
magh, published  in  the  **  Belfast  Morn- 
ing News  "  of  Februay  23rd,  to  the  effect 
that  the  writer  was  summoned  out  of 
his  bed  by  the  police  at  about  twelre 
o'clock  at  night  without  being  shown 
any  warrant,  and  was  taken  to  a  police 
station  about  two  miles  away,  where  he 
was  told  that  certain  prisoners  now  in 
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Armagh  G^l  were  going  to  swear  against 
him,  and  was  urged  to  save  himself,  and 
that  he  and  his  family  would  be  well 
done  for;  and  further,  that  **  they  tried 
to  get  him  to  make  statements  incrimi- 
nating some  of  the  prisoners  in  gaol  from 
his  neighbourhood  on  a  charge  of  trea- 
aon-felony ; "  and,  whether  the  statement 
of  Michael  Banican  has  any  foundation ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  such  practices  on  the 
part  of  the  police  have  the  approval  of 
the  Irish  G-oyemment  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN:  Sir,  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  this  matter.  I 
have  considered  a  lon^  Eeport  upon  it, 
and  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
statements  referred  to  are  unfounded.  I 
cannot  say  any  more. 

Mb.  O'BEIEN  asked,  whether  Bani- 
can had  written  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man calling  for  an  inquiry,  and  offering 
the  sworn  testimony  of  himself,  his  wife, 
and  mother-in-law  ? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  received  a  letter  to  that  effect. 

IKISH  CHURCH  ACT,  1869— PUR- 
CHASERS. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, When  he  expects  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Heport  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  on  the  condition  of 
the  tenants  who  purchased  under  the 
Irish  Church  Act,  1869? 

Mb.    TREVELYAN:    Sir,  I   must 

remind  the  hon.  Member  that  I  made 

no  promise  to  lay  the  Beport  referred  to 

on  the  Table  of  the  House,  nor  can  I 

now  undertake  to  do  so,  as  the  question 

it  deals  with  is  a  very  large  one  indeed, 

involving  very  important  transactions, 

which  will  require  to  be  considered  very 

carefully  by  the  Cabinet  beforehand.    I 

have  received  the  following  telegram 

from  the  Under  Secretary,  which  I  will 

read  to  the  House — 

"  As  the  Land  Commissioners  state  they  are 
not  agreed  on  the  subject  of  the  tenants  under 
the  Irish  Church  Act  and  only  send  a  Report 
from  their  solicitor,  I  think  it  would  not  be  ad- 
viaable  to  present  their  letter." 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  cer- 
tainly understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  promise  that  he  would  lay  the 
Seport  on  the  Table. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 

APPLICATIONS. 
Mb.  KENNY  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 


If  he  will  state  the  number  of  applica- 
tions to  fix  fair  rents  now  pending  in 
the  county  of  Limerick,  and  the  number 
now  pending  in  the  county  of  Clare; 
what  provision  is  made  to  have  those 
pending  in  Clare  dealt  with  within  a 
reasonable  time;  and,  what  was  the 
number  of  such  cases  disposed  of  for 
Clare  and  Limerick  respectively  since 
the  apppintment  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners, and  how  disposed  of,  whether 
by  settlement,  withdrawal,  dismissal,  or 
fixing  of  fair  rents  by  consent  or  deci- 
sion? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  num- 
her  of  applications  pending  are — county 
Limerick,  589;  county  Clare,  2,097.  The 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  hope 
to  be  able  to  expedite  the  progress  of 
business  in  Clare;  but  they  cannot  at 
present  state  what  measures  it  will  be  in 
their  power  to  take  for  that  purpose. 
The  numbers  of  cases  which  have  oeen 
disposed  of  are  as  follows :  —  County 
Clare — Bents  fixed  after  hearing,  559  ; 
rents  fixed  by  consent,  45 ;  dismissed 
and  struck  out,  59;  withdrawn,  33; 
total,  696.  County  Limerick  —  Bents 
fixed  after  hearing,  595  ;  rents  fixed  by 
consent,  143;  dismissed  and  struck  out, 
148 ;  withdrawn,  87 ;  total,  973. 

TURKEY-SERVIA— DETENTION  OF 
PRISONERS. 

Sib  WILLIAM  M'ABTHUB  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  during 
the  last  twelve  months  numerous  arrests 
of  Old  Servians  charged  with  political 
offences  have  been  made  at  Prishtina, 
Uscub,  and  other  places  ;  whether,  not- 
withstanding the  promise  of  the  Porte 
to  release  them,  tney  are  still  detained 
in  loathsome  dungeons  without  trial, 
and  forbidden  to  communicate  with  their 
friends;  and,  whether  it  is  true  that 
other  arrests  of  Old  Servians  have  lately 
been  made  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
Sir,  numerous  arrests  of  Old  Servians 
charged  with  conspiring  against  the 
Turkish  (Government  were  made  last 
year  in  the  Yilayet  of  Kossova.  Lord 
Dufferin,  on  learning  that  they  were 
being  ill-treated  in  prison,  made  repre- 
sentations on  their  behalf  to  the  Porte 
in  October  last,  and  received  a  promise 
that  instructions  would  be  sent  to  the 
local  authorities  to  deeist  from  ill-treating 
the  prisoners,  as  was  reported,  and  to 
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give  them  a  fair  trial ;  but  it  has  lately 
transpired  that  these  men,  who  had  been 
condemned  on  the  evidence  of  a  rene- 
gade spy,  were  to  be  deported  to  Acre, 
and  imprisoned  in  the  casemates  of  the 
fortress — a  sentence  which  was  described 
as  one  of  slow  death.  Her  Majesty's 
Charge  d' Affairs,  acting  on  instructions 
from  home,  addressed  a  letter  to  the 
Porte  last  month,  and  made  a  strong 
verbal  appeal  to  the  Turkish  Minister 
for  Foreign  Affairs  to  cause  some  miti- 
gation to  be  made  in  the  punishment  it 
was  proposed  to  inflict  on  them.  Ee- 
ports  have  reached  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment of  arrests  being  made  in  parts 
of  Albania ;  but  no  official  information 
has  yet  been  received  on  the  subject.  I 
may  observe  that  the  district  of  Old 
Servia  is  one  of  those  entitled  to  the 
execution  of  the  Organic  Statute  men- 
tioned in  Article  XxIII.  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  which  has  not  been  put  into 
force  by  tiie  Porte. 

BOARD   OF   WORKS  (IRELAND)  —  THE 
BELFAST  CENTRAL  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  T.  a.  DICKSON  asked  the  Fi- 
nancial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Why, 
in  the  Board  of  Works  Ketum  of  Loans 
to  Irish  Railways,  the  loan  to  the 
Belfast  Central  Hailway  Company  is 
omitted;  and,  what  is  the  amount  of  the 
loan,  the  rate  of  interest,  and  terms  of 
repayment  ? 

Me.  COURTNEY:  Sir,  the  loan  in 
question  was  not  included  in  the  Return 
because  it  was  not  made  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  but  by  the  Public  Works  Loans 
Commissioners,  under  the  old  system. 
Its  amount  is  £100,000,  and  the  whole 
is  to  be  repaid  in  May,  1886.  In  con- 
sideration of  the  guarantee  of  the  Im- 
perial Credit  Company  and  of  the  early 
date  of  repayment,  only  4  per  cent  inte- 
rest is  charged.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
similar  loan  ;  but  I  will  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

EGYPT— MURDER    OF    PROFESSOR 
PALMER  AND  PARTY. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Why  so  many  gaps  marked  by  asterisks 
are  in  the  Correspondence  relating  to 
the  Palmer  Expedition  ;  if  he  has  seen 
in  the  '<  Times  ^'  of  the  2nd  instant  let- 
ters and  depositions  of  Colonel  Warren 
and    other   persons   which  have  been 

Zord  Edmond  F%t^ma^rice 


omitted  from  the  Correspondence  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  ;  and,  if  he  will 
supply  these  omissions  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN  : 
Sir,  the  passages  omitted  from  the  pub- 
lished Correspondence  relating  to  the 
Palmer  Expedition  either  refer  to  mat- 
ters unconnected  with  the  subject,  or  to 
individuals  whose  names  it  was  unde- 
sirable to  introduce.  There  are  only 
one  or  two  exceptions,  in  which  pas- 
sages were  omitted  for  other  reaeons; 
but  the  published  Correspondence  con- 
tains everything  material  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  especially  everything  con- 
nected with  the  proof  of  the  guilt  of 
the  culprits.  Some  further  letters  have 
arrived  from  Colonel  Warren,  which  will, 
if  desired,  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
WICKLOW  ASSIZES. 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  received  any  remon- 
strance from  the  people  of  Wicklow 
complaining  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
special  juries  were  empanelled  there  at 
the  last  Assizes ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  the  remon- 
strance and  his  reply  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  I  did  re- 
oeive  a  communication  of  the  nature  re- 
ferred to ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  any 
good  woiild  result  from  laying  it  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  It  belongs  to  a 
class  of  communication  of  which  I  re- 
ceive many  hundreds  in  a  year ;  and  my 
reply  to  it  is,  that  I  cannot  enter  into 
an  argumentative  discussion  with  the 
authors. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET :  May  I  ask  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
the  population  of  Wicklow  consiste  of 
57,000  Catholics  and  16,000  Protes- 
tants ;  and  that  the  cases  from  which 
Catholics  were  excluded  were  not  even 
of  a  political  and  agrarian  character  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  number  of  Oatiio- 
lics  and  Protestento  in  Wicklow ;  but  he 
presumed  the  numbers  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  were  correct.  Amongst 
the  cases  complained  of  was  one  where 
a  Ipeasant  landlord  appeared  against  a 
relative  for  stealing  a  door  and  other 
fixtures,  and  it  could  hardly  be  said  that 
political  considerations  entered  into  Buch 
a  case, 
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Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET:  Is  that  the 
only  case  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  That  is  the  only 
case  referred  to  in  the  Memorandum. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— ESTIMATES  OF 

REVENUE. 

Mb.  SOHEEIBEE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  respect 
to  the  sum  of  £46,530,000  included  in 
the  Estimate  of  Berenue  for  the  current 
financial  year,  under  the  joint  heads  of 
"  Customs  "  and  *'  Excise,"  Whether  he 
is  in  a  position  to  furnish  to  the  House 
any  reliable  estimate  of  the  proportions 
in  which  that  sum  is  now  contributed 
by  the  classes  who  live  on  weekly 
wages,  and  by  those  who  pay  direct 
taxation  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childbbs)  :  Sir,  I  am  afraid 
I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
▼arious  attempts  which  have  been  made 
by  atatistidanB  at  different  times — 
notably  by  the  late  Mr.  Dudley  Baxter 
— to  solve  this  very  difficult  problem. 
The  absolute  solution  of  it  has  never 
been  found  practicable,  and  I  do  not 
tbink  that  an  official  eaehei  could  pro- 
perly be  given  to  what  at  the  best  would 
only  be  an  elaborate  conjecture. 

PORTUGAL— THE  CONGO. 

Mb.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  impediments  now  placed  in 
the  way  of  British  Trade  in  the  Portu- 
g;uese  Settlements  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa  will  be  extended  to  the  Congo,  if 
the  alleged  claim  to  Sovereignty  over 
that  river  by  Portugal  is  formally  re- 
cogpiised  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
No,  Sir ;  they  will  not.  As  I  stated  in 
reply  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
on  Monday  last,  the  commercial  aspects 
of  these  negotiations  are  securing  the 
closest  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment. 

BOARD  OF  INLAND  REVENUE. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will  la^ 
upon  the  Table  a  Circular  recently  ad- 
dressed by  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
to  officers  serving  in  that  Department, 


prohibiting  them  from  communicating 
on  matters  affecting  their  official  posi- 
tion with  their  representatives  in  this 
House  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childbbs):  Yes,  Sir;  I 
find  that  about  two  months  ago  a 
General  Order  was  issued  to  their  officers 
by  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  on  the 
subject  of  the  solicitations  addressed  to 
Members  of  Parliament  to  obtain  for 
them  increase  of  salaries,  advancement 
in  the  Service,  or  other  advantages. 
This  Order  was  founded  on  two  Trea- 
sury Minutes  embodving  the  well-un- 
derstood Rules  on  this  subject,  those 
Minutes  having  been  issued  in  1866  and 
1867  by  Boards  of  Treasury  taken  from 
each  side  of  the  House.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  these  Minutes 
and  for  the  General  Order,  and  also  for 
an  Admiralty  Order  of  1869  on  the  same 
subject,  he  shall  have  them  as  an  unop- 
posed Return.  Perhaps  he  will  speak 
to  me  as  to  the  words  of  the  Motion. 

Mr.  GORST  asked,  whether  the  Ge- 
neral Order  was  issued  with  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Government  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childers),  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  issued  before  he  had  suc- 
ceeded to  the  Office  he  now  held,  and 
he,  therefore,  could  not  answer  the  Ques- 
tion.    He  would,  however,  inquire. 

EAST    INDIA    (MADRAS)— TENURE    OF 

LAND  BY  RELATIVES  OF  CIVIL 

SERVANTS. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  he  will 
inquire  whether,  during  the  acting  Go- 
vernorship of  Mr.  W.  Hudleston,  in 
1881,  the  Government  of  Madras  passed 
a  Resolution  that  relations  of  "Mem- 
bers of  Council "  should  not  hold  land ; 
whether  this  prohibition  applied  to  land 
within  the  Madras  Presidency  only; 
whether  this  order  received  the  sanction 
of  the  Viceroy  and  also  of  the  Secretary 
of  State ;  and,  what  was  the  date  of  the 
Resolution  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  Sir,  I  have  re- 
plied to  this  Question  before,  stating 
that  there  was  no  knowledge  at  the  In- 
dia Office  of  the  matter  in  question. 
Mr.  Hudleston,  who  is,  I  understand,  at 
present  in  England,  will  be  asked  whe« 
ther  he  can  in  any  way  explain  what  th^ 
hon.  Member  refers  to, 
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INLAND  NAVIGATION  (IRELAND)— 
THE  RIVER  FERGUS. 

Mb.  KENNY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Board  of  Works,  Ireland,  have  no  juris- 
diction, responsibility,  or  have  they  au- 
thority to  execute  works  for  improve- 
ment of  the  navigation  of  the  Biver 
Fergus  to  Glare  Castle,  although  they 
have  to  their  credit  a  sum  of 
£3,169  11«.  Od.  (receipts  over  expen- 
diture), dues  received  by  the  Commis- 
sioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,  on 
account  of  Clare  Castle  Pier  and  Har- 
bour in  the  years  1879, 1880,  and  1881  ; 
and,  whether  any  decision  has  been 
come  to  with  regard  to  the  proposal 
under  consideration  since  August  1881, 
for  transference  of  control  of  said  Pier 
and  Harbour  to  a  Local  Harbour  Board, 
with  power  to  make  any  necessary  ex- 
penditure to  remedy  the  present  de- 
plorable state  of  the  Fergus  Biver  ? 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  :  Sir,  this  Question 
has  been  put  down  without  Notice ;  but 
I  learn  by  telegram  that  the  Board  of 
Works  have  no  jurisdiction  over  the 
navigation  of  the  Biver  Fergus.  As 
regards  the  financial  position  of  this 
harbour,  the  balance  of  receipts  over 
expenditure  is  not  quite  so  larg^  as  the 
figure  given  by  the  hon.  Member,  but 
amounts  to  £2,900.  On  the  other  hand, 
above  £5,000  is  in  course  of  being  spent 
in  making  a  new  quay.  With  regard 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Question, 
I  have  to  state  that  I  think  we  see  our 
way  to  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Shannon 
navigation,  under  which  the  suggeeted 
transfer  will  be  possible,  and  I  hope  to 
introduce  it  before  long. 

IRISH    AND    SCOTCH    MIGRATORY 
AGRICULTURAL  LABOUR. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  addition  to  the 
promised  inquiry  from  the  English  Local 
Qovemment  Board,  regarding  the  de- 
mand for  Irish  migratory  ag^cultural 
labourers,  he  will  ask  the  Scotch  Poor 
Law  Board  to  make  similar  inquiry  as 
to  the  cause  of  the  decrease  in  number 
as  appeared  in  1882,  and  will  suggest 
that  they  mi^ht  follow  up  the  statements 
regarding  migratory  Scotch  Celts,  em- 
bodied b^  their  former  President  Sir  J. 
Macneil  m  his  Beport  of  (885),  and  as- 
certain whether  there  is  a  probability  of 


a  continued  demand  for  the  services 
during  half  the  year  of  the  small  Carmen 
who  return  to  their  Irish  crofts,  the 
other  half  under  a  system  which  gives 
mutual  satisfaction  to  the  employers  and 
the  employed,  such  aa  Sir  J.  Macneil 
describes  ? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN:  Sir,  I  have 
written  to-day  to  the  English  Local 
Government  Board,  and  I  have  no 
objection  to  write  to  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision. 

MAIN    ROADS   (SCOTLAND)— THE 
GRANT  IN  AID. 

Lord  COLIN  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  the  attention  of  the 
Government  had  been  drawn  to  the  re- 
gulations made  by  the  Local  Govenoment 
Board  with  respect  to  the  distribution  of 
the  sum  of  £250,000,  voted  by  Parliament 
in  aid  of  disturnpiked  and  main  roads 
in  England,  Wales,  and  Scotland,  and 
to  the  ezdusion,  under  those  reg^ations, 
of  certain  counties  of  Scotland  from  a 
share  of  the  grant ;  and  whether  there 
is  any  intention  to  revise  the  regula- 
tions, and  to  give  to  the  counties  so  ex- 
cluded a  share  of  the  grant  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour}  :  The  portion  of  the  grant 
appropriated  to  Scotland  will  this  year 
be  administered  by  the  Home  Office,  and 
the  principles  on  which  it  ought  to  be 
allocated  are  now  under  consideration. 

Lord  COLIN  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  able  to  give  an  assurance 
that  the  authority  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  not  be  again  extended 
in  a  similar  direction  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  believed  he  was  in  a  position 
to  give  that  assurance. 

EGYPT  (FINANCE,  &c.)— REVENUE  AC 
COUNTS  OF  THE  EGYPTIAN 
GOVERNMENT. 
Mr.    MOLLOY    asked    the    Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs, 
If  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Bevenue  Acoonnts 
of  the  Egyptian  Government  extending 
over  several  years,  presented  and  signed 
by  the  European  UontroUerSy  show  re- 
ceipts of  money  from  the  Egyptian  eol- 
tivators  under  the  operation  of  the  Moa- 
kabala  Law  amounting  to  £17,000,000; 
whether  the  receipt  of  this  £17,000,000, 
paid  by  the  peasants  of  Egypt  to  redeem 
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one  moiety  of  their  land  tax  or  rent, 
was  ever  disputed  or  objected  to  pre- 
Tionsly  to  the  Beport  of  Sir  Eivers 
Wilson,  in  which  the  repudiation  of 
these  advances  bj  the  peasants  was 
made  known  officially  to  this  House ; 
whether  there  is  any  evidence  to  support 
the  suggestion  made  by  Sir  Eivers  Wil- 
son and  others,  that  part  of  these 
£17,000,000  (mentioned  in  the  National 
Budget  Accounts  as  received  by  the 
Egyptian  Treasury)  had  not  been  re- 
ceived, and  to  some  extent  represented 
fictitious  payments;  whether  the  Oo- 
vemment  of  this  Country  will  now  advise 
the  repayment  of  these  £17,000,000,  or 
any  part  thereof,  or,  if  the  money  cannot 
be  returned,  will  advise  that  the  re- 
demption of  land  tax  so  purchased  by 
the  Egyptian  peasantry  under  solemn 
contract  with  the  Government  may  now 
be  carried  into  effect ;  and,  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  to  take  any  steps  in  this 
matter;  and,  if  so,  when  and  to  what 
extent  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  the  registers  of  the  Egyptian  Finance 
Ministry  assume  payments  amounting  to 
nearly  £17,000,000,  but  there  is  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  that  any  payments  ap- 
proaching to  that  sum  were  really  paid, 
more  especially  as  certain  influential 
landowners  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  re- 
duction of  one-half  of  their  land  tax 
without  making  any  effective  payment 
at  all ;  while  the  increased  charge  upon 
the  land,  which  was  to  continue  for  a 
term  of  years,  ceased  entirely  a  long 
time  before  the  expiration  of  it.  This 
question  was  exhaustively  considered  by 
the  Commission  of  Inquiry  in  August, 
1878,  and  was  determined  by  the  Law 
of  Liquidation  in  July,  1880,  which,  by 
its  fourth  chapter,  established  annuities 
to  compensate  the  owners  for  the  pay- 
ments actually  made.  How  far  those 
annuities  have  been  properly  paid  is  a 
matter  to  which  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment will,  no  doubt,  direct  its  atten- 
tion. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Can  the 
noble  Lord  state  exactly  how  much  was 
paid? 

LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
The  Oovemment  is  unable  to  state  the 
exact  sum  paid. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  :  Can  the  noble  Lord 
say  where  the  facts  stated  by  him  are  to 
be  found  ? 


Lord  EDMOND  EITZMAURICE: 
I  referred  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  reply 
to  a  Qaestion  which  he  asked  a  few  days 
ago,  to  the  Papers  which  have  been  pre- 
sented to  Parhament,  which  contain  all 
the  information  we  have  on  the  subject. 
I  may  state,  in  regard  to  the  payment  of 
the  annuities  to  which  I  referred  just 
now,  that  there  is  rather  a  deficiency  of 
information.  I  may,  however,  point  out 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  is  in  no 
way  responsible  for  that. 

MOROCCO— ILL-TREATMENT  OF 
JEWESSES. 

CoLOKBL  ALEXANDEB  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  had  been 
called  to  a  paragraph  in  the  **  Pall  Mall 
Gazette  "  of  the  2nd  instant,  in  which 
it  is  stated  that  eiffht  Jewesses  had  been 
bastinadoed  by  oraer  of  the  interpreter 
to  the  British  Consul  at  Casabianca — 

"That  this  barbarous  act  has  aroused  the 
indignation  of  all  classes  of  Europeans  on  the 
coast,  especially  as  the  instigator  is  in  receipt 
of  an  English  salary ; " 

and,  whether  he  proposes  to  institute  an 
inquiry  into  the  matter  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Tangiers 
was  instructed,  on  the  26th  ultimo,  to 
make  immediate  inquiries  on  the  subject 
of  this  paragraph.  I  may,  however, 
inform  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  we  have  been  unable  as  yet  to 
identify  the  place  mentioned,  where  cer- 
tainly no  British  Consular  officer  exists. 

Mb.;0'DONNELL  asked,  whether  the 
noble  Lord  had  seen  an  account  of  these 
transactions  given  in  the  last  number  of 
TheJiWHh  World? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  send  me  a  copy 
of  the  paper  I  will  look  into  it. 

IRELAND— DISTRESS  IN  SLIGO. 

Mr.PAENELL  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  starving  condition  of  the  people  in 
the  parish  of  Cliffoney,  county  oligo; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  many  families 
there  and  on  the  fishing  coast  of  Mul- 
laghmore  are  at  present  in  a  state  of 
starvation ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  of  Cliffoney 
represented  to  the  Local  Gh)vemment 
Board  the  great  want  and  destitution 
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existing  on  the  island  of  Innesmurrj ; 
whether  a  gunboat  was  some  time  after- 
wards despatched  by  the  Board  with 
some  provisions;  whether  her  cargo 
only  consisted  of  4  cwt.  of  Indian  meal, 
barely  a  mouthful  for  the  one  hundred 
famishing  souls  on  the  island ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Government  purpose  taking  any 
steps  to  allay  the  distress  prevailing 
among  these  poor  people  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  Local 
Government  Board  informed  me  that  in 
the  month  of  December  last  they  had 
before  them  a  representation  from  the 
Guardians  of  Sligo  Union  that  there  was 
distress  on  the  parts  of  the  coast  named 
(Cliffoney  and  MuUaghmore).  They  then 
satisfied  themselves  that  there  was  no 
exceptional  distress  which  could  not  be 
met  by  the  ordinary  operation  of  the 
Poor  Law,  and  they  have  now  no  reason 
to  alter  that  opinion.  On  the  30th  of 
January  the  ratepayers  of  Oliffoney 
called  a  meeting,  and  asked  the  Guardians 
to  call  on  the  Government  to  extend 
the  benefit  of  reproductive  works  to  all 
tenants  who  pay  rates ;  but  there  was  no 
special  mention  as  to  distress.  With 
this  exception  there  has  been  no  more 
recent  representation  as  to  the  mainland ; 
but  the  state  of  the  people  of  the  Island 
of  Innesmurry  has  been  specially  inves- 
tigated. A  gunboat  was  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Local  Government  In- 
spector (Major  Spaight)  to  enable  him 
to  visit  Innesmurry ;  but,  owing  to  the 
dangerous  character  of  the  coast  and  the 
continuance  of  stormy  weather,  four 
weeks  elapsed  before  he  was  able  to  get 
an  opportunity  of  landing.  He  took 
with  him  10  cwt.  of  Indian  meal;  but 
after  visiting  all  the  families  in  the 
Island,  numbering  14,  he  did  not  consider 
it  necessary  to  leave  more  than  4  cwt., 
which  amount  he  distributed  between 
three  families.  He  reports  that  there  is 
not,  in  his  opinion,  any  danger  of  any  of 
the  people  on  the  Island  suffering  from 
starvation. 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What 
operations  in  connection  with  the  Chan- 
nel Tunnel  are  in  progress  at  Sangatte ; 
and,  if  any  commencement  of  a  sub- 
marine driftway  from  the  French  Coast 
has  been  commenced ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent  it  has  been  carried? 

2fr,  Parndl 


Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Sir,  the  Board 
of  Trade  have  received  information  that 
at  the  end  of  January  the  length  of  the 
gallery  or  heading  at  Sangatte  was  some 
1,267  metres,  but  that,  owing  to  its  fol- 
lowing the  coast  obliquely,  the  head  of 
the  working  was  only  some  350  metres 
from  the  shore.  These  works  are,  of  coarse, 
only  preliminary,  and,  by  the  terms  of  the 
concession  granted  in  1875  by  the  French 
Government,  the  preliminary  works  were 
to  be  completed  in  five  years ;  but  provi- 
sion was  made  for  this  period  to  bo 
extended  to  eight  years,  and  this  was 
done  in  1880.  I  understand  that  unless 
by  the  2nd  of  August  next  the  French 
Company  not  only  presents  final  plans, 
but  also  proves  that  it  has  come  to  an 
arrangement  with  an  English  Company 
furnished  with  the  requisite  authority  to 
construct  and  work  a  submarine  railway, 
starting  from  the  English  shore,  the 
present  concession  will  lapse,  and  can 
only  be  revived  by  an  Act  of  the  French 
Legislature. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  —  PARLIAMENTABT  OATHS 
ACT  (1866)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  SCHEEIBEB  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Affirmation  Bill 
will  be  taken  before  Easter  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  think  it 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  to  find  as  early  a  day  as  possible 
for  taking  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  At  the  same  time,  viewing  the 
demands  of  other  urgent  Business,  and 
especially  the  demands  of  Supply,  I  think 
it  is  but  fair  to  say  to  the  hon.  Ghentleman 
that  we  do  not  see  any  reasonable  pros- 
pect of  being  able  to  proceed  wito  the 
Bill  before  the  Easter  Becesa.  The 
pledge  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
ample  Notice  shall  be  given  of  the 
second  reading  will  be  adhered  to. 

EAST  INDIA— CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE (NATIVE  JURISDICTION 

OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS). 
Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked,  Whether 
the  Government  had  received  information 
with  regard  to  a  meeting  that  appeared 
to  have  been  held  at  Calcutta  last  week 
to  protest  against  the  new  legislation, 
giving  to  Native  Judges  jurisdiction  oror 
Europeans  in  criminal  cases  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Oovernment  had  received  no  information 
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Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address,  as  fol- 
loweth : — 

/  have  received  with  iatisfaetion  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address, 

Tou  may  rely  on  My  hearty  desire  to  co-operate 
with  you  in  the  promotion  of  Measures  which  have 
for  their  object  to  secure  the  well'beiny  and  con^ 
tentment  of  My  People, 


other  than  that  which  appeared  in  The 
Timet. 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

SieSTAFFORDNOBTHOOTE  asked, 
After  what  hour  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  proceed  with  the  Motion  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Channel  Tannel  ?  It  was  an 
exceptional  and  unusual  proposal,  and 
ought  not  to  be  proceeded  with  at  an 
hour  when  it  could  not  be  fully  dis- 
cussed* 

Mr.' CHAMBERLAIN:  Not  after 
11.30. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BILLS— MEMO- 
RANDUM OF  PURPOSES  AND 
ENACTMENTS. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  CO  WEN :  I  wish  to 
put  a  Question  to  the  Speaker,  in  re- 
ference to  the  Procedure  of  the  House. 
I  notice  that  there  is  attached  to  the 
Bill  which  has  been  introduced  for  re- 
stricting the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
on  Sunday  a  statement  of  its  object  and 
purpose.  What  I  wish  to  know  is, 
Whether  it  would  be  possible  to  extend 
that  practice,  so  as  to  provide  that  hon. 
Members,  in  introducing  a  Bill,  may 
have  liberty  to  state  its  objects  and  pur- 

rses  ?  If  such  a  liberty  were  panted, 
believe  it  would  have  a  considerable 
effect  in  inducing  hon.  Members  to  dis- 
pense with  preuminary  speeches,  and 
would  consequently  save  the  time  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  speaker  :  A  memorandum  or 
statement  explaining  the  subject-matter 
of  a  Bill  has  been  occasionally  allowed 
to  be  presented  with  a  Bill ;  but  it  has 
been  limited  solely  to  the  contents  and 
purposes  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  seems  to  desire 
a  further  extension  of  that  practice ;  but 
I  do  not  think  I  should  be  justified  in 
authorizing  an  extension  of  the  practice 
without  the  authority  of  the  House. 

Mb.  JOSEPH  COWEN :  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that,,  on  the  first  occasion  of 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  I  will 
call  attention  to  the  matter,  and  move  a 
Kesolution  authorizing  the  extension  of 
the  practice. 

QUEEN'S    SPEECH  — HER    MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  COMPTBOLLER  of  the  HOUSE- 
HOLD (Lord  Kensinoion)  reported  Her 


COMMITTEE  OF  SELECTION 
(SPECIAL  REPORT). 

SiB  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Selection,  That 
they  had  selected  the  following  Five 
Members  to  be  the  Chairmen's  Panel, 
and  to  serve  as  Chairmen  of  the  two 
Standing  Committees  to  be  appointed 
under  the  Standing  Order  of  the  1st 
December  1882 : — 

The    Right     Honourable    George 
Joachim  Goschen, 

Richard  O'Shaughnessy,  esquire, 

The  Right  Honourable  Lyon  Play- 
fair, 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  and 

The    Right    Honourable    George 
Sclater-Booth ; 

to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  Y. 


SUPPLY-NAVY    (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATE),  1882-3. 

SiTFFLT — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £360,000,  be 
g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  in  addition  to  the 
Bums  already  granted  by  Parliament,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment dnnng  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  dajr  of 
March  1883,  for  additional  Expenditure  arising 
out  of  Military  Operations  in  Egypt." 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
wished  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  regard 
to  this  Vote.  He  saw  that  there  was  a 
large  contribution  from  the  Egyptian 
Government  towards  the  maintenance  of 
the  Army  of  Occupation.  He  intended 
to  have  mentioned  the  subject  the  other 
night ;  but  when  they  reached  the  Army 
Vote  the  hour  was  so  late — between  1 
and.  2  o'clock  in  the  morning — and  he 
knew  that  nothing  would  be  reported  ia 
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regard  to  any  discussion  which  might 
taKo  place — that  he  did  not  feel  him- 
self justified  in  making  any  remarks 
upon  the  contribution  of  Egypt  towards 
the  Army  of  Occupation.  But  it  did 
seem  to  him,  in  regard  to  the  large  con- 
tribution Egypt  was  called  upon  to  pay 
for  the  Army  of  Occupation,  that  some 
explanation  ought  to  be  given  by  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment.  For  instance, 
the  Commit  tee  ought  to  know  whether 
this  was  the  whole  expenditure,  or  whe- 
ther there  was  any  other  expenditure 
besides  that  which  was  asked  to  be  voted 
in  the  Estimates.  Having  said  so  much, 
he  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  fact  that  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  the  other  day,  with  re- 
gard to  the  occupation  of  Egypt,  was 
that  it  would  only  last  for  six  months. 
That  statement  had  produced,  as  far  as 
could  be  judged  from  the  papers,  a  most 
disastrous  effect  in  Egypt.  It  was  stated 
that  money  would  not  now  be  lent — in  fact, 
that  money  was  going  out  of  the  coun- 
try ;  that  applications  for  money  to  be 
taken  to  Egypt  were  now  withheld ;  and 
that  a  feeling  of  insecurity  was  daily 
increasing  in  that  country.  He  should 
like,  then,  to  ask  the  righthon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister,  whom  he  was  glad 
to  see  in  his  place  again,  and  with  hopes 
that  he  had  quite  recovered  from  the  ill- 
nest  which  took  him  abroad,  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  come  to  any  definite  de- 
termination with  regard  to  the  occupa- 
tion of  Egypt  ?  That  was  a  very  serious 
question,  and  the  answer  to  which  was 
anxiously  looked  forward  to  by  all  classes 
in  this  country^  as  well  as  by  all  classes 
in  Egypt.  Everyone  was  anxious  to  know 
what  the  determination  of  the  Govern- 
ment was,  and  what  their  aims  were. 
He  believed  that  this  was  a  legitimate 
opportunity  for  asking  these  questions, 
and  he  was  quite  sure  that  this  country 
would  not  be  satisfied  unless  they  knew 
that  the  results  of  the  expenditure,  both 
of  life  and  money,  caused  by  the  rebellion 
in  Egypt  were  of  a  practical  and  sub- 
stantial character.  The  country  would 
desire  to  be  assured  that  among  the 
practical  results  which  would  accrue 
from  the  sacrifice  of  life  and  treasure, 
Egypt  herself  would  be  placed  in  such 
a  position  that  no  future  intrigues  would 
be  likely  to  occur  in  that  country.  At 
any  rate,  we  ought  to  have  control  over 
the  Canal,  and  no  interference  with  the 

Sir  TTaltcr  B.  ParUelot 


Suez  Canal  should  be  allowed  to  take 
place.  Unless  the  occupation  of  Egypt 
was  such  as  would  render  these  things 
certain,  all  that  they  had  done  would  be 
thrown  away.  He  had  no  wish  to  raise 
an  Egyptian  debate ;  but  he  wished  to 
know  if  any  determination  had  been 
arrived  at  by  the  Government  in  regard 
to  the  occupation  of  Egypt  ? 

Mr.  GOuELEY  said,  he  wished  to 
make  one  or  two  observations  upon  this 
Vote.  In  the  first  place,  he  desired  to 
call  attention  to  an  item  of  £50,000  for 
''  a  special  gratuity  to  Seamen  and 
Marines."  He  wanted  to  know  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  how  the 
money  was  to  be  distributed — whether 
it  was  to  be  paid  to  seamen  on  board  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  as  an  award,  in 
larger  proportion  than  they  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  receiving?  Then,  again, 
under  the  head  of  **  New  Works,  Build- 
ings, &c."  there  was  the  very  large 
item  of  £76,000  for  **  purchase  of  house 
and  land  at  Port  Said."  He  should  like 
to  know  what  that  £76,000  was  for,  and 
whether  it  had  any  connection  with  the 
formation  of  a  new  depot?  Was  it  in- 
tended by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  they  should,  for  diplomatic  pur- 
poses, remain  permanently  at  Port  Said, 
or  was  it  intended  to  create  a  military 
depot  ?  If  so,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand the  statements  which  had  been 
made  in  regard  to  the  Suez  Canal  as  an 
international  highway.  He  quite  agreed 
with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  that  before  they 
were  called  upon  to  vote  so  large  a  sum 
of  money  as  £76,000,  they  ought  to  have 
from  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  some 
explanation  as  to  what  their  policy  reaUy 
was  in  regard  to  Egypt — whether  they 
intended  to  give  up  all  control  over  the 
affairs  of  that  country  for  all  time,  or 
whether  they  proposed  to  retain  pos- 
session of  the  Suez  Canal  as  a  protection 
to  the  road  to  India  ?  If  it  was  intended 
to  give  up  all  control,  which  was  cer- 
tainly indicated  in  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Granville,  then  he  was  at  a  loss  to  see 
for  what  purpose  they  had  been  at  war 
with  Egypt  at  all.  There  was  another 
question  upon  which  he  also  desired  in- 
ibrmation.  There  was  the  large  sum  of 
£15,000  in  the  Estimates  for  "nUoting 
and  towing  Her  Majesty's  ships.''  That 
was  a  very  large  additional  sum  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  ask  the  Com- 
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mittee  to  g^nt  for  such  a  purpose.    He 
had  always  held  the  opinion  that  many 
officers  of  the  Navy,  instead  of  heing  kept 
in  a  state  of  enforced  idleness  on  half-pay 
on  shore,  should  from  time  to  time  pro- 
ceed to  sea  in  order  to  acquire  a  know- 
ledge of  duties  of  this  nature ;  and  above 
all  things  he  considered  it  necessary  that 
they  should  be  educated  in  the  duties 
of  piloting  our  ships  of  war,  and  there 
▼ould  then  be  no  necessity  to  go  outside 
the  Navy  at  all,  or  for  so  large  an  ex- 
penditure  as    this.       Under    Vote   17 
there  was  another  item  of  £1,600  for 
pilotage  in   connection    with  the  con- 
Teyance  of    troops,    making  the  total 
charge  for  pilotage  and  towage  £16,600. 
That  was  a  sum  asked  for,  for  the  ser- 
Tioes  of   men    altogether    outside   the 
Nayy.    It  was  quite  true  that  a  por- 
tion of  the   money  was  to  be  returned 
hy  the  Army  Department ;  but  he  did  not 
think  there  ought  to  be  such  a  thing  as 
charges  for  pilotage  except   in  waters 
where  it  was  compulsory.  There  was  still 
another  item  to  which  he  wished  to  direct 
attention — namely,  £4,000  for  Medals  for 
Seamen  and  Marines.    He  thought  that, 
considering   the  very  efficient  services 
rendered    to  the    country    during    the 
recent  war  by  the  officers  and  men  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine  in  carrying  out 
oar  troops  to  Egypt  at  a  moment's  no- 
tice, and  with  such  signal  success,  the 
Borrices  rendered  ought  in  some  way  to 
he  recognized  by  the  Government.  Some- 
thing like  250,000  tons  of  shipping  had 
heen  employed  in  conveying  the  troops 
to  Egypt,  and  the  duty  had  been  ac- 
compEshed  without  the  loss  of  a  single 
man.    He   therefore  thought  that  fiie 
services  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  ought 
in  some  way  or  other  to  be  noticed  and 
recognized.     It  was  proposed  to  give 
to  the  men  in  the  Navy  and  in  the 
Army  a  distinguishing  medal,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  wise  policy  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  make  a  similar  recognition  of  the 
services  of  the  officers  and  men  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine.     Seamen  being  cos- 
mopolitan, recognition  of  their  services 
would  tend  to  increase  their  loyalty. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  did  not 
agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.Oourley)  that  more 
money  ought  to  be  expended  in  medals. 
In  fact,  in  his  opinion,  a  good  deal  too 
much  had  already  been  spent  in  that 
way.    If  a  man  could  not  be  attached 
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to  his  country  and  Queen  without 
occasionally  being  given  a  medal,  it 
was  of  no  use  seeking  to  attach  him. 
There  were  two  points  upon  which  he 
desired  information.  The  first  was  the 
item  of  ''  Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marines 
— special  gratuity."  When  the  Vote 
for  the  military  employed  in  the  Egyp- 
tian Expedition  was  before  the  Oom* 
mittee  on  Friday  last,  he  asked  what 
portion  of  the  £90,000  that  was  to  be 
granted  for  military  services  was  to 
be  given  to  the  Commander-in-Chief, 
Lord  Wolseley.  He  had  done  that  with 
a  specific  object,  because  the  Committee 
had  been  told  that  an  additional  grant 
was  to  be  voted  for  Lord  Wolseley  and 
Lord  Alcester.  He  supposed  he  must 
take  it  from  the  Prime  Minister  that 
full  Notice  would  be  given  of  the  day 
on  which  that  grant  would  be  brought 
forward.  What  he  wanted  to  know 
now  was,  what  portion  of  this  £50,000 
— £An  hon.  Member  :  £90,000.]  —  the 
sum  included  in  the  present  Vote  was 
£50,000  ;  and  he  wanted  to  know  what 
proportion  of  that  amount  was  to  go 
to  Lord  Alcester?  There  had  been  a 
statement  in  the  newspapers  in  regard 
to  the  way  in  which  this  money  was 
to  be  apportioned  to  the  Army  and 
Navy ;  but  he  did  not  think  there  had 
been  any  statement  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House.  He  would  suggest  that 
before  the  Vote  was  taken  for  a  special 
grant  of  money  to  be  given  to  Lord 
Wolseley  and  Lord  Alcester,  they  should 
have  some  statement  in  an  official  form 
laid  upon  the  Table,  to  show  how  the 
money  had  been  expended.  There  was 
one  other  point  to  which  he  desired  to 
call  attention.  He  observed  a  charge 
of  £76,000  for  the  purchase  of  a  house 
and  land  at  Port  Said.  Now,  he  believed 
that  this  particular  house  and  land  had 
been  offered  to  the  Anglo-Egyptian  Bank, 
some  little  time  before,  for  £30,000.  He 
quite  admitted  that  the  Government 
might  be  required  to  g^ve  more  than 
a  private  individual ;  but  the  difference 
between  £30,000  and  £76,000  was  so 
enormous  that  he  should  like  to  have 
some  explanation  of  the  matter. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  desired  to  ask,  before  the  Se* 
cretary  to  the  Admiralty  answered  the 
questions  which  had  just  been  put  to 
him,  if  he  would  inform  the  Committee 
whether  what  was  generally  stated  was 
accurate  or  not— namely,  that  this  pur- 
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chase  was  made  by  the  Admiralty  offi- 
cials without  any  previous  application 
to  the  Treasury,  and  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Treasury  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  op- 
posite (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had 
asked  some  questions  as  to  the  contri- 
butions from  the  Egyptian  Government 
towards  the  cost  of  the  Army  of  Occupa- 
tion, and  upon  those  questions  he  had 
founded  an  inquiry  as  to  the  policy  of 
the  Government  in  the  future  with  re- 
spect to  Egypt.  Although  he  quite  ad- 
mitted that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  entitled  to  ask  any  questions  of  this 
sort  upon  the  Vote,  still  he  had  to  point 
out  that  the  particular  item  in  the  Vote 
now  before  the  Committee  referred 
only  to  the  present  financial  year,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  mainten- 
ance or  withdrawal  of  the  English 
Forces  at  the  period  stated  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
It  merely  covered  the  extra  charge  in- 
volved upon  us  by  the  maintenance  of 
the  Force  which  was  now  occupying 
Egypt  up  to  the  end  of  the  year ;  and, 
of  course,  it  included  the  Transport 
Charges,  the  charges  connected  with 
the  bringing  home  of  invalids  and  time- 
expired  men,  and  the  sending  out  of 
drafts.  He  believed  the  contribution, 
as  far  as  the  Navy  was  concerned,  would 
cover  the  entire  cost  entailed  upon  this 
country.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley)  put  a  ques- 
tion to  him  in  regard  to  the  gratuity  to 
seamen  and  marines.  It  was  not  in  the 
nature  of  prize  money,  and  was,  therefore, 
not  distributed  under  the  Prize  Acts; 
but  for  convenience  they  had  followed 
the  prize  scale,  in  order  that  they  might 
have  something  to  guide  them  in  the 
distribution.  The  unit  with  which  they 
started  was,  in  the  Navy,  the  ordinary 
seaman,  and  in  the  Army  the  private. 
In  each  of  these  cases  the  amount  would 
be  £2  per  man,  and  the  prize  scale 
would  be  increased  to  warrant  officers, 
non  -  commissioned  officers,  and  com- 
missioned officers,  according  to  their 
rank,  up  to  the  Commander-in-Chief. 
He  believed  that  the  Military  Com- 
mander-in-Chief would  receive  £1,000, 
and  Lord  Alcester  £927  9«.  With  regard 
to  the  Dutch  house  at  Port  Said,  it  was  a 
large  house  erected  on  g^und  acquired 
from  the  Suez  Canal  Company,  and  when 
operations  on   the  Canal    were  under- 

Lord  liandol^h  Churchill 


taken,  it  was  found  absolutely  necessary 
to  secure  some  sort  of  basis  of  opera- 
tions on  shore.  The  house  in  question 
had  been  used  as  a  hospital  and  head- 
quarters, and  the  difficulty  of  the  opera- 
tions would  have  been  immensely  in- 
creased if  no  such  place  had  been  ob- 
tained. Therefore  the  Government  had 
thought  it  right  to  purchase  this  house. 
[Lord  Randolph  OHUEcniLL:  Whose 
property  was  it  ?]  He  believed  that  it 
was  purchased  from  the  Dutch  Gt)veni- 
ment,  or  from  the  representatives  of 
the  late  Prince  Henry  of  the  Nether- 
lands. Exception  had  been  taken  to 
the  price  which  had  been  paid  for  it. 
He  was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  the 
price  was  high,  in  this  sense — that  it 
was  quite  conceivable  a  person  who 
had  had  the  opportunity  of  watching 
the  market,  in  order  to  secure  this  pro- 

Eerty  as  an  investment,  might  have 
ought  it  for  a  smaller  sum  than 
£76,000.  He  believed  that  Prince 
Henry  of  the  Netherlands  paid  £35,000 
for  the  land,  and  the  building  cost 
£103,000,  so  that  it  was  by  no  means 
a  disadvantageous  bargain  to  get  it  for 
£76,000,  especially  when  it  was  borne 
in  mind  that  it  was  absolutely  and  essen- 
tially required  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Expedition.  It  was  not  necessary  for  him 
to  support  the  purchase  on  the  ground 
of  its  being  commercially  an  excellent 
investment.  That  was  another  ques- 
tion altogether.  The  purchase  was  made 
at  a  time  when  warlike  operations 
were  on  the  point  of  commencing,  and  it 
was  unnecessary  to  say  that  at  such  a 
time  they  could  not  hope  to  make  such 
a  deliberate  and  careful  bargain  as  they 
might  have  done  on  another  occasion. 
There  was  no  reason  whatever  for 
thinking  that  too  much  money  had  been 
paid  for  this  property,  when  it  was  con- 
sidered of  what  great  value  it  had  al- 
ready proved  in  connection  with  our 
military  operations.  He  had  discussed 
the  matter  only  within  the  last  few  days 
with  Sir  Anthony  Hoskins,  who  was  the 
Admiral  in  command  at  Port  Said,  and 
that  gallant  officer  assured  him  that  it 
would  have  been  simply  impossible  to 
have  carried  on  the  operations  without 
having  possession  of  this  house.  Hia 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Gourley)  asked  questions  about 
certain  items  of  the  Vote  for  pilotage 
and  towage  in  the  Suez  Canal.  Now,  a 
great  deal  was  done  by  the  officers  of  the 
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Navy;  but  there  were  certain  charges 
— dues  and  fees  for  towage  and'pilot- 
age — which  were  necessarily  included. 
Tftiey  were  really  expenses  incurred  dur- 
ing the  war.  The  only  other  point  he 
had  to  answer  was,  the  question  which 
had  been  put  to  him  in  reference  to 
medals.  His  hon.  Friend  wished  the 
Goyemment  to  consider  whether  a  medal 
could  not  be  giren  to  the  officers  and 
men  engaged  m  the  Transport  Service. 
He  believed  that  such  a  thing  had  never 
been  done  hitherto.  At  any  rate,  he 
did  not  know  of  any  case  in  which  a 
medal  had  been  granted  for  services  of 
that  kind.  He  could,  however,  assure 
his  hon.  Friend  that  the  matter  should 
be  fully  considered.  He  quite  agreed 
with  all  that  his  hon.  Friend  said  of  the 
great  service  which  had  been  rendered 
to  the  country  by  the  officers  and  men 
engaged  in  the  Transport  Service,  and 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  they 
had  discharged  their  duty. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  tlie  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  had  not  answered  the 
particular  question  which  he  had  put  to 
him,  and  which  he  felt  was  a  very  im- 
portant one  —  namely,  whether,  when 
the  purchase  of  the  house  at  Port  Said 
was  made,  there  was  no  previous  con- 
sent on  the  part  of  the  Treasury  ?  To 
that  question  he  had  received  no  answer. 
He  had  now  several  other  questions  to 
put  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought 
most  hon.  Members  would  agree  that 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
with  respect  to  the  house  at  Port  Said 
was  extremely  unsatisfactory.  A  large 
sum  of  money  had  been  expended  in  the 
purchase — no  less  a  sum  tnan  £76,000 ; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
known  that  such  an  item  would  have 
itself  attracted  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Nevertheless,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, knowing  that  fact,  came  down  to 
the  House,  and,  instead  of  being  pre- 
pared to  give  every  information  as  to 
the  purchase,  he  did  not  even  know  of 
whom  the  purchase  had  been  made.  He 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  did  not  think 
that  there  was  any  precedent  for  such  a 
want  of  information  with  respect  to  the 
expenditure  of  so  large  a  sum  of  money. 
[  Mr.  CAMFBBLL-BAimEBMAN :  There  is  a 
precedent.]  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
there  was  a  precedent.  He  was  obliged 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  informa- 
tion.   At  the  same  time,  that  was  no 


answer  to  his  complaint,  which  was  that 
a  full  explanation  had  not  been  given  to 
the  Committee  in  this  particular  case. 
Another  thing  he  should  like  to  know 
was,  who  bought  this  house  ?  Who  was 
the  particular  person?  Who  was  the 
purchaser  first  of  all  ?  Who  was  it,  and 
what  authority  had  he  for  making  the 
purchase?  Was  any  man  of  business 
employed  in  England  or  in  Egypt  ?  The 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  said  that  the 
Admiralty  were  not  in  a  position  to  watch 
the  market.  Now,  it  was  a  notorious 
thing,  if  his  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill's) 
information  was  correct,  that  the  matter 
had  been  hanging  about  for  some  years. 
In  point  of  uict,  this  house  had  been 
hawked  about  to  Hotel  Companies,  and 
it  was  offered  to  the  Anglo-Egyptian 
Bank  for  less  than  one-half  the  sum  the 
Government  afterwards  paid  for  it.  He 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  ask  for  this 
information  before  the  Committee  voted 
the  money.  There  was  one  more  ques- 
tion he  desired  to  ask — namely,  what 
were  they  going  to  do  with  the  house 
now?  Did  the  Admiralty  authorities 
contemplate  selling  it  ?  Was  it  occupied 
at  present,  and,  if  so,  by  whom  ?  All 
these  were  matters  on  which  the  Com- 
mittee should  insist  upon  having  infor- 
mation before  they  consented  to  vote 
the  money ;  and  in  order  to  get  this  in- 
formation in  a  more  explicit  form  from 
the  Government,  he  begged  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£76,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £274,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  in  addition  to  the  sums 
already  granted  by  rarliament,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1883,  for  additional  Expenditure  arising  out  of 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt/' — {Lord  Randolph 
ChurekiU.) 

Mr.  8CLATER-B00TH  remarked, 
that  objection  had  been  so  frequently 
taken  in  former  years  to  investments 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  land 
and  house  property  for  Embassies  in 
foreign  countries  that  he  was  not 
surprised  by  the  course  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  noble  Lord  and  others  with 
regard  to  the  large  sum  of  £76,000 
which  had  been  given  for  the  purchase 
of  this  house  at  Port  Said.  He  was  not 
going  to  quarrel  with  the  Admiralty  in 
regard  to  the  exact  price  they  had  given 
for  the  purchase^  although  he  believed 
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that  the  property  might  have  been  ac- 
quired, on  a  previous  occasion,  for  a 
much  smaller  sum.  He  did  not  know 
who  effected  the  purchase  on  the  part  of 
the  Government — whether  it  was  the 
Naval  authorities  on  the  spot,  or  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  at  Whitehall,  or  the  Trea- 
sury. Whether  it  was  an  excessive  pur- 
chase, no  doubt,  would  be  determined 
partly  on  the  use  already  made  of  it,  and 
partly  on  the  use  to  be  made  of  it  here- 
after. He  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
visiting  Port  Said  not  many  weeks  ago, 
and  he  found  this  house  occupied,  with 
great  advantage,  by  the  Marines.  It  was 
used  at  the  time  as  a  Marine  barrack, 
and  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  it  had  been 
very  effective  for  the  purpose  of  a  bar- 
rack, and  that  the  he^th  of  the  Marines 
had  been  remarkably  good  since  they 
had  been  there.  But  he  had  heard  since 
his  return  to  England  that  the  Marines 
had  been  withdrawn.  Therefore,  at  this 
moment,  as  far  as  he  was  aware,  the 
house  was  of  no  use  to  the  Government. 
He  should,  as  he  had  already  stated, 
make  no  complaint  in  regard  to  the  price 
paid.  He  was  told  that  it  was  part  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  to  retain 
this  commanding  position  for  such  uses 
as  might  hereafter  crop  up  during  our 
occupation  of  Egypt.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  purcnase  if  that  were  to 
be  the  case ;  but  he  hoped  he  should  not 
be  told  that  this  property,  which  had 
been  purchased  so  expensively,  was  now 
to  be  sold,  and  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  Government  in  respect  to  it  was  at 
an  end.  He  was  sorry  to  hear  the  state- 
ment of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
in  reply  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
behind  him  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  as 
to  the  observations  made  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
upon  a  recent  occasion,  in  reference  to 
the  term  during  which  the  troops  might 
be  retained.  He  confessed  that  he  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  was  one  of  those  who, 
when  he  heard  the  noble  Marquess's  ob- 
servation, imagined  it  was  a  mere  slip 
of  the  tongue,  and  that  he  had  not  really 
intended  to  pledge  the  Government  to 
any  time  whatever  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  troops.  He  hoped  that  some 
notice  would  be  taken  of  the  question  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  Perhaps 
this  discussion  was  not  the  best  mode  of 
raising  so  important  a  question ;  but  he 
hoped,  if  any  answer  was  made,  to  find 
that  no  definite  term  had  yet  been  fixed, 

Mr.  Sclater-Bcoth 


and  that  as  long  as  British  interests  re- 
quired our  troops  to  be  kept  in  Eg^pt 
they  would  be  retained.  It  appeared  to 
him  impossible,  at  the  present  moment, 
for  any  man  to  say  at  what  time  the  with- 
drawal of  the  troops  ought  to  take  place. 
Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  quite  admit 
that  it  is  the  natural  and  primary  duty 
of  the  Committee  to  scrutinize  closely 
any  investment  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  any  case,  and  especially  when  so 
large  an  outlay  as  £76,000  is  involved. 
But  then,  viewing  as  I  do,  and  as  I 
think  the  Committee  will  do,  our  duty 
of  scrutinizing  such  purchases  with 
jealousy,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
this  house  was  acquired  under  circum- 
stances of  real  necessity ;  and  I  think  it 
would  be  premature  if  the  Government 
were  to  go  the  length  which  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  who  has  just  sat  down 
invites  them  to  go,  and  to  declare  that 
it  is  our  intention  to  retain  the  building 
as  permanent  Government  property.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  would  be  a  great  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  any  definite  conclu- 
sion has  been  arrived  at.  Any  proposal 
on  the  subject  will  have  to  be  considered 
on  its  merits.  The  time  the  property 
was  purchased  was,  undoubtedly,  a  time 
of  urgency.  There  is  certainly  no  ques- 
tion of  urgency  now,  and  we  shall  be 
able  to  make  a  deliberate  inquiry  as  to 
the  best  step  to  be  taken.  With  respect 
to  the  question  put  to  me  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Handolph Churchill) 
I  think  I  shall  state  the  case  correctlv  if  I 
say,  in  general  terms,  that  there  was  no 
prior  application  to,  or  intervention,  on 
the  part  of  the  Treasury  in  regard  to  the 
purchase  of  this  property ;  but  there  was 
an  early  explanation  to  the  Treasury  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  it  took 
place.  The  explanations  supplied  by  the 
Admiralty  were  of  such  a  character  as  to 
satisfy  the  Treasury,  on  examination, 
that  there  was  no  good  reason  for  passing 
an  unfavourable  judgment  on  the  trans- 
action. The  noble  Lord  may  aay,  and 
on  general  grounds  primd  faeis  he  is 
right,  if  he  says  that  an  ex  poet  facto  ap- 
plication to  the  Treasury  is  not  the  kind 
of  application  contemplated  in  the  regu- 
lar business  of  the  Government.  Bat 
this  was  a  peculiar  case,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  Naval  authorities,  pro- 
vided they  used — and  I  believe  they  did 
use — their  best  discretion  in  the  matter 
and  act  for  the  best,  were  perfectly 
right  in  proceeding  without  a  prior  ap- 
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plioation  to  the  Treasury.  This  was  a 
measure,  on  the  first  blush  of  the  case,  of 
military  necessity.  What  would  have 
happened  if  an  application  to  the  Trea- 
sury had  been  made  ?  If  such  an  appli- 
cation had  been  made  it  would  have  been 
the  business  of  the  Treasury  to  require, 
in  a  regular  and  formal  document,  all 
the  considerations  in  favour  of  the  pur- 
chase to  be  stated.  What  would  have 
been  the  effect  of  drawing  up  a  docu- 
ment of  that  kind,  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Treasury  and  considered  by  the  Trea- 
sury? Considerable  delay  must  have 
occurred  in  the  carrying  out  of  measures 
that  were  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Expedition,  and  it  would  have  been 
in  the  highest  degree  pedantry  on  the 
part  of  the  Treasury  to  have  looked  for 
any  communication  of  that  kind.  It  was, 
therefore,  in  my  opinion,  quite  within 
the  discretion  of  the  Treasury  for  the 
Naval  authorities  to  act  without  having 
reference  to  the  Treasury. 

LoKD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Who  did  actually  buy  the  property  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  Naval  autho- 
rities on  the  spot  arranged  the  trans- 
action, and,  as  we  believe,  they  exercised 
their  best  jud^ent,  and  acted  upon  the 
best  information  in  their  power.  I  do 
not  admit  at  all  that  there  is  in  the  facts 
of  the  case  any  reason  to  suppose  that 
there  was  any  error  committed.  As  my 
hon.  Friend  near  me  (Mr.  Campbell* 
Bannerman)  has  stated,  although  this  is 
a  very  large  sum,  and  although  at  a 
certain  time  the  property  might  have  been 
in  the  market  at  a  lesser  price,  and  that 
in  the  end  we  were  forced  to  purchase 
it  at  double  the  price  at  which  it  might 
have  been  originally  obtained,  that  is 
not  the  ground  on  which  we  can  pretend 
to  look  at  the  matter.  It  must  be  looked 
at  altogether  as  a  question  of  military 
necessity,  and  questions  of  property  be- 
come of  secondary  importance  when  a 
real  necessity  is  involved  in  the  matter. 
That  is  the  way  in  which  we  ought  to 
look  at  the  question.  I  do  not  wish  to 
appear  disrespectful  in  passing  by,  with- 
out notice,  the  appeal  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  on  the  subject  of 
our  general  policy.  But  I  think  I  make 
a  reasonable  reply  to  it  when  I  say  that, 
in  regard  to  a  general  appeal  of  that 
kind,  the  circumstances  of  uie  case  pre- 
clude our  giving  anything  but  a  general 
answer.    Anything  in  the  shape  of  a 


specific  answer  would  be  liable  to  be 
misunderstood.  My  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  referred  to  a 
certain  period  within  which  he  thought 
it  possible  we  might  withdraw  from 
Eg3rpt,  and  that  statement  has  been 
understood  by  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
mean  that  we  were  to  withdraw  from 
Egypt  within  that  particular  period. 
But  what  my  noble  Friend  stated  was 
simply  his  hope.  That  hope  was  derived 
from  the  impression  which  he  had  re- 
ceived from  such  a  review  of  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  as  in  the  present  de- 
velopment of  those  circumstances  was 
practicable.  What  my  noble  Friend 
felt,  and  what  all  the  Government  feel, 
is  that,  in  the  first  place,  we  have  an 
important  purpose  to  accomplish  in 
Egypt;  and  that,  in  the  second  place, 
when  that  purpose  is  accomplished  we 
shall  be  sincerely  desirous  to  withdraw. 
But,  in  regard  to  the  definition  of  the 
time,  it  is  impossible  to  go  beyond  the 
expression  of  a  hope,  because  it  is  evi- 
dent that  the  purpose  we  have  in  view 
must  regulate  the  time  to  be  employed, 
and  a  fixed  and  arbitrary  time  must  not 
be  permitted  to  interfere  with  the  attain- 
ment of  that  purpose.  Now  we  may  say 
this — that  the  definition  of  the  objects  for 
which  we  are  in  Egypt  has  been  ex- 
plicitly explained  upon  more  than  one 
occasion  in  this  House.  We  are  there 
for  the  establishment  of  order  and  sta- 
bility; we  are  there  for  the  improvement 
of  the  institutions  of  the  country;  we  are 
there  to  secure,  as  far  as  depends  upon 
ourselves,  the  equal  fulfilment  of  inter- 
national engagements ;  and  we  are  there 
undoubtedly  m  a  principal  degree  in 
reference  to  the  freedom  and  security 
of  the  great  passage  by  the  Canal 
from  one  sea  to  another.  If  these  are 
matters  which  are  entirely  and  absolutely 
matters  in  our  own  hands,  it  might  be 
right,  and  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  we  should  from  time  to  time 
state  exactly  the  point  we  have  reached 
in  the  adjustment  of  them.  It  must, 
however,  be  borne  in  mind,  that  we  are 
not  in  Egypt  as  masters,  but  as  friends 
and  advisers,  in  the  first  instance,  of  the 
Egyptian  Government,  and  that,  with 
respect  to  many  of  the  purposes,  for  which 
we  are  there,  other  nations  have  inte- 
rests, and  not  only  interests,  but  rights 
just  as  definite  and  as  undeniable  as 
our  own.  Nor  are  the  Government  aware 
of  any  separate  ox  selfish  interoste  on  th^ 
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part  of  this  country  as  serered  from  the 
general  interests  of  the  world,  and  of  all 
civilized  nations  which  we  ought  to  prose- 
cute in  a  selfish  and  a  narrow  spirit.  I 
may  further  venture  to  say  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  through  the 
ability  and  indefatigable  action  of  our 
Civil  Agents  and  Kepresentatives,  which 
has  been  worthy , I  may  say,  to  be  classed — 
and  certainly  I  could  bestow  no  higher 
eulogy  upon  them — ^with  the  admirable 
services  rendered  by  our  Naval  and 
Military  Commanders — we  believe  that 
through  their  ability  and  indefatigable 
action  reasonable  progress  has  been 
made,  and  that,  viewing  the  nature  of 
the  case,  everything  has  been  done  thus 
far  which  could  possibly  have  been  ex- 
pected. But  the  Committee  is  very  well 
aware  of  the  importance  and  delicacy  of 
the  relations  in  which  we  stand  in  re- 
gard to  those  many  parties  who  are  in- 
terested in  Egyptian  affairs ;  and  they 
will,  I  think,  believe  with  us  that  the 
Government  would  not  be  contributing 
to  the  acceleration  of  our  rate  of  pro- 
gress were  we  to  undertake  to  give  ex- 
planations to  the  House  of  Commons  of 
a  premature  character  with  reference  to 
these  proceedings.  I  hope  the  Commit- 
tee will  think  that  this  is  all  that  can 
fairly  be  expected  from  us ;  that  that  dis- 
claimer, on  the  one  hand,  of  separate  ob- 
jects, and  the  expression,  on  the  other,  of 
determination  with  the  support  of  Par- 
liament, which  has  already  been  granted 
to  us  to  accomplish,  as  far  as  depends 
upon  us  the  purposes,  important  for 
Egypt  and  the  world,  which  we  con- 
sider the  proper  object  of  all  civilized 
communities,  will  be  regarded  as  suffi- 
cient. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  remarked,  that,  in 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  the  house  at 
Fort  Said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  what 
had  been  said  in  defence  of  the  gallant 
Admiral  by  whom  the  purchase  had 
been  effected ;  and  after  tne  statements 
which  had  been  made  he  hoped  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock ^Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  would 
now  withdraw  the  opposition  which,  per- 
haps, on  not  unnatural  grounds,  he  nad 
offered  to  the  Vote.  No  doubt,  the  Suez 
Canal,  as  a  basis  of  operations,  had  been 
of  vital  importance  to  the  success  of  the 
Expedition.  The  operations  themselves 
were  of  a  most  delicate  character ;  and, 
as  far  as  he  was  acquainted  with  the 
particulars  of  the  operations,  the  gal- 

Mr.  Gladifone 


lant    Admiral   whose   duty  it   was  to 
superintend  them   had    done    so  in  a 
manner  to  prevent  irritation  either  on 
the  part  of  the    great    Company  who 
made  the  Suez  Canal,  or  the  foreign 
countries  who  were  interested  in  it.    It 
was  quite  certain,    he   believed,    that 
there  had  been  an  intention  on  the  part 
of  M.  de  Lesseps  to  occupy  this  par- 
ticular house  in  order  to  prevent   its 
being  made  a  basis  of  operations,  and 
the  gallant  Admiral  in  charge  of  Fort 
Said  telegraphed  to  the  Admiralty  for 
authority  to  purchase  it  without  delay. 
The  Board  of  Admiralty  at  once  gave 
their  consent  to  the  purchase    of   the 
house,  and  then  the  matter  was  referred 
to  the  Treasury.    As  a  basis  of  opera- 
tions it  had  proved  of  the  utmost  service. 
He  believed  that  the  gallant  Admiral 
might  have  seized  the  house,  have  placed 
his  Marines  in  it,  and  paid  nothing  for 
it ;  but,   although    France    and    other 
nations    were    accustomed    to    acta  of 
violence  of  that  character  at  the  com- 
mencement of  a  war,  it  was  not  con- 
sidered advisable  to  copy  their  example 
by  this  country.    It  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  Naval  officers  engaged  in 
the  Suez  Canal  had  very  delicate  opera- 
tions to  carry  out ;  and  he  was  sure  that 
at  this  moment,  when  they  remembered 
the  successful  issue  of  those  operations, 
they  would  not  feel  inclined  to  reflect 
upon  Admiral  Hoskins  for  the  arbitrary 
measures  he  was  obliged  to  resort  to. 
He  (Sir  John  Hay)  knew  it  was  right 
that  the  Treasury  ought  to  have  been 
communicated  with ;  but  it  would  have 
taken  a  long  time  to  get  the  Treasniy  to 
agree  to  the  purchase   of   this  house, 
and  in  the  meantime  it  might  have  been 
taken  possession  of  by  other  people,  so 
that,  in  the  end,  they  would  nave  heen 
compelled    to    resort    to    violent  mea- 
sures in  order  to  make  use  of  it  for 
their  own  purposes.    Those  violent  mea- 
sures had,  happily,  been  avoided ;  and 
if  the  purchase  had  cost  the  oountry 
£76,000,  instead  of  £35,000,  there  was 
very  little  doubt  that   they  had  been 
saved  the  extra  £40,000  by  the  judicious 
steps  taken  by  Admiral  Hoskins,  and 
the  manner  in  which  that  gallant  officer 
had   been   seconded  by  the  Board  of 
Admiralty.     The  possession  of  this  par- 
ticular site  had  been  of  the  utmost  ad- 
vantage so  far  as  the  health  of  the  per- 
sons who  occupied    it   was  concerned. 
He  trusted,  after  the  explanations  that 
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had  been  given  on  the  matter,  his  noble 
Friend  would  withdraw  his  opposition  to 
the  Vote. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  he  was  not  at 
all  going  to  dispute  for  one  moment  the 
position  which  had  been  taken  up  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.    In  the  first 
place,  the  Admiral  in  command  believed 
that  it    was  necessary,   upon  military 
grounds,  to  take  possession  of  this  house 
and  site.    He    admitted  also  that  the 
Treasury  might  very  well  not  have  been 
communicated  with,  in  the  event  of  an 
immediate  decision  being  required.     He 
thought  the  Committee  were  bound  to 
accept  those  two  points ;  but  there  was 
another  point  which  must  not  be  over- 
looked.   They  were  not  contesting  these 
two  particular  points,  nor  had  the  noble 
Lord  who  moved  the  rejection  of  this 
Yote  contested  them.    No  one  disputed 
the  statement  of  his  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  opposite  (Sir  John  Hay),  as 
to  the  gallantry  of  the  Admiral  and  the 
splendid  success  of  our    Forces.      No 
doubt,  they  were  matters  on  which  they 
often  congratulated  the  country  and  the 
Army  and  Navy ;  but  what  he  wanted  to 
point  out  was  this — that  whenever  they 
engaged    in    warlike   operations    they 
found  those  who  had  administered  the 
affairs  of  the  country  rushing  into  ex- 
penditure without  the  slightest  check  or 
control ;  and  unless  the  House  had  these 
transactions  constantly  brought  under 
their  notice,  in  regard  to  the  loose  and 
reckless  manner  in  which  certain  officers 
of  the  drown,    placed    in    responsible 
positions,   handled  the  public    money, 
nothing  would  be  done  to  discourage 
practices  by  which  the  country  might 
lose  millions.    Let  the  Committee  care- 
fully examine  the  question  which  had 
just  been  raised.  Here  they  had  the  fact 
before  them  that  a  large  mansion,  built 
by  a  foreign  Prince  for  a  considerable 
sum  of  money,  had  been  acquired  by 
the  Government ;   but  if  used  for  any 
other  purpose  it  was  not  worth  a  mere 
fraction  of  the  outlay  that  had  been 
made  upon  it  by  this  foreign  Prince. 
He  dared  say  there  were  hon.  Members 
to  be  found  who  would  advocate  the  ap- 
plication of  large  sums  of  money  in  the 
purchase  of  property,  which,  if  ever  it 
came  into  the  market,  would  be  looked 
upon  as  a  sort  of  white  elephant.  There 
was  every  reason  to  believe  that  up  to 
a  recent  period  this  building,  being  even 
uosuitable  for  an  hotel  or  anything  else. 


was  hawked  about  for  sale  at  a  very  low 
sum,  and  then,  in  an  emergency,  it  was 
purchased  at  a  figure  very  much  in 
excess  of  that  for  which  it  had  been 
offered.  What  he  wanted  to  know  was, 
how  the  transaction  had  been  carried 
out  ?  Who  was  the  reputed  owner  of 
the  property  when  the  Government  pur- 
chased it  ?  Did  the  Admiralty  carry  on 
the  transaction  directly  with  the  owner 
of  the  property,  or  did  they,  as  he 
thought  it  was  probable,  employ  a  go* 
between?  If  they  did  employ  a  go- 
between,  that  fact  might  possibly,  to 
some  extent,  account  for  the  difference 
between  the  sum  originally  asked  and 
the  sum  paid  by  the  Government — a 
considerable  portion  of  it  having  very 
likely  found  its  way  into  the  pocket  of 
the  go-between.  He  certainly  thought 
that  explanations  ought  to  be  given  by 
the  Government,  because,  upon  the  face 
of  the  matter,  it  was  possible  that,  by 
better  management,  a  good  round  sum 
of  money  might  have  been  saved  in  the 
purchase.  He  thought  the  Committee 
ought  to  be  told  whether  the  Admiralty 
purchased  the  property  from  the  actual 
owner,  or  in  what  way  the  negotiations 
were  carried  on. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  •  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  property,  as  he  had  already 
stated,  belonged  to  Prince  Henry  of  the 
Netherlands,  and  it  was  purchased  from 
the  representatives  of  Prince  Henry. 
As  to  the  question  whether  the  inter- 
vention of  commercial  agents  would 
have  led  to  a  lower  price  being  given, 
there  was  no  time  for  any  such  proceed- 
ings, or,  indeed,  for  any  protracted  ne- 
gotiations. The  essence  of  the  whole 
thing  was  that  if  the  Government  were 
to  have  the  property  at  all  they  must 
have  it  immediately ;  and,'therefore,  the 
immediate  occupation  of  it  was  secured 
on  the  best  terms  the  representatives  of 
the  Admiralty  could  make.  Before  the 
negotiations  were  carried  out,  a  |Beport 
was  made  to  the  Board  of  Admiralty  by 
the  Director  of  Works,  General  Pasley, 
whose  opinion  was  taken  as  to  the  value 
of  the  property.  It  was  only  upon  his 
advice  that  the  purchase  was  completed. 
He  could  only  repeat  that  there  was  no 
time  to  go  into  elaborate  negotiations 
through  a  commercial  agent.  He  did 
not  tmnk  that  if  such  negotiations  had 
been  permitted  they  womd  have  been 
effectual  in  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
the  Admiralty. 
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Mb.  BITOHIE  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  a^eed  with  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  that  these  things 
could  hardly  be  regarded  in  a  carping 
spirit,  or  from  purely  a  mercantile  point 
01  view.  Looking  at  the  very  serious 
position  of  affairs,  and  the  value  of  the 

groperty,  which,  in  common  with  other 
[embers  of  the  House,  he  had  himself 
seen,  he  was  bound  to  say  he  could  not 
agree  with  the  strictures  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  passed  upon 
the  bargain.  It  was  quite  possible  that 
more  money  had  been  paid  for  the  pro- 
perty than  it  was  commercially  worth ; 
but,  looking  at  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  its  admirable  position  and  the 
value  of  the  property,  he  did  not  think 
the  Committee  should  look  upon  the 
bargain  with  dissatisfaction.  He  also 
wished  to  say  that  he  thought  the  coun- 
try was  indebted  to  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  for  having 
obtained  from  the  Prime  Minister  the 
answer  which  he  had  given  to  the  ques- 
tion of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  Of 
course,  the  Committee  had  no  wish  what- 
ever to  force  from  the  Government  any 
premature  declaration  as  to  what  their 
policy  was  to  be,  or  what  the  duration 
of  their  occupation  of  Egypt  was  likely 
to  be.  He  was  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
no  intention  of  withdrawing  from  Egypt 
until  they  obtained  what  they  wanted 
to  secure — namely,  that  peace  and  good 
government  should  be  restored  in  Egypt, 
and  be  placed  upon  such  a  sound  and 
permanent  footing  as  would  give  a  gua- 
rantee  for  their  continuance  for  a  long 
time  to  come.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  if  they  were  to  withdraw  from  Egypt 
before  those  objects  had  been  secured, 
the  money  and  the  sacrifices  they  had 
made  would  be  entirely  thrown  away, 
and  all  that  they  had  done,  at  such  a 
large  expenditure  of  life  and  property, 
would  simply  have  to  be  done  over 
again,  at  a  largely-increased  cost,  in  a 
few  years.  He  was  satisfied  that  it  was 
for  the  good  of  this  country  and  of 
Europe,  and  of  the  people  of  Egypt,  that 
our  occupation  should  continue  until 
good  government  was  secured.  So  far 
from  the  Committee  desiring  to  force 
any  premature  declaration  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty^s  Government,  he  would  say,  in 


reference  to  that  point,  that  it  was  to 
guard  against  the  evil  efiPects  of  the  pre- 
mature declaration  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
that  an  explanation  had  been  asked  for. 
Undoubtedly  the  impression  had  gone 
abroad,  and  had  done  much  mischief  in 
Egypt,  that  the  Government,  on  reviewing 
the  situation,  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
of  withdrawing  their  troops  from  Egypt 
in  the  course  of  six  months.  Seeing  the 
harm  which  that  declaration  had  done, 
the  noble  Marquess  ought  to  be  thankful 
for  the  explanation  given  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  which  would  certainly  afford 
satisfaction  both  in  this  country  and  in 
Egypt.  There  was  another  matter  upon 
which  he  wished  to  say  a  word,  and  that 
was  in  reference  to  the  grant  of  £13,500 
to  the  family  of  Professor  Palmer  and  the 
expenditure  incurred  by  Colonel  Warren 
in  searching  for  Professor  Palmer  and 
his  companions.  He  did  not  propose  to 
criticize  this  item  in  any  adverse  spirit. 
The  Papers  which  had  been  distributed 
lately  showed  that  every  care  had  been 
taken  to  endeavour  to  discover  the  where* 
aboufcs  of  these  unfortunate  gentlemen, 
and  that  every  effort  was  made  from 
every  quarter  to  secure  some  intelli- 
gence as  to  their  fate.  He  was  sure, 
however,  that  few  people  would  rise 
from  an  inspection  of  these  Papers  with- 
out feeling  that  sufficient  security  was 
not  taken  before  the  Expedition  was  sent 
out  that  these  gentlemen  were  properly 
protected.  In  the  first  place,  it  was  quite 
apparent  from  the  Correspondence  which 
had  been  published  that,  even  at  the 
best  of  times,  when  the  country  to  be 
traversed  was  in  a  state  of  profound 
peace,  and  when  there  were  no  large 
sums  of  money  in  the  possession  of  the 
travellers,  such  an  expedition  as  this 
would  have  been  attended  with  consider- 
able risk  and  danger.  But  when  they 
came  to  consider  tnat  it  was  a  time  of 
war,  and  that  these  gentlemen  were  en- 
trusted with  a  very  large  sum  of  money 
in  gold,  it  did  seem  to  him  that  it  was 
the  height  of  folly  to  allow  the  Expedi- 
tion to  go  out  without  some  efficient  and 
proper  protection.  With  reference  to 
Professor  Palmer,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  he  felt  confidence  in  his 
friendly  relations  with  the  Sheikhs  of 
the  district.  His  previous  acquaintance 
with  them  inspirea  a  certain  amount  of 
confidence  in  nis  mind ;  and,  no  doubt, 
the   conseijuences   thc^t  followed  wer^ 
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due,   in    some    degree,    to    that    con- 
fidence. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  rose  to 
Order.  He  understood  that  an  Amend- 
ment had  been  moved  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill)  in  reference  to  the  pur- 
chase of  the  house  at  Port  Said ;  and  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  that  was  a  pro- 
per opportunity  for  discussing  the  Ex- 
pedition of  Professor  Palmer  ? 

Mb.  HITCHIE  understood  that  the 
Question  put  from  the  Chair  was  that 
the  whole  of  the  Vote  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty. 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  now 
before  the  Committee  is  that  the  Vote, 
reduced  by  the  sum  of  £76,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  understood  from  the 
answer  of  the  Chairman  that  he  was 
perfectly  in  Order,  or  it  would  have 
Deen  intimated  to  him  that  he  was  pur- 
suing an  irregular  course.  He  would, 
therefore,  proceed  with  the  few  remarks 
he  wished  to  make.  He  was  about  to 
say,  with  reference  to  Professor  Palmer, 
that  he  went  out  very  much  in  the  cha- 
racter of  a  volunteer,  and  that  he  was 
prepared  to  take  the  risk  in  consequence 
of  the  friendly  relations  he  had  with  the 
Sheikhs.  But  that  was  not  the  case 
with  Captain  Oill  and  Lieutenant  Char- 
rington.  They  were  ordered  to  proceed 
with  the  Expedition;  and  those  who 
ordered  them  ought  to  have  taken  rea- 
sonable care  to  see  that  they  were  pro- 
perly protected  in  the  mission  they  had 
undertaken .  So  far  from  being  properly 
protected,  there  was  not  the  smallest 
attempt  to  protect  them  in  going  into 
the  Desert  in  a  hostile  country  with  a 
large  amount  of  specie  in  their  posses- 
sion. He  understood  that,  so  far  from 
being  on  friendly  terms  with  the  Sheikhs 
of  the  country,  the  Sheikh  under  whose 
guidance  they  proceeded  was  not  even 
connected  with  the  tribes  of  the  locality 
through  which  they  had  to  pass.  He 
was  a  man  of  no  influence  whatever 
among  them ;  he  had  been  taken  from 
a  different  part  of  the  country,  and  was 
the  Sheikh  of  a  small  district  with  a 
very  small  amount  of  authority.  There- 
fore, there  was  not  even  the  precaution 
taken  of  seeing  that  these  gentlemen 
proceeded  on  their  expedition  under  the 
guidance  and  guarantee  of  a  Sheikh  of 
some  influence  and  authority  over  the 
district  through  which  the  passage  was 


to  be  made.  Indeed,  there  was  not  the 
smallest  precaution  taken  to  secure  the 
lives  of  the  gentlemen  who  had  been 
ordered  out  on  the  Expedition  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  notwithstanding 
that  the  Expedition  itself  was  attended 
by  great  peril.  He  had  no  fault  to  find 
with  what  was  done  after  the  catastrophe 
which  happened  to  the  Expedition.  No 
doubt,  every  effort  had  been  made  to 
rescue  Professor  Palmer  and  his  com- 
panions, and,  since  their  fate  was  dis- 
covered, to  bring  their  murderers  to 
justice ;  but  he  thought  that  great  blame 
and  responsibility  attached  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  having  allowed  the  Expedi- 
tion to  go  out  without  the  smallest 
attempt  to  provide  for  its  protection. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  thought  it  would  have  been  a 
better  course  to  proceed  to  a  decision 
upon  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  before  entering  upon 
the  question  of  the  Expedition  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer.  At  the  same  time,  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  had  made  certain 
specific  statements  to  the  Committee 
which  he  thought  ought  to  be  replied  to 
at  once.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
he  quite  understood  the  position  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer;  that  Professor  Palmer 
was  well  acquainted  with  the  Desert  and 
the  Bedouins,  and  had  formed  a  some- 
what sanguine  estimate  of  the  prospects 
of  the  Expedition.  But  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber contrasted  the  position  of  Professor 
Palmer  as  a  volunteer  with  the  character 
in  which  Captain  Gill  and  Lieutenant 
Charrington  joined  the  party,  and  he 
said  that  they  were  ordered  to  join  the 
Expedition.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  ventured  to  say  that  in  all 
matters  connected  with  the  Expedition 
which  had  ended  so  unfortunately,  it  was 
desirable  they  should  be  correct  in  all 
their  statements.  First  of  all,  he  would 
take  the  case  of  Captain  Gill.  In  an- 
swer to  a  Question  put  to  him  in  No- 
vember last,  whether  Captain  Gill  was 
ordered  to  join  the  Expedition,  he  had 
distinctly  stated  that  Admiral  Hoskins 
— and  this,  be  it  remembered,  was  Cap- 
tain Gill's  own  account — gave  him  di- 
rections at  Port  Said  to  go  to  Ismailia 
and  consult  the  telegraph  engineer  there 
as  to  the  best  mode  of  cutting  the  tele- 
graph. His  only  business  was  to  con- 
sult with  the  telegraph  engineer;  but 
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when  he  got  there  he  mot  Professor 
Palmer,  and  in  consuUing  with  that 
gentleman  he  came  to  this  conclusion, 
which  he  afterwards  wrote — 

'*  I  have  decided  to  do  the  business  myself,  as 
it  seoms  the  best  and  surest  way,  and  I  have 
arrived  at  this  conclusion  after  a  long  consulta- 
tion with  Professor  Palmer.  I  am  very  glad 
that  I  have  come  down  here,  for  I  have  more 
confidence  than  I  had  before  seeing  him  that 
Palmer  has  not  overrated  his  power;  indeed, 
from  our  conversation  this  morning,  I  am  con- 
vinced that  he  thoroughly  understands  the 
business  on  which  he  is  engaged." 

It  would  thus  appear  that  he  had  dis- 
cussed with  Professor  Palmer  the  man- 
ner of  doing  the  business,  and  that  there 
were  certain  reasons  which  induced  him 
to  go  with  him.  This  plainly  showed 
that  Captain  Gill  was  not  ordered  to  go 
with  the  expedition.  He  would  not  say 
that  Captain  Gill  was  not  right  in  going. 
It  was  a  very  gallant  act  on  the  part  of 
that  ofiGlcer,  and  no  doubt  he  was,  of  all 
men,  best  qualified  to  judge  which  was 
his  best  course ;  but  he  was  not  ordered, 
any  more  than  Professor  Palmer  was  or- 
dered, to  go  upon  the  expedition.  He 
now  came  to  the  case  of  Lieutenant  Char- 
rington.  Professor  Palmer  was  going 
to  start  upon  this  expedition,  and  he 
asked  Admiral  Sir  William  Hewett  to 
allow  a  naval  officer  to  go  with  him  as 
a  guarantee  that  he  was  acting  on  be- 
hdf  of  the  British  Government.  Most  of 
the  young  naval  officers  were  anxious  to 
be  sdlowed  to  go ;  and  Admiral  Hewett 
permitted  Lieutenant  Charrington,  who 
volunteered  among  the  rest,  to  go  on 
the  expedition.  He  would  ask  his  hon. 
Friend,  who  must  know  the  relations 
which  existed  between  an  Admiral  and 
his  flag  lieutenant — relations  almost  of 
a  filial  character — if  it  was  at  all  likely 
that  Sir  William  Hewett  would  have 
ordered  Lieutenant  Charrington  to  go 
on  an  expedition  if  he  thought  he 
would  have  been  incurring  undue  risk. 
He  had  seen  a  letter  from  Sir  William 
Hewett  himself,  in  which  he  expressed 
himself  a  good  deal  hurt  at  the  in- 
sinuation that  he  had  neglected  proper 
precautions.  The  expedition  was  ac- 
companied by  Professor  Palmer  and 
Captain  Gill,  two  men  who,  it  was  gene- 
rally allowed,  were  most  qualified  to 
form  a  judgment  as  to  the  risk  that  was 
run;  and  it  was  by  their  deliberate 
advice  that  the  expedition  went  out. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  his  hon. 
-Friend  was  a  little  too  hard  upon  the 

Mr,  Camplell-Bannerman 


Government  at  home,  because,  as  his 
hon.  Friend  knew  very  well,  they  did 
not  in  any  way  interfere  in  the  details ; 
and  his  hon.  Friend  had  spoken  approv- 
ingly of  the  search  after  the  lamentable 
catastrophe  which  befel  the  Expedition 
happened.  He  certainly  thought  that  his 
hon.  Friend  went  a  little  too  far  when 
he  spoke  of  these  gentlemen  being 
ordered  on  a  dangerous  mission  with- 
out proper  precautions  having  been 
taken  for  their  protection  by  the  autho- 
rities. 

Mr.   a.   F.  EGERTON  wished  the 
Committee  to  go  back  to  the  purchase  of 
the  house  at  Port  Said.     It  was  stated 
that  negotiations  were  carried  on  out- 
right by  Admiral  Hoskins  at  Port  Said ; 
and  he  wanted  to  know  if  it  was  by 
arrangement  with  the  Dutch   Gt>vem- 
mentr    He  should  like  to  have   that 
point  cleared  up.     He  was  quite  con- 
vinced   that    it  was  an  advantageous 
Purchase  to  make,  but  he  should  like  to 
ave  the  matter  fully  explained.    There 
was  also  another  question  he  desired 
to  ask  which  was  incidental  to  the  Yote 
— namely,  whether  the  Admiralty  had, 
during  the  course  of  the  operations  in  the 
Suez  Canal,  placed  dues  on  their  war 
ships?    Had  any  dues  been  paid  ac- 
cording to  the  usual  scale  charged  in  a 
time  of  peace? — because,  if  such  had  been 
the  case,  he  thought  it  might  be  fiairly 
contended  that  they  had  no  business  to 
pay  them.     He  hoped  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  would  be  able  to  clear  up 
these  points. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  that  it  miffht  be 
in  Order,  upon  this  Vote,  to  diseass 
the  Expedition  of  the  late  Professor 
Palmer,  but,  at  any  rate,  it  was  ex- 
tremely inconvenient ;  and  he  could 
not  help  thinking,  when  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  pointed  out 
that  obvious  fact  to  the  Committee,  that 
it  was  a  curious  commentary  upon  his 
remarks  that  he  should  himself  imme- 
diately afterwards  enter  into  a  long 
discussion  upon  that  Expedition.  It 
certainly  looked  as  if  the  Admiralty 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  of  Supply  away  from  the 
question  of  the  purchase  of  the  house 
at  Port  Said,  in  which  they  had  been 
immediately  engaged.  Now,  he  must 
say  that  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister entirely  exonerated  the  Treasaiy 
from  all  blame  and  responsibility  for 
this  purchase;  but,  white  exonerating 
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the  Treasury,  there  seemed  to  be  some 
doubt  as  to  the  action  of  the  Admiralty 
in  the  matter,  which-  made  the  Commit- 
tee still  more  anxious  to  have  a  more 
full  and  complete  explanation  from  the 
Admiralty  in  regard  to  their  conduct. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  said  that  the  purchase  was  dic- 
tated by  military  necessity.  Then  it 
was  obvious,  if  it  was  a  military  neces- 
sity, there  was  no  occasion  for  the  Ad- 
miralty to  make  any  purchase  at  all. 
Hon.  Members  wore  there,  as  the  guar- 
dians of  the  public  purse,  to  see  that  the 
Government,  in  carrying  out  their  ope- 
rations, either  in  the  East  or  elsewhere, 
did  not  spend  more  of  the  public  money 
than  they  were  obliged  to  spend.  And 
if  this  was  a  case  of  military  necessity 
for  the  carrying  on  of  operations  in  the 
Suez  Canal,  the  Government  could  have 
taken  possession  of  this  house,  and  have 
paid  a  moderate  compensation  afterwards 
to  those  whose  property  they  had  occu- 
pied. They  saw  what  was  done  in  other 
parts.  It  was  what  was  done  at  Ismailia. 
Property  at  Ismailia  and  the  railway  at 
Alexandria  were  taken  possession  of  by 
a  military  force ;  engines  and  other  roll- 
ing stock  of  the  railway  were  taken  pos- 
session of,  and  at  a  subsequent  period 
the  Government  paid  a  moderate  but 
sufficient  compensation  for  the  use  of 
them.  If,  in  a  time  of  necessity,  that 
was  a  preliminary  step,  why  had  it  not 
been  taken  in  the  case  of  this  house  and 
land  ?  He  thought  the  Admiralty  ought 
to  point  out  why  they  had  departed 
in  tnis  case  from  the  usual  custom,  and 
why,  instead  of  taking  possession  of  this 
property,  they  had  considered  it  neces- 
sary to  purchase  it.  He  presumed  the 
Government  did  not  intend  to  occupy 
this  house  and  land  permanently ;  and, 
if  so,  why  had  they  purchased  it?  He 
did  not  say  that  there  might  not  be  an 
explanation ;  but  the  explanation  should 
be  given,  if  it  could  be  given,  why  the 
temporary  possession  of  these  premises 
could  not  have  been  obtained.  The 
question  asked  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man near  him  (Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton) 
was  a  pertinent  question,  and  the  ex- 
planation hitherto  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  was  that  the 
purchase  was  effected  in  Egypt,  and 
that  the  negotiations  took  place  in  Egypt 
between  the  Admiral  commanding  there 
and    the  representatives    of    the    late 


Prince  Henry  of  the  Netherlands.  Now, 
if  it  was  the  fact  that  the  negotiations 
took  place,  not  at  Port  Said,  but  in 
London,  and  that  it  was  not  the  Ad- 
miral at  Port  Said,  but  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  who  made  the  pur- 
chase, and,  further,  that  it  was  made, 
not  of  the  representatives  of  Prince 
Henry  of  the  Netherlands,  but  of  the 
Dutch  Government,  some  explanations 
were  most  assuredly  demanded.  It  was 
a  most  remarkable  thing  that  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, said  that  the  property  was  bought 
of  the  Dutch  Goyemment.  It  was  quite 
likely  that  it  was  bought  of  the  Dutch 
Government,  not  as  the  representatives 
of  the  Dutch  Government,  but  as  the 
representatives  of  Prince  Henry  of  the 
Netherlands ;  but  all  these  matters  re- 
quired explanation.  If  the  property  was 
really  bought  in  London,  he  did  not  un- 
derstand why  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
sult the  Treasury.  He  supposed  the 
Treasury  was  quite  as  capable  of  acting 
on  an  emergency  as  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  if  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  had  in  his  hand  a  tele- 
gram from  Port  Said,  stating  that  the 
purchase  of  this  house  for  £76,000  was 
an  absolute  matter  of  necessity,  he  could 
easily  have  gone  over  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  and  obtained,  as  he 
ought  to  have  obtained  in  the  first  in- 
stance, the  sanction  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  the  purchase.  He  did 
not  say  that  these  were  matters  that 
were  not  capable  of  explanation ;  but 
they  ought  to  be  explained,  and  the 
Committee  would  not  oe  doing  its  duty 
to  the  country  unless  it  insisted  upon 
having  them  explained.  He  therefore 
hoped,  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
did  not  give  a  fuller  explanation  than 
that  which  had  been  given  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  his  noble 
Friend  would  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
did  not  understand  why  there  should  be 
so  much  trouble  about  the  taking  of  this 
house  at  Port  Said.  Seeing  that  they 
had  taken  the  whole  country,  surely 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  taking  a  single 
house.  They  were  carrying  on  wliat 
was  called  a  military  operation,  and 
surely  that  military  operation  would  in- 
olude  the  taking  of  a  house.  He  had 
risen,  however,  not  to  comment  upon 
the  purchase  of  this  property,  but  be- 
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cause  he  thought  some  of  the  statements 
made  in  this  short  debate  were  not  alto- 
gether satisfactory.     A  short  time  ago, 
when  the  Prime  Minister  was  away,  the 
noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  War 
Department  gave  the  House  an  intima- 
tion that  it  was  very  probable  the  Eng- 
lish troops  would  be  brought  back  from 
Egypt  in  the  course  of  six  months.  That 
was  a  declaration  which  gavehon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  below  the  Gangway  great 
satisfaction,  and  they  thought  there  was 
going  to  be  an  end  of  this  miserable 
matter.     But  now  the  Prime  Minister, 
on  the  first  night  of  his  return  to  the 
House,  came  down  and  dashed  away  all 
their  hopes  by  saying  that  the  noble 
Marquess   was  wrong,  and  there  was 
altogether    an    uncertainty    about    the 
matter.  [**  Hear,  hear ! "]  It  was  evident, 
from  the  cheer  which  that  statement  re- 
ceived, that  there  were  a  great  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  that  House  who,  he 
was  sorry   to  say,   looked  forward  to 
the    permanent   occupation    of  Egypt. 
["No!"]    Well,  then,  to  a  very  in- 
definite occupation,  which  would  be  next 
door  to  a  permanent  one.     He  thought 
they  had  been  travelling  about  in  the 
debate  very  wide  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill).     His 
own  opinion  was  that    they  ought  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
occupation  of  Egypt   distinctly,   fairly, 
and  fully  in  that  House.     They  ought  to 
know   what  the  troops    were  kept  in 
Egypt  for,  and  for  what  purpose  all  this 
expense  was  incurred.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  said  the 
troops  were  going  to  stay  there  until 
they  got  security  for  the  improvement 
of  the  institutions  of  the  Country  ;  but 
surely  they  ought  to  be  told  what  the 
improvements  were  to  be.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  gave, 
as   another  reason  for  continuing  the 
occupation,  that  the  troops  must  remain 
there  until  the  great  sea  passage  by 
means  of  the  Suez  Canal  was  secured 
from    danger.     But    he    (Sir   Wilfrid 
Lawson)  wanted  to  know  who  had  en- 
dangered it  ?    He  had  never  been  told 
any  fact  yet  which  could  have  led  any 
single  individual  to  believe  that  it  was 
in  danger.    Yet  they  were  now  told  that 
their  troops  were  to  stay  there  until  the 
danger  was  removed.    Let  them  under- 
stand what  the  danger  was.    The  noble 
Marquess  had  spoken  of  International 

Sir  Wilfnd  Lawsqn 


engagements.    He  should  like  to  know 
what  those  International  engag^ements 
were?  It  was  all  very  well  to   come 
down  to  the  House  and  talk  about  Inter- 
national engagements;   but  he  should 
like  to  have  a  statement  he  could  under- 
stand as  to   what  those  International 
engagements  were  for,  as  it  had  never 
yet  been  stated  in  the  House.     He  did 
hope  that  they  would  have  some  state- 
ment so  that  the  House  might  have 
some    chance  of  saying,   after  it  had 
heard  the  whole  matter,  what  it  thought 
of   the    occupation    of  Egypt  by   our 
troops.    On  Friday  last,  when  they  dis- 
cussed the  matter,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  alluded  to  the  despatch  of  Lord 
Dufferin,  and  said  that  when  it  came  it 
should  be  discussed.     He  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  hoped  that  it  would  be  dis- 
cussed, and  he  trusted  that  Her   Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  promise,  when 
they  got  Lord  Dufferin*s  despatch,  that 
a  fair  and  full  opportunity  for  discuss- 
ing the  whole  question  should  be  given 
to  the  House,  especially  as  such  discus- 
sion had  been  offered  to  them  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  on  Friday  night.     It  was  de- 
sirable that  the  House  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it  as  soon  as  it 
arrived,  and  at  a  convenient  period,  so 
that  the  House  might  be  able  to  state 
distinctly  whether  it  approved  of  their 
troops  being  kept  in  the  land  of  Egypt. 
Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  ought  to  give 
an  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wigan  (Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton),  be- 
cause it  would  appear  that  some  very 
slipshod  proceedings  were  going  on  in 
reference  to  the  acquisition  of  the  house 
at  Port  Said,  which  it  was  absolutely 
necessary   should    be    explained.     The 
Committee  were  entitled  to  know  how 
the  purchase  was  negotiated.     His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member    for  Wigan    had 
asked  distinctly  whether  the  negotia- 
tions were  carried  on  in  Egypt  or  in 
this  country;    and,    as    far   he    could 
understand  the  matter,  they  were  done 
in  this  way.     The  Admiral  at  Port  Said 
thouffht  the  house  and  land  ought  to  be 
bou^t,  and  he  wrote    home    to    this 
country  stating  that  in  his  opinion  the 
house  should  be  purchased ;  whereupon 
the  Admiralty  here  concluded  the  bar- 
gain.   If  the  Admiral  on  the  spot  had 
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made  the  purchase  he  would  have  been 
exonerated  by  the  reasons  put  forward 
by  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wigtown  (Sir  John  Hay) ; 
but  it  did  not  appear  that  anything  of 
the  kind  occurred.    This  building  had 
been  in  the  market  for  a  long  time,  and 
the  Admiral,  finding  it  in  the  market, 
thought  it  right,  for  reasons  of  his  own, 
that  it  should  be  purchased.  He  accord- 
ingly telegraphed  to  the  Admiralty,  and 
the  Admiralty  went  at  once  and  purchased 
the  establishment  for  £76,000,  without 
even  consulting  the  Treasury,  although 
the  Treasury  was  next  door  to  them. 
He  thought  there  ought  to  be  an  under- 
standing that  when  money  was  spent  in 
London  it  was  spent  on  the  authority  of 
the  Treasury.  On  this  occasion  it  seemed 
that  the  Treasury  was  not  even  con- 
sulted in   the  matter.      They  did  not 
know  of  it  until  after  the  purchase  was 
made,  when  they  were  horrified  at  what 
had  occurred.     Thus  they   found    the 
Board  of  Admiralty  in  this  happy-go- 
lucky  manner  spending  a  large  sum  of 
money  on  a  house,  without  any  idea 
whether  it  was  to  be  ours  permanently, 
or  whether  it  was  only  required  for  six 
or   12   months.    He  also  thought  the 
Committee    was    entitled    to   have    an 
answer  to  another  Question  put  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wigan  as 
to  the   dues  paid  to  the  Suez  Canal. 
Had  any  dues  been  paid  or  not ;  and,  if 
so,  to  whom  had  the  money  been  paid 
for  piloting  and  towing  Her  Majesty's 
ships  ?     Had  it  been  paid  to  the  owners 
of  the  Canal  ?    He  thought  there  ought 
to  be  the  clearest  explanation  upon  these 
points,  because,  as  the  matter  now  stood, 
it  was  open  to  the  gravest  suspicion. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  acquisition  of  this  piece  of  land 
was  diametrically  opposed  to  everything 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said  in  Mid 
Lothian.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  in  denouncing  the  acquisition 
of  Cyprus — 

'*  That  there  was  no  greater  folly  than  to  sup- 
pose that,  by  multiplying  their  garrisons  and 
jslands,  they  could  guard  the  road  to  India.  The 
road  to  India  was  perfectly  safe  as  long  as  they 
retained  conunand  of  the  sea." 

Nevertheless,  they  now  found  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  coming  down  to  the 
House  for  £76,000  to  provide  for  the 
accommodation  of  a  garrison  at  Suez. 
It  was  really  a  very  serious  matter  in- 
deed,  after  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


had  said  before,  that  they  should  be 
garrisoning  the  whole  of  the  Suez  Canal 
in  direct  opposition  to  the  views  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed 
elsewhere.  He  thought  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  ought  to  give  the  Com- 
mittee a  little  more  information  about 
the  purchase  of  this  house  and  land. 
Did  he  know  anything  about  it  when  the 
Treasury  were  asked  to  agree  to  the  pur- 
chase ?  He  thouffht  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  and  of  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  spoken,  deserved  a 
clear  and  straightforward  answer,  and 
unless  such  an  answer  was  given  he 
should  certainly  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  was  some- 
what ill-advised  in  making  reference  to 
the  Mid  Lothian  declarations  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  was  sure  the  re- 
ception which  the  declarations  in  Mid 
Lothian  had  received  from  the  Badicals 
below  the  Gangway  afforded  a  convincing 
proof  that  they  had  long  since  taken  their 
place  amongst  the  good  jokes  of  the 
Liberal  Party.  He  was  sorry  to  see  that 
with  the  return  of  the  Prime  Minister 
had  returned  the  rigime  of  vague  decla- 
rations. They  had  a  short  time  ago  a 
statement  from  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  which  had, 
at  any  rate,  some  character  of  clearness 
and  decisiveness  about  it.  The  noble 
Marquess  gave  the  House  to  understand 
that  the  occupation  of  Egypt  by  British 
troops,  and  the  interposition  of  despotic 
tyranny  by  British  bayonets  would  pro- 
bably come  to  an  end  in  six  months. 
They  now  learned  from  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter that  no  period  could  be  fixed  for  the 
return  of  the  troops.  No  doubt  the  in- 
definiteness  of  the  British  occupation  of 
Egypt  would  only  be  prevented  from  be- 
coming an  eternity  by  some  circumstance 
over  which  the  British  Government  had 
no  control.  When  the  British  Govern- 
ment and  the  British  arms  entered  a 
foreign  country,  the  tendency  was  to 
diminish  self-government,  and  even  the 
capacity  for  self-government.  All  that 
was  known  of  the  most  recent  proceed- 
ings in  Egypt  showed  that  the  very 
worst  elements  had  sedulously  been 
brought  into  operation ;  that  anything 
like  the  independent  working  of  any 
native  institutions  would    be  carefully 
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guarded  against  by  British  interests ; 
and  that  the  so-called  desire  for  self- 
government  in  Egypt  resolved  itself  into 
a  more  pr  less  elaborate  sham  to  cover 
the  intervention  of  Her  Majesty's  Ee- 
presentatives.  That  was  the  history  of 
India,  and  he  was  very  much  mistaken  if 
it  would  not  prove  to  be  the  history  of 
Egypt.  He  did  not  intend  to  refer  on 
the  present  occasion  to  the  grave  ques- 
tions which  had  been  raised  about  the 
Palmer  Expedition.  He  thought  that 
matter  had  better  be  raised  on  definite 
points  suggested  by  the  specific  men- 
tion of  the  Expedition  in  the  Vote. 
But  he  had  thought  it  would  not  be  right 
to  let  the  statements  which  had  fallen 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  be  passed  over 
without  a  word  of  protest.  The  very 
worst  elements  in  Egypt  had  been 
called  into  existence,  and  now  they  were 
assured  that  the  native  population  of 
Egypt — the  masses  of  the  population — 
had  been  practically  excluded  from  the 
new  Army  which  had  been  created,  and 
that  the  Turks  and  Circassians — those 
ancient  favourites  of  the  Premier  in  Bul- 
garia— were  to  fill  the  ranks  which,  under 
British  officers,  were  to  supply  the  Army 
of  Egypt  for  all  time  to  come.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  referred  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  securing  the  Inter-Oceanic 
highway  of  the  Suez  Canal.  He  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  could  only  say  that  the  mea- 
sures being  taken  in  Egypt  were  the 
safest  and  surest  means  for  rendering 
the  Suez  Canal  insecure,  and  anything 
but  safe.  In  the  possession  of  Egypt 
the  Canal  might  have  been  made  per- 
fectly safe.  There  had  been  no  attempt 
to  interfere  with  it  during  the  war  ex- 
cept by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  only  interference  with  International 
traffic  came  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment after  an  elaborate  declaration  by 
the  Chief  of  the  British  Expedition — that 
some  other  means  of  access  to  the  heart 
of  Egypt  was  to  be  chosen  by  the  British 
Expedition.  He  would  only  say  that 
the  result  of  the  Expedition  to  Egypt 
would  be  most  unquestionably  to  hasten 
the  ruin  and  break-up  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  and  too  late  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  see  power  passing  from 
the  Asiatic  side  of  the  Suez  Canal,  and 
when  this  happened,  and  there  was  a 
serious  attempt  to  interfere  with  the 
Canal,  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
find  themselves  deprived  of  the  assist- 
ance of   Europe.      In    regard   to    the 

3/r.  O'Donnell 


question  of  the  Palmer  Expedition,  he 
proposed  to  discuss  that  by-and-bye. 

Mr.  SCHEEIBEB  said,  that  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  the  real  owner  of 
this  house,  and  the  real  vendor  of  the 
property,  was  not  His  Majesty  the  Eling 
of  Holland?      He  had  heard  Prince 
Henry  of  the  Netherlands  described  that 
evening  as  a  **  foolish  Prince."    That 
was  not  an  expression  which  would  be 
applied  to  him  by  anyone  who  knew 
him.     The  only  folly  of  which  he  was 
guilty  was  that,  being  a  man  of  inimense 
wealth,  he  had  allowed  death  to  sur- 
prise him  without  having  made  a  will; 
and,  as  a  consequence  of  his  intestacy, 
all  his  property,  including  that  in  ques- 
tion, passed  to  his  elder  brother,  the 
King.     This  fact,   he  thought,  would 
serve  to  explain  the  transfer  of  the  nego- 
tiations from  Port  Said  to  London,  and 
the  intervention  in  the  affair  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's Representative  at  the  Court  of  St. 
James's.     With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock,  he  did  not  feel    that   he 
should  be  able  to  give  it  his  support, 
because,  looking  at  all  the  circumstances, 
he  inclined  to  the  belief  that  the  country 
had  received  value  for  its  money. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  purchase  of  the  house  at  Port 
Said  was,  in  fact,  a  military  necessity — 
not  in  the  sense  that  military  operations 
were  going  on  at  the  time,  out  as  a  pre- 
liminary necessity  for  military  opera- 
tions which  had  not  then  commenced. 
The  Admiral  had  been  so  fully  impressed 
with  the  necessity  of  having  the  house 
at  once,  that  he  communicated  with  the 
Admiralty,  who,  after  consultation  as  to 
the  value  of  the  building,  entered  into 
negotiations  with  the  trustees  of  the  late 
Prince  Henry  of  the  Netherlands.  [Lord 
Randolph  Churchill:  Who  are  the 
trustees  ?]  He  could  not  say  who  were 
the  trustees ;  but,  after  negotiations,  the 
purchase  was  made.  [Lord  Rahdolph 
Churchill  :  Was  it  made  in  London  ?] 
The  purchase  was  made  in  London,  but 
on  the  advice  and  urgent  insistance  of 
the  Naval  authorities  on  the  spot. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHXJRCHILL 
said,  after  the  statement  made  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  he  should 
be  wrong  if  he  did  not  take  the  sense  o£ 
the  Committee  on  the  purchase  in  ques- 
tion. He  regretted  having  to  put  the 
Committee  to  the  trouble  of  dividing; 
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but  thev  had  not  found  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man able  to  give  any  satisfactory  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  this  large  sum  of 
£76,000.  He  did  not  know  what  view 
of  the  matter  was  taken  on  the  Front 
Bench ;  but  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
considered  they  had  no  option  whatever 
as  to  the  course  which  it  was  right  to 
pursae. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  156:  Majority  137.- 
No.  16.) 


—  Ayes   19; 
— (Div.  List, 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

8iE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
be  had  to  ask  a  question  with  regard  to 
the  Transport  Service.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  arrangements  made 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Westminister  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  in 
connection  with  fittings  for  transports 
were  fully  availed  of  by  the  present 
Government?  And,  further,  he  asked 
whether  the  fittings  had  been  returned 
into  store,  and  would  be  available  for 
any  future  operations  which  might  take 
place  ?  He  was  very  desirous  of  inform  a- 
tion  upon  this  subject,  and  would  thank 
tbe  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  for  any  explanation  which  he 
was  able  to  afford.  As  there  had  been 
some  ugly  stories  in  circulation  with  re- 
ference, not  only  to  the  inefficiency  of 
the  Medical  Department,  but  also  with 
reference  to  the  food  supplied  to  the 
sick  and  wounded  brought  home  by  the 
transports  from  Egypt,  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  a  po- 
sition to  state  that  there  was  no  founda- 
tion for  those  stories ;  and  he  took  that 
opportunity  of  asking  him  whether  there 
was  any  truth  in  them  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  greatest  advantage  had  been 
derived  from  the  arrangement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster,  which  the  Admiralty 
had  availed  .themselves  of;  and  the  fit- 
tings as  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  had  inquired  had  been  returned 
to  store,  so  far  as  they  were  in  good 
condition,  and  would  be  available  at  a 
future  time.  With  regard  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet's  question  as  to  the 
treatment  of  the  sick  and  wounded  on 
the  voyage  from  Egypt,  he  believed  there 
had  been  some  complaint  of  the  kind  in- 
dicated.   That,  however,  formed  one  of  1 


the  subjects  which  was  now  under  con- 
sideration by  a  Oommittee  at  the  War 
Office ;  and  for  that  reason  any  opinion 
which  he  miffht  be  able  to  express  would 
be  but  second-hand  and  unauthoritative. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  believed  that  a 
^ood  deal  of  discontent  had  occurred 
because  the  Carthage  hospital  ship  was 
extremely  well  provided,  and  men,  when 
transferred  to  ordinar;^  transports,  missed 
the  comforts  they  enjoyed  m  her.  The 
average  transports  were  quite  up  to 
the  usual  requirements  of  the  Service ; 
but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  would 
know  that  this  service  was  undertaken 
by  the  Admiralty  for  the  Army ;  and,  as 
he  had  already  stated,  the  whole  ques- 
tion was  being  thoroughly  investigated 
by  that  Department. 

Mn.  SALT  said,  it  was  necessary  to 
reg^d  this  Vote,  which  was  another 
Vote  to  supplement  the  amount  taken 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Egyptian  Expe- 
dition in  tne  summer  of  last  year,  with 
gpreat  caution.  He  did  not  complain  of 
it  as  being  a  Supplementary  Vote,  be- 
cause when  war  had  to  be  carried  on  it 
was  impossible  to  know  precisely  what 
the  charges  in  connection  with  it  would 
be.  But  when  the  original  Vote  was 
proposed  in  the  summer  of  last  year,  he 
had  felt,  what  no  doubt  had  occurred  to 
other  hon.  Members,  that  the  amount 
of  the  Estimates  would  in  all  pro- 
bability be  insufficient  for  the  purposes 
for  which  it  was  intended.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  much  gratified  that  the 
expenditure  had  been  kept  within  the 
present  figures,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  it  reflected  great  credit  on  all 
concerned  in  the  management  of  the 
Department  that  it  was  not  larger  than 
the  amount  now  asked  for.  Neverthe- 
less, he  wished  to  know  how  far  the 
present  Supplementary  Estimate  would 
carry  them  ?  The  House,  in  his  opinion, 
ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  have  been 
told  the  whole  amount  of  the  probable 
expenditure  at  the  commencement  of  the 
war,  in  order  that  it  might  be  understood 
what  the  country  was  committing  itself 
to,  and  that  was  not  an  insignificant 
matter  when  they  were  dealing  with  so 
large  an  undertaking  as  the  recent  opera- 
tions in  Egypt,  because  the  magnitude, 
and  consequently  the  policy,  of  an  under- 
taking of  the  kind  depended  very  much 
upon  its  cost.  It  was  possible  that  a 
Government  might  deliberately  under- 
take an  Expedition,  and  move  for  a  vary 
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moderate  Vote  at  the  commencement 
when  they  knew  very  well  that  the  esti- 
mated expenditure  would  he  enormously 
exceeded  ;  and  therefore,  although  it  was 
impossible  to  arrive  at  a  perfectly  ac- 
curate Estimate  it  was  of  the  first  im- 
portance that  the  Government  of  the  day, 
who  were  responsible  for  the  policy  of 
the  undertaking,  should  at  once  place 
before  the  House  as  nearly  as  possible 
the  whole  of  the  probable  expenditure 
about  to  be  incurred.  He  was  not  then 
saying  anything  in  a  spirit  hostile  to  the 
Vote,  because  he  regarded  the  Expedi- 
tion as  having  been  most  successful  and, 
on  the  whole,  economical ;  still,  he  should 
have  been  more  satisfied  had  the  House 
been  told  at  the  conclusion  of  the  War 
that  they  had  been  in  the  first  instance 
asked  for  too  much  money.  It  was  not 
without  reason,  now  that  they  had  got  to 
the  end  of  the  War,  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  when  the  present  Supple- 
mentary sum  had  been  voted,  they  would 
still  be  required,  as  appeared  on  page  2, 
to  vote  a  further  sum  in  1883-4.  This 
Vote  would  be  in  connection  with  the 
special  gratuity  to  seamen.  Another 
item  was  called  Supplementary  Estimate 
for  the  year  1882-3,  by  which  he  inferred 
that  the  Estimates  were  ascertained  with 
tolerable  accuracy  up  to  the  31st  of 
March  next.  But  in  the  next  page  of 
the  Paper  he  found  the  heading — **  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  for  1883-4."  This,  it  appeared 
was  a  misprint,  but  it  was  not,  there- 
fore, a  small  matter ;  because,  although 
an  error  of  the  kind  in  writing  miglit 
be  rectified,  a  misprint  in  figures  might 
make  all  the  difference  in  the  world. 
Was  this  Estimate  to  carry  them  bond 
fide  to  the  end  of  the  present  finan- 
cial year  ?  He  wished  to  be  certain 
that  when  they  came  to  deal  with  the 
Estimates  of  1883-4,  they  would  be  told 
distinctly  what  was  going  to  be  the  ex- 
penditure on  this  account,  and  that  they 
were  not  to  have  one  statement  in  1883, 
a  Supplementary  Estimate  in  July,  and 
another  Supplementary  Estimate  in 
February,  1884. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  this  was  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate for  the  current  financial  year.  The 
first  Vote,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
bo  aware,  was  taken  in  the  form  of  a 
Vote  of  Credit.  As  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member,  it  was  impossible  in 
respect  of  operations  of  the  kind  for 

Mr,  Salt 


which  that  Vote  was  taken  to  definitely 
state  what  the  charges  in  connection  with 
it  would  amount  to.  He  agreed  that 
it  was  most  unfortunate  when  war  was 
first  undertaken  that  small  Estimates 
should  be  brought  forward,  and  that 
these  should  be  afterwards  very  greatly 
exceeded,  as  was  the  case  in  the  Abys- 
sinian Campaign.  In  the  present  in- 
stance, however,  he  thought  tne  Govern- 
ment Estimates  had  been,  on  the  whole, 
most  exact.  The  first  Vote  of  Credit 
was  stated  in  the  House  to  be  for  three 
months  only,  and  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  a  certain  force.  That  force, 
however,  had  to  be  very  much  increased, 
and  the  figures  before  the  Committee 
included  not  only  the  Military  and  Naval 
expenditure  during  the  three  months 
originally  contemplated,  but  it  also  re- 
presented the  whole  cost  of  the  subse- 
quent period  after  the  military  operations 
ceased.  The  present  Estimate  exhausted 
the  whole  amount  of  the  Naval  expendi- 
ture on  account  of  the  war,  with  tiie  ex- 
tion,  he  believed,  of  three  items.  There 
was  a  certain  amount  of  transport,  the 
payments  for  which  could  not  be  brought 
within  the  present  financial  year.  Tnis 
would  be  about  £15,000.  Then  there 
was  a  small  item  for  special  gratuity 
to  seamen  and  marines,  which  it  was 
impossible  to  include  in  the  present 
financial  year,  the  ships  having  returned 
to  the  India  and  China  station.  This 
would  amount  to  about£  10,000.  Finally, 
there  was  the  sum  of  £2,000  for  medals, 
which  the  Mint  had  not  been  able  to 
supply  in  sufficient  numbers,  and  delay 
had  in  consequence  arisen.  He  trusted 
this  statement  would  be  satisfactory  to 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Salt)  enter- 
tained the  same  considerations  with  re- 
ference to  the  Vote  as  he  himself  had  ven- 
tured to  address  to  the  House  in  connection 
with  the  Military  Estimates  under  con- 
sideration on  Friday  last.  He  held  it 
to  be  a  great  pity,  when  the  country 
entered  upon  a  war,  that  they  could  not 
get  at  the  worst  of  the  expenditure  on 
account  of  it.  It  was  almost  always  the 
case  that  the  Estimates  first  presented  to 
the  House  were  under-Estimates.  It 
was  true  that  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
Indian  Contingent  was  not  exceeded,  bat 
turned  out  to  be  considerably  less  than 
the  amount  said  to  be  required  at  the 
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time.  He  expected,  however,  that  when 
this  came  to  be  inquired  into,  it  would 
be  found  to  be  due  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  Indian  Accounts  were  made  up,  that 
there  was  a  reduction  in  the  Indian  ex- 
penditure. He  had  pointed  out  at  the 
time  that  the  sum  asked  for  the  English 
part  of  the  Expedition  on  account  of 
the  war  was  not  reasonably  sufficient 
to  carry  the  operations  to  a  conclusion. 
In  the  present  instance,  however,  the 
excess  in  the  case  of  the  Navy  was  so 
small  that  he  thought  it  might  very  well 
be  condoned.  He  considered  that  the 
thanks  of  the  country  were  due  to  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  for  the  economy  with 
which  the  war  had  been  conducted,  and 
especially  to  the  Admiralty  for  the  effi- 
ciency and  economy  of  the  Transport 
arrangements.  When  that  was  compared 
with  the  Abyssinian  Expedition,  its 
small  cost  must  cause  amazement  to  most 
persons. 

Mb.  QOBST  remarked,  that  there  was 
a  credit  for  the  contribution  of  the 
Egyptian  Oovemment  towards  the  cost 
of  the  Army  of  Occupation.  Was  that 
credit  taken  for  the  present  financial 
year?  He  would  be  glad  to  know 
whether  the  amount  had  been  actually 
paid,  and  if  not,  when  it  would  be  re- 
ceived ? 

The  CHANOELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QIJER  (Mr.  Ohildebs)  said,  that  the 
amount  would  undoubtedly  be  paid 
within  the  present  financial  year.  He 
was  very  glad  to  hear  the  praise  which 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
had  bestowed  upon  the  Transport  ar- 
rangements of  the  Admiralty.  The  move- 
ment entirely  depended  upon  the  good 
working  of  those  arrangements ;  and  as 
it  had  been  his  duty  to  watch  them  care- 
fully throughout  the  operations,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  arrangements 
made  for  that  purpose  by  the  Earl  of 
Northbrook  could  not  have  been  ex- 
celled. With  regard  to  what  had  fallen 
from  his  hon.  Friend  with  reference 
to  the  excess  on  the  Army  Vote,  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  original 
Estimate  was  made  with  reference  to  a 
much  smaller  number  of  men  than  were 
afterwards  sent  out,  and  the  sum  origi- 
nally asked  for  was  in  consequence  ex- 
ceeded. It  was  stated  at  the  time  that 
the  French  Oovernment  took  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  naval  operations  in 
the  Suez  Canal ;  but  three  days  after  our 
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Vote  of  Credit  was  taken,  the  Vote  of 
Credit  proposed  for  the  operations  ofthe 
French  Fleet  was  rejected  by  the  Cham- 
ber, and  the  responsibility  with  res^ard 
to  the  Suez  Canal  fell  upon  the  British 
Oovernment,  the  consequence  being  that 
a  considerably  larger  number  of  men 
were  sent  out. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  wished 
to  express  his  concurrence  with  the  terms 
used  oy  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  as  to  the  extremely 
efficient  way  in  which  the  Egyptian  Ex- 
pedition had  been  organized.  Credit 
was,  no  doubt,  due  to  the  First  Lord 
and  other  officers  at  the  Admiralty ;  but 
it  was  also  due  to  the  permanent  officers 
at  the  Admiralty  and  their  professional 
advisers,  without  whose  assistance  no 
amount  of  skill  would  have  been  of  any 
avail.  These  gentlemen  had  rendered 
to  the  Government  most  valuable  and 
efficient  service,  and  he  was  glad  to 
see  that  Admiral  Sir  William  Mends, 
to  whose  great  efficiency  during  the 
time  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  the 
honour  to  preside  at  the  Admiralty  he 
wished  to  bear  testimony,  had  re- 
ceived a  high  mark  of  recognition. 
The  despatch  of  the  troops  had  been, 
undoubtedly,  greatly  facilitated  by  the 
stock  of  fittings  on  hand  for  the  use  of 
the  troops  on  board  ship,  without  which 
a  much  larger  expense  must  have  been 
incurred  as  well  as  much  delay.  He 
imderstood  that  these  had  been  freely 
availed  of  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  that  they  had  been  returned 
into  store ;  but  he  would  also  be  glad  to 
learn  whether  any  waste,  destruction,  or 
loss  with  respect  to  them  had  been  made 
good,  and  whether  money  was  taken  in 
this  Vote  for  the  purpose  ?  Experience 
had  shown  that  there  was  a  great  value 
in  having  in  store  the  means  of  quickly 
despatching  troops  by  transports,  and 
there  was  a  general  belief  that  the 
existence  of  the  stores  in  question 
had  been  the  means  of  effecting  great 
economy  in  the  cost  of  the  Expe- 
dition, both  as  regarded  the  War 
Department  and  the  Admiralty.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  of  advantage  if  the 
House  were  furnished  with  a  statement, 
in  the  form  of  a  balance-sheet,  show- 
ing what  were  the  stores  in  existence 
before  the  war  was  contemplated  ; 
what  were  now  available  for  carrying 
on  the  service  of  the  country,  and 
those    which    had   been  dissipated  iu 
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carryiDg  on  the  late  war.  He  bad  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  statements 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Ohilders)  were  perfectly  accurate ; 
but  nothing  would  tend  more  to  give  the 
country  a  greater  feeling  of  security  and 
satisfaction  on  the  subject  than  the  pub- 
lication of  a  balance-sheet,  counter- 
signed by  the  First  Lord,  and  for  the 
accuracy  of  which  the  officers  and  store- 
keepers of  each  Department  were  held 
personally  responsible,  making  it  clear 
that  we  were  none  the  worse  ofiP  in  re- 
spect of  stores  in  consequence  of  the 
operations  of  the  last  six  months,  or,  if 
so,  that  the  money  would  be  taken  to 
make  good  the  loss  sustained. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  he  was  de- 
sirous of  receiving  some  information 
with  regard  to  the  item  of  £50,000  for 
special  gratuity  to  seamen  and  marines. 
Did  this  amount  stand  alone,  and  was  it 
the  sum  total  ?  If  so,  he  would  ask  in 
what  wav  the  gratuities  had  been  dis- 
tributed r  The  item  very  largely  affected 
the  Navy  ;  and  seeing  so  large  a  sum  by 
itself,  they  were  not  able  to  form  an 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  whole  of  it 
was  g^ven  to  seamen  and  marines,  or 
whether  the  officers  participated  in  the 
distribution. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
said,  he  had  just  made  a  full  statement 
on  the  question,  which  his  hon.  Friend, 
who  was  probably  engaged  elsewhere  at 
the  time,  had  not  heard.  A  similar 
statement  had  also  been  made  in  Com- 
mittee on  Friday  night. 

Mr.  GOHST  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West- 
minister (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  a  few 
minutes  ago  made  a  suggestion  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  but  no  notice  had 
yet  been  taken  of  that  suggestion,  which 
was  that  a  statement  in  the  form  of  a 
balance-sheet  should  be  drawn  up  show- 
ing the  stores  remaining  on  hand  after 
the  recent  operations  as  compared  with 
those  in  existence  previous  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war.  No  intimation 
had  been  given  as  to  whether  or  not  that 
suggestion  would  be  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  There  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  criticism  against  the  Go- 
vernment, and  many  people  believed 
that  our  stores  had  been  very  much  de- 
pleted during  the  war,  and  that  if  there 
were  a  stock-taking  it  would  be  found 
that  large  quantities  of  the  national 
stores  required  to  be  replaced.    That 
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belief  might  or  might  not  be  unjust,  but 
if  it  were  unjust,  there  could  be  no  better 
way  of  proving  it  to  be  so  than  by 
adopting  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Westminster. 
Let  the  Government  put  before  the  coun- 
try the  amount  of  stores  which  the  Army 
and  Navy  possessed  before  the  war  be- 
gan, and  the  amount  of  stores  which 
they  now  possessed,  and  if  there  had 
been  any  depletion  it  would  be  made 
clear.  He  should  have  thought  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  have  at 
once  adopted  the  suggestion  of  so  expe- 
rienced a  Gentleman  as  the  riffht  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster,  and  ne  could 
but  express  his  surprise  that  they  had 
not  done  so. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  they  had  listened  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite with  great  interest  and  satisfac- 
tion. The  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  been  lost  upon  him ; 
but  it  was  quite  impossible  to  say  at  once 
that  the  Government  would  assent  to  his 
proposal.  Hon.  Members  would  easily 
understand  that  a  stock-taking  of  all 
the  stores  in  the  various  Departments 
was  a  very  complicated  matter  and  oould 
not  be  undertaken  off-hand.  He  did  not 
wish  to  be  understood  to  say  that  the 
Government  could  not  do  this,  but  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  a  little 
time  to  consider  whether  the  production 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  worth  the  money  and  labour 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  expend 
upon  it.  Upon  that  question  he  did  not 
himself  offer  any  opinion ;  but  with  re- 
gard to  the  feeling  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  had  stated  to  exist  in  the  minds 
of  some  persons  that  the  Army  and 
Navy  stores  had  been  depleted  during 
the  recent  operations,  he  would  only  say 
that  amongst  his  own  acquaintances  he 
did  not  find  that  any  such  feeling  existed. 

Mr.  PULESTON  said,  the  effect  of  a 
depletion  of  the  national  stores  had  been 
illustrated  in  former  years,  when  after 
starving  all  the  Departments  it  was  found 
necessary  to  spend  largely  in  getting  a 
new  supply  in  a  hurry.  If  that  was  the 
case  at  the  present  time  a  balance-sheet 
would  show  it,  and  would  tend  to  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  such  a  state  of 
things  in  future. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  on  what  se- 
curity the  contribution  of  the  Egyptian 
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Qovemment  in  relief  of  the  expenses  of 
the  war  rested  ?  Had  the  sum  of  £70,000 
specified  been  already  paid  ? 

The  CH  ANOELLOR  of  the  EXOHE- 
QITEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  that  the 
amount  would  absolutely  be  received  on 
the  28th  of  March. 

Mr.  0»D0NNELL  asked  if  he  was  to 
understand  that  the  English  Govern- 
ment had  levied  a  sum  of  £70,000  on 
£]gypt,  and  that  the  money  was  to  be 
collected  by  the  English  Army  ?  Because, 
if  that  were  the  state  of  things,  it  was 
not,  in  his  opinion,  too  much  to  say  that 
it  would  have  been  fairer  to  put  down  in 
the  Estimates,  ''  Forced  contributions," 
or  ''Forced  loans,''  phrases  which  more 
accurately  described  what  was  taking 
place  than  that  used  in  the  Estimate. 
However,  he  perceived  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  rather  shy  of  explaining  their 
relations  with  the  so-called  Egyptian 
Government.  Before  going  any  further 
he  wished  to  ask  what  were  the  miscel- 
laneous charges  in  connection  with  the 
Palmer  Expedition  which  were  put  down 
at  £13,500? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  .  BANNEEMAN 
said,  one  item  was  the  sum  of  money 
Tvhich  Professor  Palmer  had  with  him 
when  he  was  murdered.  There  were 
also  the  expenses  of  the  journey  incurred 
before  the  Expedition  started.  He  was 
not  in  a  position  to  give  the  items. 

Mb.  O^DONNELL  said,  he  accepted 
the  explanation  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  and  should,  consequently,  be 
able  to  take  the  course  he  intended  with- 
out interfering  with  the  allowance  which 
it  was  proposed  to  make  to  the  families 
of  the  officers  and  the  expenses  of  find- 
ing the  body  of  the  late  Professor 
Palmer.  He  should,  therefore,  propose 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£5,000,  which  would  cover  with  suffi- 
cient accuracy  all  that  had  relation  to 
the  Palmer  Expedition  apart  from  the 
payments  to  the  families.  The  reason 
he  proposed  that  reduction  was  in  order 
to  ask  for  information  on  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  the  Palmer  Expedition,  which,  as 
far  as  he  was  aware,  had  been  ap- 
parently concealed  from  Parliament  as 
long  as  possible,  and  with  respect  to 
which,  even  at  the  present  moment, 
there  seemed  to  be  rather  a  desire  to 
disguise  the  truth.  There  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  an  amount  of  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  a  Member  of  that  House 
asking  for  information,  because  he  was 


not  at  all  satisfied  that  they  had  beforo 
them  anything  like  complete  information 
as  to  the  Expedition.  He  asked  for  in- 
formation as  to  the  number  of  asterisks 
which  occurred  in  the  Papers  laid  be- 
fore the  House,  and  which,  he  believed, 
concealed  the  absence  of  names  of  a  cha- 
racter most  important  to  the  proper  un- 
derstanding of  these  proceedings.  There 
were  also  letters  omitted  from  the  Blue 
Book  which  seemed  to  have  a  very  im- 
portant bearing  indeed  upon  the  nature 
of  the  credence  which  the  House  ought 
to  attach  to  certain  portions  of  it. 
No  less  an  authority  than  The  JSmes, 
of  Friday  last,  alluded  to  a  letter 
from  Colonel  Warren  in  the  following 
terms: — 

"The  record  of  the  stratagems  and  devices 
by  which  the  *  guilty  ones' — for  so  Colonel 
Warren  throughout  speaks  of  the  accused  per- 
sons— were  entrapped  and  forced  into  giving 
evidence  and  confessions,  is  not  altogether 
agreeable,  though  it  is  instructive  reading. 
Colonel  Warren,  for  instance,  in  his  first  ex- 
pedition, writing  to  a  Sheikh  (this  letter  does 
not  appear  in  the  Blue  Book),  whom  ho  wishes 
to  persuade  of  Arabics  overthrow,  which  had 
not  yet  occurred,  informs  him  that  the  Sultan 
has  landed  6,000  soldiers  at  Port  Said." 

He  thought  that  the  statement  in  77te 
Times  with  regard  to  the  absence  of  this 
letter  threw  a  responsibility  of  a  very 
grave  kind  upon  Colonel  Warren,  who 
had  played  such  an  important  part  in 
the  matter,  and  upon  the  Government, 
which  had  omitted,  for  some  reason  or 
other,  to  include  this  letter  amongst  the 
other  Correspondence  published  in  the 
Blue  Book.  They  knew  that  the  Sultan 
did  not  land  6,000  soldiers  at  Port  Said, 
and  they  could  have  no  doubt  that  Colo- 
nel Warren  was  thoroughly  aware  of  that 
fact.  [Mr.  Campbell-Baknebman  :  Please 
quote  the  date  and  place.]  The  date  and 
place  could  oome  afterwards.  At  the 
same  time,  ho  would  remark  that,  as  far 
as  he  was  aware,  at  no  date  did  the 
Sultan  land  6,000  soldiers  at  Port  Said. 
ITie  Times  did  not  appear  to  give  the 
date ;  but  it  gave  an  extract  of  consider- 
able length  from  the  letter,  and  in  that 
letter  Colonel  Warren  informed  a  Sheikh 
that  the  Sultan  had  landed  6,000  soldiers 
at  Port  Said,  and  Colonel  Warren  made 
that  declaration  for  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting pressure  upon  a  Native  Sheikh,  to 
cause  him  to  deliver  up  persons  whom 
Colonel  Warren  considered  **  gnilty  per- 
sons," and  who,  they  were  informed, 
had  been  recently  executed.    He  (Mr. 
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O'Donnell)  said  that  if  Colonel  Warren 
made  that  statement  to  anyone,  they 
were  compelled  to  approach  the  other 
statements  of  Colonel  Warren  with  a 
certain  amount  of  reserve,  because  he 
was  an  officer  in  Her  Majesty's  Service, 
and  the  case  was  not  that  of  an  ignorant 
or  uninformed  man.  It  was  against  this 
officer,  who  had  such  important  duties 
laid  upon  him,  that  the  leading  English 
journal  had  brought  a  charge  which 
could  not  be  disguised  as  anything  else 
than  a  grave  imputation  upon  his  vera- 
city, li  that  misrepresentotion  on  the 
part  of  Colonel  Warren  were  defended 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  a  lawful  stra- 
tagem to  nusrepresent  the  truth  to  an 
Arab  Sheikh,  how  were  they  to  banish 
from  their  minds  the  feeling  that  other 
statements  of  Colonel  Warren  were  legi- 
timate stratagems  also?  For  in  other 
portions  of  his  Correspondence,  Colonel 
Warren,  who  varied  in  his  accounts, 
appeared  inclined  to  convey  as  much  as 
possible  the  impression  that  the  attack 
on  Professor  Palmer  and  his  party  was 
a  mere  Bedouin  onset,  stimulated  by 
the  hope  of  plunder.  That  was  the  ac- 
count given  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  and  when  he  found  that  the  Go- 
vernment supported  that  view,  how  was 
it  possible  to  feel  otherwise  than  that 
the  whole  thing  was  a  stratagem  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as 
it  was  on  the  part  of  Colonel  Warren  ? 
A  very  serious  imputation  was  thus  cast 
upon  the  accuracy  of  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal witnesses  who  might  afterwards 
have  to  be  called  on  behalf  of  the  (Go- 
vernment. At  the  same  time,  the  cir- 
cumstances of  that  imputation  might 
render  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Warren 
all  the  more  important  for  his  (Mr. 
O'Donnell's)  purpose.  What  he  wished 
to  bring  before  the  Committee,  and  what 
he  maintained  was  the  fact,  was  that  the 
death  of  Professor  Palmer  and  his  com- 
panions was  not  the  result  of  a  Bedouin 
onset,  stimulated  by  the  hope  of  plunder, 
but  tiiat  Professor  Palmer,  Lieutenant 
Charrington,  and  Captain  GiU  formed 
part  of  a  surreptitious  Military  Expe- 
dition directed  by  the  Government  of 
Great  Britain,  then  at  war  with  the 
Egyptian  nation,  and  that  this  Ezpedi* 
tion,  carrying  out  its  purpose  in  dis- 
guise, was  met,  surrounded,  captured, 
and  executed  by  Arabs  in  exactly  the 
same  way  as  that  in  which  three  Arabs 
and  one  English  soldier,  disguised  for 
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the  purpose  of  cutting  telegraph  viifs, 
would  have  been  met,  surrounaed,  ap- 
tured,  and  executed  by  a  file  of  EDglish 
troops  under  the  orders  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Now,  with  regard  to  fiie 
sacrifice  of  Professor  Palmer  and  his 
military  and  naval  companions,  he  had 
not  one  word  to  say  that  would  in  any 
way  detract  from  the  gratitude  due  to 
them.  The  man  who  took  up  the  dan- 
gerous and  disagreeable  office  of  spy  in 
an  enemy's  country  knew  that  he  ex- 
posed himself  to  the  very  last  penalty; 
the  man  who  undertook  the  act  of 
bribing  the  enemy's  soldiers  rendered  a 
service  to  his  country  far  more  onerous 
even  than  that  of  the  soldier  who  volun- 
teered to  go  on  the  forlorn  hope.  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  and  hie  companions  irent 
out  to  do  a  duty  for  their  country,  and 
they  lost  their  lives  in  the  performance 
of  that  duty ;  but  he  protested  as  an 
Irishman,  and  he  believed  that  eveiy 
honest  man  in  England  would  be  ready 
to  join  with  him  in  protesting  against 
the  act  of  those  defenders  of  their  conn- 
try,  who  treated  Professor  Palmer  and 
his  coadjutors  as  we  would  have  treated 
three  Arabs,  being  palmed  off  as  a  case 
of  murder,  and  that  for  the  purpose  of 
concealing  one  of  the  most  dubious  and 
unpleasant  transactions  to  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  committed 
themselves  in  the  pleasant  and  dabioas 
act  of  carrying  on  war  while  they  main- 
tained the  principles  of  peace.  When 
the  question  was  raised  during  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament,  every  effort  vas 
made  to  impress  on  the  country  that 
Professor  Palmer  had  been  engaged  in 
the  peaceful  office  of  purcliasing  camels, 
that  he  had  with  him  money  for  that 
purpose,  and  that  this  fact  had  drawn 
upon  him  the  cupidity  of  the  Bedouins 
of  the  Desert ;  and  so  the  whole  thinjr 
was  to  be  explained.  But,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  expedition  on  which  he  vas 
engaged  had  been  most  comprehenstely 
and  carefully  planned  and  entered  into 
with  the  officers  who  died  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  the  Blue  Book  particnlariy 
referred.  It  would  have  been  necessary 
— and  here  was  another  defect  in  the 
Blue  Book — for  the  full  explanation  of 
this  matter,  for  the  Government  to  hare 
produced  a  true  report  of  the  use  they 
made  of  a  M.  Picard,  French  telegraph 
engineer  in  the  service  of  the  KhcNoiTe's 
Government,  who  was  placed  at  the  dii- 
posal  of  Her  Mai  etfwia  Government,  be- 
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cause,  while  thej  were  sending  Professor 
Palmer  to  cut  the  telegraph  wires  in  the 
Desert,   thej  were  sending  M.  Picard 
into  Turkish  territory — into  the  Lebanon 
— where    he  stayed   for    months,    and 
where  he  was  also  engaged  in  cutting 
telegraph  wires.    This  execution  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer,  Lieutenant  Charrineton, 
and  Captain  Oill  was  not  an  isolated 
execution,  for  while  an  Islamite  force 
was  capturing  and  executing  the  English 
portion  of  the  Expedition,  another  Is- 
lamite force  was  looking  after  M.  Picard 
in  the  Jjebanon.    The  whole  thing  was 
a  Mission  of  carefully-disguised  spies  for 
the  double  purpose  of  cutting  the  tele- 
graph wirescommunicatinebetween  Con- 
stantinople and  Cairo,  ana  seducing  and 
bribing  the  Bedouin  warriors  who  were 
prepared  to  assist  us  in  the  attempt  upon 
Egypt.    The  tale  about  the  purchase  of 
camels  must  be  thrown  aside  and  utterly 
repudiated.     But  he  must  observe  that, 
even  if  the  Expedition  had  been  for  the 
purpose  of  purchasing  camels,  if  that 
purchase  had  been  conducted  by  spies 
in  disguise,  it  would  subject  those  spies, 
according  to  the  English  laws  of  war,  to 
the  last  penalty.    But  it  now  came  out 
clearly  that  this  was  not  an  expedition 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  getting  camels. 
They  had    the  Admiralty    introducing 
' '  Professor  Palmer,  passenger  for  Brin- 
disi,"  to  Admiral  Sir  Beauchamp  Sey- 
mour, and  it  spoke  of  him  as  a  person 
who 


"  Speaks  Arabio  and  knows  Bedouins.    Keep 
him  at  your  disposal." 

Then,  on  the  21st  of  July,  the  Admiralty, 
in  another  telegram  to  Sir  Beauchamp 
Seymour,  expressed  the  desire  that  Cap- 
tain Qill  should  be  attached  to  Bear 
Admiral  Hoskins — 

"  For  the  purpose  of  assisting  him  in  com- 
mazdcating  with  the  Bedouins." 

And  the  telegram  went  on  to  say  that 
Captain  Oill  had  travelled  among  the 
1  bedouins  and  was  employed  to  collect 
the  information  which  had  already  been 
sent  to  the  Admiral,  and  it  added  that 
Captain  Oill  was — 

'*  Fully  acquainted  with  the  arrangements 
made  with  Professor  Palmer." 

The  Admiralty  had  also  telegraphed  to 
Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour  what  might 
be  looked  upon  as  the  outline  of  the 
story  afterwurds  to  be  put  upon  Parlia- 
ment— namely,  that,  in  anticipation  of 
the  onrival  of  troops,  he  shoula  hire  all 


available  camel  transport  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Suez  Canal,  which  the  telegram 
went  on  to  say  woidd  be — 

**  A  good  opportunity  of  enlisting  the  services 
of  Bedouins." 

Now,  they  had  a  telegram  on  August  the 
5th,  from  Hear  Admiral  Sir  William 
Hewett  at  Suez  to  the  Admiralty,  which 
showed  the  manner  in  which  the  re- 
sources of  the  Oovemment  were  em- 
ployed to  place  Professor  Palmer  in 
communication  with  the  domestic  traitors 
of  Egypt  and  Syria  who  were  expected 
to  assist  the  work  of  British  invasion  in 
Egypt.     It  ran  thus — 

<*  Forward  following  message  to  Consul  at 
Jerusalem: — 'Want  reply  to  message  which 
commences:  '*  To  British  Consul  at  Jerusalem 
from  British  Admiral  at  Suez."  Send  trust- 
worthy horsemen  to  Gaza  at  once,  to  deliver 
the  following  message  to  Sheikh  Misleh  in 
Arabic.  He  expects  this  message,  and  is  in 
the  neighbourhood.  Message  begins :  "  Kajah 
Abdullah  wishes  Sheikh  Misleh  Ameer  of  the 
Tizahah  to  ride  a  swift  camel  and  meet  him  at 
Nakhlonthel2th,"'" 

Sheikh  Abdullah  was  the  name  and  dis- 
guise under  which  Professor  Palmer  was 
to  seduce  the  Bedouins  by  money  to  assist 
the  British  invasion  of  Egypt ;  it  was  at 
Nakhl  that  Professor  Palmer  met  his 
fate,  and  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Sheikh  did  ride  a  swift 
camel  as  requested  by  Professor  Palmer. 
On  the  6th  of  August  they  had  a  tele- 
gram from  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour  to 
the  Admiralty,  which  said  that — 

''Palmer,  in  letter  of  1st  August  at  Suez, 
writes  that  if  precisely  instructed  as  to  seryices 
required  by  Bedouins  and  furnished  with  funds, 
he  believes  he  could  buy  the  allegiance  of 
60,000  at  a  cost  of  from  £20,000  to  £30, 000.*'— 

A  gigantic  scheme  for  getting  Bedouins 
to  assist  in  the  invasion  of  Egypt — 

«  Palmer  with  Hewett  still.  Oill  still  there. 
Will  Admiralty  communicate  with  Palmer 
direct  P" 

The  Admiralty  were,  therefore,  directly 
implicated  in  this  transaction.  They 
had  a  return  telegram  to  Rear  Admiral 
Sir  William  Hewett  at  Suez  on  the  6th 
of  August,  which  run  thuf 


'*  Admiral  reports  Falmer*s  proposal  of  1st 
Au^st.  Instruct  Palmer  to  Keep  Bedouins 
available  for  patrol  or  transport  on  CanaL  A 
reasonable  amount  may  be  spent,  but  larger  en- 

Sigements  are  not  to  be  entered  into  until 
eneral  arriyes  and  has  been  consulted." 

That  showed  that  the  Admirals  were  im- 
plicated in  the  scheme  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  put  ou  the  country  aa  a  robbw 
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onset  for  the  sake  of  plunder.  It  was 
now  clear  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
services  which  Professor  Palmer  was 
engaged  to  perform;  and,  as  he  had 
before  said,  he  deserved  every  honour 
and  credit  for  playing  such  a  part, 
which  was  a  difficult  and  dangerous  one, 
because  he  not  only  exposed  himself  to 
the  risks  of  ordinary  war  as  a  soldier, 
but  he  exposed  himself  to  the  certainty, 
if  caught,  of  being  executed  as  a  spy. 
But  what  about  Oaptain  Gill  ?  Admiral 
Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour,  in  a  telegram 
from  Alexandria  on  the  6th  of  August 
to  the  Earl  of  Northbrook,  said — 


<'6ill  haB  gone  to  Suez  to  make  arrange- 
ments about  Bedouins  with  Palmer.  Authority 
has  been  g^ven  to  Hoskins  to  expend  for  this 
service.  Arrangements  made  to  cut  the  Syrian 
telegraph  wires  and  for  Bedouins  to  help  in 
preventing  its  repair." 

What  made  this  act  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  reprehensible  was 
that  arrangements  were  made  not  only 
for  seducing  the .  Bedouins  to  help  our 
Army,  but  for  seducing  them  into  cutting 
the  telegraph  wires  of  their  liege  Lord  the 
Sultan,  with  whom  we  were  supposed  to 
be  at  peace.  Such  double-dyed  treason 
and  trickery  never  was  exceeded  in  the 
whole  history  of  tortuous  transactions. 
Then  there  was  a  telegram  from  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour,  who,  if  he  did  not 
deserve  his  Peerage  for  the  bombard- 
ment of  Alexandria  deserved  it  for  other 
reasons,  stating  that — 

**  Gill  expected  to  accomplish  it  Thursday  or 
Friday ;  not  yet  known." 

This,  as  the  Admiralty  note  at  the  foot 
of  the  telegram  explained,  referred  to 
cutting  the  telegraph.  Bear  Admiral 
Hoskins,  on  the  14th  of  August,  next 
telegraphed  the  Admiralty — 

"  Gill,  who  is  in  Desert  to  cut  Syrian  wire, 
has  not  yet  been  heard  of." 

At  that  time,  when  Admiral  Hoskins 
was  writing  a  telegram  evidently  full  of 
joy  at  the  work  being  done,  Captain 
Gill  had  been  seized  and  probably  exe- 
cuted for  attempting  to  cut  the  tele- 
graph wire,  contrary  not  only  to  the 
usages  and  laws  of  peace,  but,  as  he 
believed, contrary  to  the  laws  and  usages 
of  war.  By  August  the  17th  the  Ad- 
miralty was  becoming  anxious,  so  they 
telegraphed  on  that  date  to  Bear 
Admiral  Hoskins  at  Port  Said — 

<*  Have  you  heard  anything  of  GillP  What 
orders  did  you  give  him  P  " 

Mr.  (yDonneU 


And  Bear  Admiral  Hoskins  telegraphed 
back  the  same  day — 

"  Gill  left  6th  to  confer  with  telegraph  en- 
gineers at  Ismailia.  On  the  6th  he  wrote  to  me 
from  Suez.  After  discussing  the  matter  with 
Palmer,  he  had  determined  to  go  and  cut  wires 
in  Desert  himself,  and  hoped  to  effect  his  ob- 
ject by  Friday.    Nothing  heard  of  him  since." 

He  had  been  intercepted,  just  as  an 
Arab  wire  cutter  would  have  been  in- 
tercepted by  English  troops. 

"Wires  have  not  been  cut.  Sent  ...  to 
coast  of  Syria  in  the  Beacon  to  cut  the  wires 
and  gain  news.    Will  report  result  on  return." 

Thus  the  Government  were  cutting  the 
telegraph  wires  of  their  Ally,  the  Sul- 
tan, at  the  very  time  they  were  keeping 
up  before  Europe  the  farce  of  seeking 
to  come  to  terms  with  regard  to  the 
pacification  of  Egypt.  They  were  de- 
signedly cutting  off  Arabi  from  every 
source  of  communication  with  the  rest 
of  the  world,  so  that  they  might  wake 
him  up  one  morning  with  the  rash  of 
their  17,000  bayonets,  cutting  and  stab- 
bing his  half-armed  troops.  Oh,  the 
Liberal  victory!  It  was  evident  that 
the  unfortunate  Professor  Palmer  began 
early  in  August  to  realize  the  conse- 
quences of  the  hostility  he  would  incur 
on  the  part  of  the  Arabs  and  the  ex- 
treme danger  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  placed  both  him  and 
Captain  Gill.  Accordingly,  they  found 
a  telegram  from  Professor  Palmer  to 
Eear  Admiral  Hewett  on  the  8th  of 
August,  from  Suez,  as  follows : — 

"  I  think  it  would  be  most  desirable  that  an 
ofificer  of  Her  Maiesty's  Navy  should  accom- 
pany me  on  my  journey  to  the  Desert  as  a 
guarantee  that  I  am  acting  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government." 

Professor  Palmer  knew  well  what  he 
was  at,  and  he  sent  for  the  uniform  of 
the  British  Navy  in  order  to  cover  that 
work.  It  was  an  act  of  self-preservation 
on  the  part  of  Professor  Palmer;  but 
the  grant  of  that  naval  uniform,  the 
sending  of  Flag  Lieutenant  Gharrington 
to  Professor  PcQmer  and  Captain  Gm  in 
their  joint  expedition  of  seduction  and 
wire-cutting,  deepened  the  part  played 
by  the  Home  authorities  throughout 
the  whole  of  these  characteristic  trans- 
actions. Now,  he  maintained  that  even 
from  those  miserably  imperfect  docu- 
ments, in  spite  even  of  all  the  asterisks 
and  all  the  suppressed  passages  of  the 
missing  letters,  in  spite  of  the  complete 
silence  that  had  beeii  observed  with  t^ 
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gard  to  the  Lebanon  portion  of  the 
wire-cutting  expedition,  the  Blue  Book 
before  him  contained  ample  evidence 
that  the  resistance  which  the  Palmer 
Expedition  met  with  was  a  national  and 
a  popular  resistance  directed  by  the 
Arab  authorities,  and  that  the  Palmer 
Mission  was  intercepted  not  merely  for 
the  sake  of  plunder — although  prize 
money  had  its  temptations  even  for  the 
British  soldier— not  merely  for  the  sake 
of  loot,  as  the  miserable  misrepresentation 
that  had  been  circulated  sought  to  con- 
Toy.  but  that  the  Mission  was  intercepted 
and  found  its  death  in  consequence  of 
that  national  resistance  to  invasion,  and 
to  spydom,  bribery,  and  treachery,  and 
that  the  orders  came  from  the  Govern- 
ment at  Cairo  to  intercept  the  English 
spies,  just  as  the  English  Government 
vould  give  orders  to  intercept  Arab 
spies.  He  maintained  that  the  alleged 
murderers  of  the  Palmer  Mission  were 
simply  half-a-dozen  rank  and  file  from 
a  couple  of  Bedonian  tribes,  who  stood 
in  the  same  position  as  a  party  of  Eng- 
lish soldiers  employed  to  shoot  down  a 
man  as  they  were  commanded.  The 
trial  which  took  place  under  Colonel 
Warren,  carrying  out  the  instructions  of 
the  Government  to  represent  the  whole 
thing  as  havinfi;  been  done  for  the  sake 
of  plunder,  and  which  had  resulted  in 
the  execution  of  five  humble  Arab 
tribesmen,  was  a  bloody  judicial  trial 
earried  out  with  the  concurrence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  They  need  not 
go  to  the  source  of  the  authority  under 
which  these  men  met  their  doom.  The 
Egyptian  Government  were  but  the  in- 
struments in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Those  humble  men  were 
slain  for  doing  what  they  believed  to  be 
their  duty  to  their  tribe  and  tribal 
Chief,  and  their  execution  was  a  judi* 
cial  murder,  and  a  judicial  murder  of 
the  most  atrocious  description.  He 
would  read  an  extract  from  the  letter  of 
Colonel  Warren,  dated  Suez,  November 
28th,  and  received  by  the  Admiralty  on 
Nevember  SOth.  The  name  of  one  of 
the  Sheikhs  engaged  in  the  ^interception 
of  the  spying  party  had  arrived  at  ouez, 
and  Colonel  Warren  reported  that — 

"  Sheikh  Salami  Shedide  arrived  from  Cairo 
on  the  22iid.  He  professed  to  be  quite  ignorant 
of  the  &cts  ooxmected  with  Professor  Palmer's 
murder ;  protested  that  he  had  no  power  as  a 
Sheikh  beyond  the  Canal,  and  gare  the  name  of 
a  Sheikh  (liahomed  Feyere)  who  lives  beyond 
Alcahah,  a  roler  of  the  country  about  Wady 


Sudur.  I  refuted?his  statements  "by  means  of 
his  own  Hawetats  brought  in  ht>m  Wady  Sudur, 
who  declared  that  the  Shedides  of  Cairo  were 
their  only  Sheikhs,  that  Sualim  Assam  Farey 
ruled  them  by  deputy,  and  that  Mahomed 
Feyere  was  to  them  only  a  name.  EEaving  at 
last  acknowledged  that  he  was  Sheikh  of  the 
Hawetats  about  Wady  Sudur,  Salami  Shedide 
asked  me  to  give  him  tiie  names  of  the  culprits, 
and  the  details  connected  with  the  murder. 
This  I  refused  to  do,  and  told  him  to  get  it  from 
his  own  people.  He  protested  he  could  not  do 
this,  but  eventually  sent  to  Cairo  to  ascertain 
the  particulars  from  the  Bedouins  about  there. 
Having  thus  obtained  from  him  the  acknow- 
ledgement that  the  particulars  of  the  murder 
were  known  to  the  Bedouins  about  Cairo,  and 
that,  therefore,  he  must  be  aware  of  what  took 
place,  being  head  Sheikh,  I  told  him  to  exa- 
mine the  Hawetats  brought  in  by  his  party 
from  the  Desert,  and  elicit  the  facts  in  my  pre« 
sence." 

He  might  at  this  point  ohserve  that  to 
throw  upon  a  mere  trihesman  the  whole 
of  the  alleged  guilt  of  this  transaction, 
was  an  artifice  which  could  not  have 
hUnded  any  eyes  hut  those  willing  to  he 
hlinded,  for  he  found  in  the  Blue  Book 
that  Colonel  Warren  was  forewarned  as 
early  as  Octoher  20,  1882  (page  40), 
that  the  war  heing  over,  the  Shedides 
who  stood  high  with  Arahi  still  continued 
in  power,  and  were  endeavouring  to 
throw  the  whole  guilt  upon  the  Towarah; 
and  so  great  was  their  power  that  they 
had  succeeded  in  fixing  the  impression 
on  the  minds  of  the  local  Egvptian  offi- 
cials. So  that  the  policy  of  throwing 
guilt  on  the  men — ^the  mere  executioners 
— was  fully  known  to  Colonel  Warren 
and  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  as  early 
as  Octoher  the  31st.  In  the  same  letter. 
Colonel  Warren  showed  that  the  pursuit 
and  capture  of  the  English  Mission  was 
not  an  act  of  isolated  rohbers,  but  was  a 
true  Qovernmental  act,  and  a  part  of 
the  Government  defence  against  English 
invasion.  On  page  39,  Colonel  Warren 
reported  that  there  was  a  considerable 
amount  of  evidence  showing  that  the 
attack  on  the  P&i^y  was  aided  from 
Cairo  by  Ibu  ^edide,  whose  brother 
was  at  Suez,  helping  him  to  discover  the 
guilty  parties,  and  who  professed  entire 
ignorance  in  all  matters  connected  with 
the  attack.  Abu  Sofieh  endeavoured  to 
ransom  the  party,  but  failed  to  do  so ; 
and  after  they  had  been  prisoners  for 
two  or  more  days,  they  were  taken  up 
into  the  mountains  over  a  precipice,  and 
told  that  by  orders  of  Arabi,  through 
Nakhl  and  through  Cairo,  they  must 
die,  and  were  at  Uberty  to  obooee  be* 
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twoea  dropping  over  the  precipice  or 
being  shot.  It  waa  eaid  that  Professor 
Palmer  and  Captain  Qill  chose  the  for- 
mer death,  while  Lieutenant  Charriag- 
ton,  the  Dragoman,  and  the  Cook  choso 
the  latter.  It  vas  also  said  Professor 
Palmer  solemnly  called  Heaven  to  wit- 
ness that  the  death  of  the  party  would  be 
avenged  upon  the  murderers.  Colonel 
Warren  went  on  to  say  that  there  could 
be  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  those  in  authority  and  the 
Bedouins  that  a  veil  should  be  drawn 
over  all  the  details  of  this  tragedy  after 
the  attaok  upon  the  baggage ;  and  every 
available  clue  had,  as  they  thought,  been 
aucoesBfully  obliterated.  Even  the  mur- 
der of  the  Cook  Moussa  was  solely  ac- 
tuated by  a  desire  to  conceal  all  facta 
connected  with  the  attack,  for  it  waa 
known  that  Moussa  was  not  a  Christian  ; 
and  the  outrage  was  oommitted,  not  by 
a  mere  band  of  robbers,  but  by  an  or- 
ganized band  of  Moslems  acting  under 
authority  to  kill  Christians.  But,  al- 
though, said  Colonel  Warren — 

"  I  betiers  the  order  for  the  attack  oudb  from 
thote  in  ButhoTit<r  iininedi>taly  under  Arab!.  T 
do  not  think  the  order  to  kill  Chriatiaai  pro- 
ceeded from  Cairo,  but  emaaated  from  the  over- 
lealouH  {anaticiam  of  the  Egyptian  Qovemors 
of  Nakhl  and  El  Ariahe.  Tba  attack  waa  made 
principally  by  the  Uavetat,  vboae  Sheikh  ia 
Sualem  Aba  Forag,  acting  immediately  under 
Ibu  Bhedide  of  Cairo.  This  man  wai  actiTely 
engaged  during  the  nm,  and  commanded  the 
line  ot  Bedouins  corcring  Cairo  ;  and  yet,  in  the 
face  ot  the  well-kDown  fact  to  all  Bsdouins, 
that  Soalem  ia  the  Sheikh  of  the  Hawetats  of 
Wady  Sudur,  andcr  the  Shedide,  Shedi  ~ 
brother  baa  proteated  that  these  Hawetats  i 
under  a  Syrian  Sheikh,  and  ha  had  no  power 
over  Uiem." 

There  was  much  more  evidence  in  these 
documents.  In  an  enclosure,  Colonel 
Warren,  writing  to  Bear  Admiral  Sir 
William  Kewett,  reported — 

'*lTimt«dMr.  .  .  .  ."—these  asterisks 
were  always  taming  up  in  the  most  convDniont 
placet — "and  ascertained  from  him  that  he 
woold  be  able  to  arrest,  near  Qaza,  a  Bodouin 
who  had  been  heard  to  soy  that  he  hod  oasiated 
in  killing  two  accursed  Feringhees  near  Suez. 
He  alio  mfanced  me  thathe  nad  evidence  to 
■bow  that  the  Oovemor  of  El  Ariahe  had  aent 
out  a  party  of  tjuwaki  Bedouina  after  Professor 
Palmer,  to  bring  him  in  daad  or  alive  on  hia 
jonmey  from  Qaa.  to  Sues." 
They  had  a  very  important  statement 
fnni  ru„..,i  T^est  upon  the  same  aub- 

kjeaty'a  Consul,  at  Suez, 

9  20th  of  November— the 

aived  at  the  Admiralty  on 

ember — said — 


tntH 


"  It  is  becoming  every  day  more  apparent 
that  the  Shedidw  at  Cairo,  acting  onder  the 
inflBence  of  their  own  convictions,  in  tte  power 
of  Arabi  and  his  followers,  it  not  under  their 
direct  orders,  had  sent  instructions  to  the 
Sheikha  in  the  Desert  to  arrest  all  travellers,  at 
least,  and  to  prevent  them  from  obtaining  ai- 
Bistaace  from  those  Over  whom  they,  the  said 
Sheikhs,  had  any  control ;  to  what  extent  their 
inatroctions,  wlucb  were  only  verbal,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  would  have  inatigated  such  a  crime 
as  that  committed,  it  vere  difficult  to  aay,  and 
may  be  etill  more  so  to  prove.  It  is,  novurtbe- 
less,  certain  that  the  Shedides  now  here,  osten- 
sibly for  the  purpose  of  hrioginginthose  of  thinr 
tribe  who  are  '  wanted,'  ara  far  from  duing  their 
utmost  to  clear  up  matters,  their  action  tenda  to 
show  that  they  are  in  great  dread  of  the  tx- 
poi/   which  they  can  see  is  hanging  over  their 

That  was  a  Beport  of  Consul  West,  a 
Eeport  completely  removing  the  possi- 
bility that  it  was  a  more  set  of  robbers  ; 
a  Eoport  completely  proving  that  a  levy 
en  mail*  had  been  ordered  to  prevent  an 
incursion  of  English  soldiers  and  spies. 
The  name  of  Arabi  was  mentioned. 
There  was  no  blame  on  Arabi  respecting 
the  murders ;  indeed,  thera  waa  every 
reason  for  supposing  he  did  not  give 
express  instructions  to  execute  such  men 
as  Palmer,  Gill,  and  Charrington.  It 
was,  however,  clear  that  the  OoTem- 
mcnt  of  Egypt  had  taken  every  pre- 
caution to  arrest  and  to  execute  enemies 
and  spies  entering  the  country.  There 
was  other  evidence  which  would  not  be 
less  impressive.  The  Native  witness, 
Hassar  Ateiya,  of  the  Marani  tribe, 
examined  by  Colonel  Warreo,  page  52 
of  the  Blue  Book,  stated  that  the 
Huvalats,  the  tribesmen  engaged  in 
the  attack  upon  the  Palmer  Party,  ex- 
pressly said — 

' '  We  are  Arabi'a  soldieis,  and  if  we  meet  any 
English  people,  we  must  get  bold  of  them," 
And  the  wretched  story  hod  been  set 
going  that  it  was  all  an  attack  of  Be- 
douins stimulated  by  the  hope  of  plun- 
der. What  part  of  the  explanatiou  of 
KerMajesty'sOovernmentwithregardto 
their  policy  in  Egypt  could  they  credit 
in  a  higher  degree  tuan  they  could  now 
credit  their  statement  as  to  the  abject 
of  the  Palmer  Mission,  and  the  nature 
of  the  opposition  which  that  Mission 
provoked  t  Nay,  not  only  was  there 
all  thie  evidence,  which  he  could  mul- 
tiply even  from  these  documents,  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  these  orders  were 
diaseminated  through  the  oountry  to 
oppose  an  English  incursion,  large  or 
■mall,   and    to  arrest  English   people, 
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but  they  had  eTidenco  that  the  execu- 
tion was  really  known  at  Cairo ;  and 
they  had  the  evidence  of  Colonel  Warren 
that  it  was  the  impression  of  Professor 
Palmer  himself  that  he  was  being 
hunted  and  watched  and  opposed  by 
the  tribes  of  Arabi  Pasha.  On  Novem- 
ber the  14th — the  letter  was  received  at 
the  Admiralty  on  the  28th  of  the  same 
month — Colonel  Warren  wrote  to  Ad- 
miral Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour — 

'*  I  am  under  the  impresaion  that  Professor 
Palmer  has  elsewhere  stated  that  he  travelled 
over  this  ground  in  haste,  and  during  the  night, 
to  avoid  Arabi's  emissaries." 

And  yet  the  Government  shut  their  ej'es 
to  all  this ;  this  miserable  and  sham 
Government  shut  its  eyes  and  allowed 
five  wretched  tribesmen  to  be  executed 
as  murderers  and  robbers  for  only  carry- 
ing out  the  orders  of  the  Government  of 
their  country.  Furthermore,  Colonel 
Warren  reported  that  the  actual  orders 
for  the  capture  and,  as  it  appeared,  the 
execution  of  the  English  emissaries  were 
given  by  a  man  of  such  a  low  class,  that 
it  was  quite  evident  that  in  order  to  ob- 
tain the  obedience  which  followed  his 
words,  he  must  have  been  only  a  mes- 
senger from  some  higher  authority. 
Colonel  Warren  said — 

'*  The  Bedouins  generally  coneur  in  stating 
that  Ali  Showyar  is  a  man  of  very  low  class,  and 
could  only  have  been  used  as  a  messenger,  giv- 
ing information  with  reference  to  orders  already 
given.  It  appears  that  the  Terabin,  Debour, 
and  Hawetat,  had  already  been  instructed  to 
attack  the  party,  and  they  were  prepared  to 
waylay  them  on  either  of  the  three  roads  into 
the  interior." 

That  comprehensive  plan  for  arresting 
an  incursion  of  these  English  emissaries ; 
that  comprehensive  plan,  carried  out 
with  every  appearance  of  the  concur- 
rence of  the  general  patriotism  and 
loyalty  of  the  country,  it  had  been 
attempted  to  explain  away  in  the  miser- 
able manner  the  Committee  were  aware 
of.  There  was  more  evidence  still  of 
first-class  importance.  The  Committee, 
or  such  Members  of  it  who  had  paid 
attention  to  Egyptian  affairs,  might 
have  noticed  in  the  list  of  sentences 
passed  the  other  day  by  a  so-called 
court  martial,  that  five  persons  were  sen- 
tenced to  death  and  hanged  in  confor- 
mity with  that  sentence,  and  a  certain 
Governor  of  Nakhl  got  off  with  12 
months'  imprisonment.  That  was  per- 
fectly in  keeping  with  the  warning  that 
had  already  been  given  to  Colonel  War- 


ren and  the  Government — namely,  that 
every  attempt  would  be  made  to  throw 
the  blame  as  low  down  as  possible.  But 
on  page  5 1 ,  there  was  the  translation  of 
a  letter  from  the  Governor  of  Nakhl  to 
the  Governor  of  Akabah,  written  to- 
wards the  end  of  August  or  the  begin- 
ning of  September.  It  was  written,  as 
was  stated  in  the  Blue  Book — 

*'  About  the  27th  of  Showal,  and  delivered  at 
Akabah  about  the  9^  of  September." 

The  letter  went  on  to  say — 

"We  let  you  know  that,  on  the  11  th  day  of 
Showal  (9.9),  we  have  appointed  one  soldier 
Bedouin  to  carry  the  mail.  Soon  he  reached 
Ismailia.  He  learnt  that  the  English  Christians 
attacked  the  Bedouins  who  lived  about  Ismailia 
when  they  were  much  in  need  of  water,  and  the 
Fresh  Water  Canal  was  blocked,  so  that  no 
water  could  go  from  Ismailia  to  Suez.  Then  at 
night  the  English  attacked  the  Bedouins,  who 
ran  away  and  informed  Arabi  Pasha  about  it. 
So  he  came  from  Kafr  Do  war  with  lots  of  troops, 
and  attacked  the  enemy,  &c" 

And  towards  the  end  of  the  letter  it  went 
on  to  say — 

"  As  regards  the  three  Christians  who  were 
going  to  the  Fort  of  Nakhl,  accompanied  bv 
Meter  Sofieh  (Meter  Nassier),  one  of  the  Sofieh 
tribe,  they  were  killed,  through  the  son  of  Abu 
Mushid,  one  of  the  Sheikhs  of  the  tribes  of 
Bedouins  who  live  at  Wady  Sudur,  and  never 
arrived  here.  My  only  object  (in  writing  to 
you)  is  to  inform  you  to  be  careful  about  the 
Fort  (Akabah),  and  to  inform  the  Bedouins  not 
to  be  far  away  from  the  fort,  already  to  be  ready 
for  the  enemy,  and  not  be  afraid.  I  hope  God 
will  permit  that  you  are  not  found  wanting.  If 
any  men  of  war  come  in  your  direction  not  to 
fire  on  them,  but  if  they  go  on  shore  to  get  hold 
of  them  by  hand,  and  if  they  fire,  fire  your, 
selves.  Let  me  know  what  is  going  on  in  your 
place.  Don't  be  afraid.  Don't  wonder  because 
the  Moslems  are  victorious  by  the  force  of  God. 
Abu  Shedide  has  informed  his  Bedouins,  by 
writing,  that  if  they  see  any  Christians  to  get 
hold  of  them  and  send  them  to  their  place  (in 
Cairo),  when  they  had  learnt  that  the  Christians 
were  killed  which  I  spoke  of.  Till  now  we  did 
not  receive  any  instructions  from  Cairo." 

More  evidence  of  the  constant  communica- 
tion there  was  going  on  between  the  centre 
of  the  National  defence  and  the  outljring 
places  which  were  opposing  the  English 
inyaders,  and  the  complete  victory  of  the 
English  invasion  in  no  way  detracted 
from  the  legitimacy  of  the  Egyptian  de- 
fence. The  Governor  of  Nakhl  boasted 
that  the  work  was  done  by  his  own 
orders,  and,  in  one  statement,  by  his  own 
hands.  Of  the  sympathy  of  the  Governor 
in  the  transactions  there  could  be  no 
doubt.  Consul  West,  throughout  the 
Blue  Book,  was  a  most  vi^luable  witness, 
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and  anyone  who  wished  to  try  the  case 
fairly  and  apart  from  the  pressure  of 
Ministerial  Whips,  could  not  do  better 
than  trace  from  page  to  page  the  de- 
spatches of  Consul  West.  Evidence 
which  was  also  worthy  of  particular  at- 
tention on  the  present  occasion  was  that 
of  Meter  Abu  Sofieh,  who  acted  as  guide 
to  the  party,  and  who  was  very  pro- 
bably in  collusion  with  the  attacking 
party.  Very  probably  Meter  Abu  Sofieh 
thought  that  spying  against  spies  was 
legitimate.  Just  as  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment appeared  to  act  on  the 
principle  that  they  need  keep  no  faith 
with  Bedouins,  he  acted  on  the  principle 
that  Bedouins  need  keep  no  faith  with 
Englishmen.  As  to  the  comparative 
casuistry  of  the  two  parties  in  the  case, 
he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  would  say  nothing, 
save  that  the  Bedouins  were  acting  in 
the  defence  of  their  own  country.  Meter 
Abu  Sofieh  died  in  hospital,  certainly 
under  suspicious  circumstances,  after 
having  given  certain  evidence.  There 
was  a  poit  mortem  examination  held  on 
the  body  by  some  English  Army  sur- 
geon, but  whether  the  surgeon  was  a 
proficient  in  the  detection  of  poisons  there 
was  no  evidence  to  show.  If,  however, 
there  was  ever  an  Arab  who  deserved  a 
cup  of  bad  cofiPee,  it  was  the  Chief 
Meter  Abu  Sofieh,  after  giving  this  testi- 
mony, testimony  which  was  stated  to  be 
spontaneous — 

"All  the  questioning  will  do  yon  no  good; 
but  if  you  get  Ali  Showyar,  he  will  tell  you  who 
Bent  him  after  ub  to  tell  them  to  attack  us  ** — he 
Bpoke  of  "  ufl  " — "I  heard  that  Ali  Showyar  had 
gone  all  round  the  Bedouins  to  tell  tiiem  to 
attack  us  ;  " 

and  Colonel  Warren  reported  that  all 
the  Bedouins  concurred  in  that  state- 
ment. Meter  Abu  Sofieh,  who,  it  was 
not  to  be  wondered  at,  died  under  sus- 
picious circumstances,  went  on  to  say — 

^*  I  hear  he  waa  at  the  wells  when  we  left,  but 
I  don't  know  his  face.  The  Bedouins  were  quite 
quiet  till  Ali  Showyar  went  away,  though  he  is 
not  a  Sheikh.  Ho  is  of  the  lowest  Natives,  but 
must  have  been  sent  by  someone.  The  Go- 
vernment won*t  allow  me  to  say  who  it  was. 
I  do  not  know  who  it  was.  I  heur  that  Ali 
Showyar  brought  a  message.  I  don't  know 
if  message  came  from  Cairo.  I  hear  that  All 
Showyar  said  the  Christians  come  into  this 
country,  attack  them,  and  take  their  things.  He 
said  Abu  Sofieh  was  bringing  the  Christians  to 
buy  camels,  and  they  had  money  with  them  for 
that  purpose." 

So,  Ali  Showyar  knew  how  to  encourage 
the  attacking  Bedouins  with  the  hope 

Mr,  O'Donnpll 


of  prize  money,  as  well  as  with   the 
satisfaction  of  patriotism.    Now,  if  the 
statement  of  The  Times  was  true,  Colonel 
Warren  was  a  gentleman  who,  when 
intrusted  with  a  mission  by  a  Liberal 
Government,  was  capable  of  embroider- 
ing the  facts,  and  giving  a  diplomatic 
misrepresentation    of    the    facts.     But 
there  was  another  thing  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  regard  to  the  so- 
called  confession  wrung  from  the  prin- 
cipal of  the  wretched  culprits,  who  might 
or  might  not  have  been  guilty,  and  it 
was  that  nothing  was  more  usual  in  the 
East,  when  great  men  were  implicated, 
for  humble  men  to  come  forward  and 
take  the  blame  on  themselves  for  the 
sake  of  saving  their  wives  and  their 
families.    The  men  who  were   put  to 
death  were  men  whose  wives  and  families 
had  been  previously  taken  prisoners  by 
Colonel  Warren ;  and  it  was  under  the 
pressure  of  the  terrorism  caused  by  that 
fact  that  these  men  apparently   were 
ready  to  make  any  admission,  though 
the  only  admission  they  did  make  was 
that  they  were  actually  the  executioners 
in  carrying  out  the   sentence    on   the 
English  Mission.     The  Committee  had 
heard  most  important  admissions  made 
by  Colonel  Warren  ;  but  at  page  91,  in 
a  letter  to  Admiral  Lord  Alcester,  dated 
Fort  of  Nakhl,  Desert  of  the  Tib,  De- 
cember  25,  1882,  he  said — 

*'  Most  of  the  culprits,  when  first  brought  in, 
denied  even  belonging  to  this  portion  of  the 
country ;  but,  after  being  wearied  with  con- 
stant cross-examination,  they  hare  now  all  oon> 
fessed  to  the  attack  upon  Frofeasor  Palmer's 
party,  and  on  the  bag^ge,  and  some  of  them 
hare  confessed  to  having  been  present  at  the 
murder ;  and  I  hope  eventually  to  be  able  to 
obtain  a  full  detailed  confession  from  each  man, 
except,  perhaps,  from  the  five  murderers,  of 
whom  three  are  now  secured." 

What  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  wanted  to 
know  was,  what  was  the  worth  of  that 
evidence,  even  as  regarded  the  par- 
ticipation of  these  wretched  men  f  At 
any  time  a  tribesman  would  give  his 
life  100  times  oyer,  if  he  could,  at  the 
mere  suggestion  or  wish  of  the  Sheikh. 
These  men  merely  formed  the  firing 
party ;  and  that  was  all  the  Government 
had  proved.  The  confessions  were  due 
to  a  wish  to  spare  their  tribes ;  and  it 
was  very  important  to  observe  that  the 
Sheikh  only  gave  his  adhesion  to  the 
pursuit  of  the  suspected  men  on  the 
conditioii  that  the  quiet  of  the  Desert 
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should  not  be  disturbed.  The  Oommit- 
tee  could  fuUj  understand  how  yery 
small  was  the  amount  of  credence  to  be 
placed  on  the  confession  of  the  tribes- 
men actinfi^  in  conformity  with  the 
wishes  of  their  Bheikh,  and  after  being 
wearied  with  such  constant  cross-exa- 
mination that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
Colonel  Warren  to  apply.  There  was 
no  reliance  to  be  placed  on  the  confes- 
sions of  these  wretched  men ;  but  eyen 
admitting  the  confessions  were  to  be 
accepted,  the  Government  had  only  got 
hold  of  the  firing  party  who  acted  under 
the  orders  of  the  National  authorities, 
just  exactly  as  any  firing  party  of  Eng- 
lish soldiers  would  act  against  American 
or  Irish  spies.  He  had  stated  at  some 
length,  but  with  the  utmost  possible 
brevity — leaving  out  large  and  important 
portions  of  testimony  which  he  might 
endeavour  to  furnish  in  addition,  if,  in 
the  course  of  the  debate,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  required  it — he  had  stated, 
with  the  utmost  possible  brevity,  a  clear, 
convincing,  and  indisputable  case,  which 
proved  that  they  were  not  in  face  of  an 
onset  of  Bedouin  robbers  on  an  innocent 
travelling  party  for  the  sake  of  loot,  but 
in  the  presence  of  a  deliberate  combina- 
tion of  Native  tribes  for  the  purpose  of 
intercepting  an  English  spying  Mission, 
engaged  to  cut  down  telegraph  wires  in 
time  of  war,  and  to  seduce  from  their 
national  allegiance  50,000  or  60,000 
Bedouins,  if  necessary,  at  an  expense, 
in  the  words  of  Professor  Palmer  him- 
self, of  from  £20,000  to  £30,000.  That 
was  the  case  he  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £345,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  in  addition  to  the  sums 
already  granted  by  Parliament,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  da^  of 
March  1883,  for  additional  Expenditure  arising 
out  of  Military  Operations  in  Egypt."— (Jfr. 
O'JDonneU,) 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
not  have  risen  had  not  the  Govern- 
ment, as  represented  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Oamp- 
beU-Bannerman),  seemed  disposed  to 
allow  the  very  able  and  powerful  speech 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dungaryan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  to  pass  by 
without  any  answer.  He  was  rather 
astonished  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  had  not  thought  it  worth  his 


while  to  rise  in  his  seat  and  attempt  to 
destroy  the  arguments  just  advanced 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  questions 
which  the  Government  were  called  upon 
to  answer  were  divisible  under  three 
heads.  In  the  first  place,  was  his  hon. 
Friend  justified  in  describing  Professor 
Palmer  and  his  colleagues  as  spies.  In 
the  second  place,  were  the  Government 
justified  in  having  these  five  men  exe- 
cuted as  murderers.  And,  thirdly,  the 
manner  in  which  the  confessions  were 
extracted  from  the  prisoners,  and  the 
mode  in  which  their  guilt  was  proved. 
He  was  very  glad  his  hon.  Friend  pre- 
faced his  remarks  by  encomiums  upon 
Professor  Palmer  and  his  colleagues  in 
the  Expedition  for  their  gallantry.  They 
had,  as  it  proved,  g^ven  up  their  lives  to 
the  service  of  their  country  and  their 
race ;  but  the  question  which  the  Oom- 
mittee  were  asked  to  consider  was,  what 
was  the  position  of  the  men  in  the 
country  ?  His  hon.  Friend  maintained 
that  their  position  was  that  of  spies,  and 
that  their  object  was  to  raise  up  against 
what  was  the  then  de  faeto  Government 
of  Egypt  a  considerable  portion  of 
Egyptian  subjects.  On  that  point,  he 
observed,  once  or  twice  there  came  some- 
thing like  interjected  contradictions  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty ;  but  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  challenge 
anyone  who  had  read  the  Blue  Book  to 
deny  that  Professor  Palmer  over  and 
over  again  asserted  that  it  was  within 
his  power,  if  properly  supported  by  the 
Government,  to  get  as  large  a  number 
as  50,000  Bedouins  to  withdraw  their 
allegiance  from  Arabi  and  ally  them- 
selves to  the  Khedive.  On  that  point 
the  proof  was  great.  He  would  chal- 
lenge the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  if 
he  were  present,  to  deny  that  the  mili- 
tary authorities  so  far  accepted  Pro- 
fessor Palmer's  estimate  as  to  agree  to 
give  £20,000  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
the  Bedouins  over  to  the  Khedive  s  side. 
If  £20,000  was  to  be  employed  for  that 
purpose,  it  was  clearly  to  be  employed 
against  Arabi,  and,  therefore,  Arabi  was 
justified  in  attacking  the  Expedition. 
During  the  American  War  of  Indepen- 
dence, Major  Andre  was  taken  as  a 
spy,  and  executed  by  order  of  General 
Washington.  Major  Andr6,  it  was  ad- 
mitted by  friend  and  foe,  was  a  man  of 
great  personal  bravery  and  of  high  per- 
sonal character,  and  yet,  according  to 
the  laws  of  war  and  by  the  circum- 
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BtancoB  of  caso,  General  Washington 
was  justified  in  the  course  he  took.  If 
during  the  American  War  an  English- 
man had  gone  down  to  the  Southern 
States,  and  had  endeayoured  to  induce 
the  negroes  to  fight  against  those  States, 
he  would  have  been,  if  caught,  executed. 
The  Committee  were  entitled  to  more 
satisfactory  explanation  than  they  had 
yet  received  from  the  Government  as  to 
the  real  character  and  purpose  of  the 
Palmer  Expedition.  The  second  point 
on  which  he  wished  to  address  a  few 
words  to  the  Committee  was,  were  the 
Government  justified  in  having  the  five 
men  executed  as  murderers  ?  That  would 
depend  upon  whether  the  men  were 
acting  upon  their  own  initiative  or  under 
the  orders  of  superior  powers.  It  was 
a  very  significant  fact  that  the  Governor 
of  NakhT  was  in  the  neighbourhood  on 
the  day  of  the  murders ;  and  all  who  had 
read  the  Blue  Book  would  know  that,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  this  person  had  no  busi- 
ness whatever  to  be  so  near  the  place  at 
the  time,  and  that  when  he  was  called 
upon  for  an  explanation,  all  he  could 
give  was  that  he  had  applied  for  leave 
of  absence  and  had  started  for  Suez. 
The  explanation  was  far  from  satis- 
factory, and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
thought  it  was  clear  from  the  evidence, 
that  these  men,  low  in  position  and 
without  any  social  prospects,  or  any  real 
or  other  power  at  their  disposal,  were 
acting  under  the  authority  of  others.  If 
they  were,  he  wanted  to  know  why  it 
was  that  these  unfortunate  dupes  and 
tools  should  be  executed,  while  the 
superior  authorities  were  allowed  to  go 
almost  scot-free — because  the  sentence 
of  12  months'  imprisonment  on  the 
Governor  of  Nakhl  was  a  farce  in  the 
face  of  the  sentence  of  death  passed  on 
the  others?  With  regard  to  the  third 
point,  he  would  ask  the  Committee 
whether  they  could  read  without  some- 
thing of  shame,  the  statement  made  by 
Colonel  Warren  himself  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  evidence  upon  which 
these  men  were  convicted  and  afterwards 
executed,  was  obtained  ?  The  most  im- 
portant fact  which  was  brought  out  with 
regard  to  the  alleged  confessions  of  the 
prisoners  was  that  one  set  of  witnesses 
gave  such  and  such  persons  as  the  guilty 
parties,  whereas  an  altogether  different 
list  of  goiltv  parties  was  given  by  other 
witnesses  who  were  examined.  It  was 
plain,  from  the  Blue  Book,  that  Colonel 
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Warren  acted  on  what  was  not  Bupposed 
to  be  an  English  doctrine — namely,  that 
the  end  justified  the  means.  It  was 
clearly  proved  by  the  admissions  of 
Colonel  Warren  himself,  that  he  did  not 
scruple  to  adopt  any  means,  either  of 
duplicity,  or  force,  or  virtue,  to  extort 
confessions  from  the  prisoners.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  might  express  his  gratifi- 
cation that  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
had  now  returned  to  his  place.  He  would 
not  repeat  the  observations  he  had 
made ;  but  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  lose  the  opportunity  of  an- 
swering the  very  detailed  and  very  con- 
clusive charges  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had 
brought  against  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  was  dealing  with  the  third 
point — namely,  the  manner  in  which  the 
evidence  was  obtained  from  the  incrimi- 
nated parties ;  and  he  would  ask  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  to  explain  the 
reason  of  the  omission  from  Colonel 
Warren's  despatch  of  a  large  quotation 
from  it,  which  omission  had  appeared  in 
I'he  Timet,  In  connection  with  the  state- 
ment that  Colonel  Warren  told  a  Sheikh 
that  the  Sultan  had  landed  6,000  troops, 
ho  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  invited  the  at- 
tention of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
to  page  40  of  the  Blue  Book,  and  to  the 
following  paragraph  in  Colonel  War- 
ren's despatch : — 

"For  I  pointed  out  to  Mosa  NasBir,  who 
arrived  yesterday,  that  matters  were  being  ar- 
ranged 80  cleverly  against  him  and  hia  tribe 
that  it  simply  lay  between  their  divulging  every- 
thing they  had  heard  or  knew  and  being  ar- 
raigned as  the  guilty  parties.*' 

Or,  in  other  words,  these  men  were  pat 
to  the  alternative  either  of  confession  or 
being  placed  along  with  the  other  pri- 
soners who  were  executed  for  taking 
part  in  the  murders.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  was  a  most  un-English  mode  of 
conducting  a  trial  of  the  kind ;  and  the 
public  and  the  Committee  had  a  right 
to  be  anxious  on  the  three  points  he  had 
enumerated — namely,  Was  the  Expedi- 
tion one  for  the  purpose  of  spying — ^he 
did  not  use  the  word  in  an  offensive,  but 
in  a  military  sense  ?  Were  these  men  who 
were  executed  principals,  or  merely 
tools  ?  Were  they  murderers  acting  for 
plunder,  or  soldiers  acting  under  what 
they  considered  lawful  authority  ?  And, 
thirdly,  was  the  evidence  against  the 
men  obtained  in  accordance  with  the 
laws  of  justice  and  honour  ? 
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Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEBMAN 
apologized  to  the  hoD.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  for  being  out  of  the 
House  when  he  began  his  observations. 
He  should,  however,  be  very  willing  to 
reply  to  all  he  had  said.     He  thought 
that,  perhaps,  the  best  thing  he  could  do 
was  to  state  very  plainly  and  candidly 
what  the  object  of  the  Expedition  was, 
and  how  it  came  to  pass  that  Professor 
Palmer  was  sent  into  the   Desert    of 
Sinai.    At  the  end  of  June,  before  the 
attack  on  the  Alexandrian  forts,   and 
when  there  was  only  a  strong  possibility, 
not  even  a  probability,  of  warlike  opera- 
tions, it  became  obvious  that  steps  must 
be  taken  to  secure  the  tranquillity  of  the 
Suez  Canal ;  and  the  fact  that  the  duty 
of  taking  those  steps  was  imposed  on 
the  Admiralty  was  the  reason  that  he 
was  here  to-night  to  explain  to  the 
Committee  what  had  happened  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter.    Practical  measures 
were  necessary  with  regard  to  the  Canal, 
because,  as  hon.  Members  might  recol- 
lect, there  were  constant  rumours  of  the 
Canal  being  blocked  by  the  Arabs ;  and 
there  was  even  a  most  circumstantial 
rumour  one  day  of  a  ship  in  the  Canal 
being  looted.    It  therefore  became  ne- 
cessary that,  apart  from  the  military 
operations,  something  should  be  done  to 
secure  the  friendliness  of  the  Arabs,  and 
to  obtain  from  them  any  help  they  could 
render  in  furnishing  transport  for  the 
Indian  Contingent.    These  were  really 
the  objects  the  (Government  had  in  view 
— to  utilize  the  Arabs  for  the  protection 
of  the  Canal,  and  secure  their  good- 
will.    For  this  purpose  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  consulted  two  persons 
— Colonel  Bradford,  a  well-known  Indian 
officer  of  great  experience  and  know- 
ledge of  the  Arab  people,  and  Captain 
Gill,  who  was  then  attached  to  the  In- 
telligence Department  of  the  War  Office, 
and  who  was  also  an  experienced  tra- 
veller, thoroughly  conversant  with  the 
habits  and  disposition  of  the  people  of 
those  parts.    They  at  once  suggested  to 
him  that  the  best  man  to  consult  in  re- 
p^ard  to  the  whole  matter  was  Professor 
Palmer.    He  had  spent  a  good  deal  of 
time  in  Binai,  in  connection  with  the 
surrey  of  that  country ;  he  was  an  extra- 
ordinary adept  in  languages,  and  he  had 
been  able  to  go  about  and  live  among 
these  people  as  one  of  themselves ;  and 
so  far  from  it  being  the  case,  as  was 
aaeumed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 


garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  that  he  dis- 
guised dimself  on  this  occasion  and  took 
a  false  name,  in  order  to  cover  his  iden- 
tity, he  went  there  with  the  same  name 
as  he  had  always  used,  and  the  same 
dress  as  he  had  always  worn  among 
the  Bedouins.     Every  traveller  that  he 
ever  heard  of,  who  had  had  these  ac- 
quirements and  these  facilities  for  going 
about  among  such  people,  had  dressed 
as  a  Native,  and  had  adapted  himself 
more  or  less  to  their  habits  and  appear- 
ance.   Professor  Palmer  was  asked  who 
would  be  a  likely  man  to  go  out  and 
assist  Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour  in  his 
communications  with  the  Arabs  on  the 
Canal,  and  act  also  as  interpreter  be* 
tween  our  officers  and  the  Natives,  and 
he    volunteered    to    go    himself.      He 
was  not   asked  to    go ;    he    distinctly 
volunteered  to  go  upon    this    service. 
His    own     proposal    was    that    which 
was    adopted;   and  that  was  that  he 
should  go  to  Oaza,  and  cross  the  Desert 
to  Suez.    He  believed  that  he  would 
be  able  upon  that  journey  to  acquire 
certain  knowledge  as  to  the  feelings  of 
the  Bedouins ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
he  would  be  less  conspicuous  and  less 
likely  to  attract  attention  than  if    he 
went  by  the  Canal.     Undoubtedly,  his 
journey  was  in  that  sense  secret ;  for  it 
was  desirable  that  it  should    not    be 
bruited  about  that  he  was  going  for  this 
purpose,  because  probably,  if  his  inten- 
tion had  been  known  of,   steps  would 
have  been  taken  to  prevent  his  achiev- 
ing the  object  he  had  in  view.    He  went 
by  Gaza ;  and  on  arriving  at  Suez,  where 
he  was  told  to  report  himself,  he  was 
appointed  chief  interpreter.  He  received 
no  money  on  that  journey  to  secure  the 
allegiance  of  the  Arabs.    No  sum  what- 
ever was  given  to  him,  and  he  was  not 
encouraged  to  expect  any  money  for  that 
purpose.    The  object  in  view  was  to 
have  him  available  at  our  disposal  at 
Suez,  if  necessity  should  arise ;  and  he 
had  no  authority  to  bribe  the  tribes. 
It  had  been  stated  in  The  Times  that  when 
he  arrived  at  Suez  he  sent  a  report  to 
Sir  Beauchamp  Seymour,  and  that  re- 
port might  be  the  '^  Letter  "  alluded  to  at 
the  bottom  of  page  2  ;  but  the  Admiralty 
had  not  seen  any  siich  report.    He  ap- 
peared to  have  taken  a  sanguine  view 
of  what  he  could  do,  and  he  described 
himself  as  able  to  secure  the  allegiance 
of  50,000  Bedouins  for  about  £20,000 
or  £30,000.    That  proposal  originated 
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with  himself  alone.  He  had  not  been 
encouraged  to  conceiye  any  such  pur- 
pose at  all,  and  he  must  say  that  the 
telegram  which  the  Admiralty  sent  on 
the  receipt  of  that  opinion  was  calcu- 
lated to  discourage  him ;  and  if  it  did 
not  fully  express  that  meaning,  he  could 
assure  the  Committee  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  do  so.  It  was  not  desirable 
on  the  other  hand,  as  it  were,  to  snub 
him,  or  to  imply  any  rebuke  on  account 
of  over- zeal — nor  did  he  now  wish  to 
attribute  to  him  over-zeal — but  he  was 
instructed  to  keep  the  Bedouins  avail- 
able for  control  or  transport  on  the 
Oanal,  and  that  for  that  purpose  a  rea- 
sonable amount  might  be  spent.  Now, 
he  had  no  money  g^ven  to  him  either  at 
home  or  by  the  authorities  on  the  Canal 
for  any  such  purpose  as  the  purchase 
of  the  allegiance  of  the  Arabs.  [Mr. 
Abthub  O'Connor:  Or  for  service?] 
No.  The  only  money  given  him  beyond 
his  expenses  was  £3,000,  which  was 
handed  to  him  at  Suez  by  Sir  William 
Hewitt  to  go  into  the  Desert  and  secure 
camels  for  the  use  of  the  Indian  Con- 
tingent. Sir  William  Hewitt  said  at 
first  that  the  number  of  camels  required 
was  1,500,  but  further  information, 
after  Professor  Palmer  had  left,  showed 
that  750  would  be  sufficient.  That 
£3,000  represented  only  the  cost  of  a 
fortnight's  hire  of  1,500  camels.  Whe- 
ther they  would  be  ultimately  required 
was  doubtful ;  but  they  were  required 
to  be  collected  near  Suez,  and  the  £3,000 
was  intended  as  a  guarantee  to  their 
owners  that,  if  the  camels  were  not 
eventually  needed,  the  loss  of  time  would 
be  paid  for.  That  was  the  whole  history 
of  the  transaction.  There  was  no  bribery, 
and  no  purchase  of  allegiance  or  good- 
will. It  was  certainly  part  of  his  mis- 
sion to  conciliate  the  Bedouins,  and  to 
use' his  well-known  influence  to  get  them 
into  a  favourable  state  of  mind  towards 
us ;  but  that  was  a  very  different  thing 
from  what  was  often  suggested — that  he 
was  furnished  with  large  sums  of  money 
for  the  purpose  of  bribing  the  Bedouins. 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor:  Was  he  never 
promised  £20,000?]  He  could  not 
understand  that  £20,000  being  named, 
or  how  it  got  into  the  article  in  The 
Times,  He  did  not  know  who  the  writer 
of  that  article  was ;  but  he  must  have 
had  access  to  some  confidential  Papers 
which  were  only  in  the  hands  of  four 
persons  beside   the  Heads  of  the  Ad- 
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miralty.     One    of  those  four   persons 
was  allowed  to  see  the  actual  Papers, 
and  the   others    were    furnished  with 
copies  in  the  strictest  confidence.    [Mr. 
Arthur    O'Connor:    But    they  were 
genuine.]      He    was    coming    to    the 
genuineness.      There  was  nothing  in 
them  that  the  Admiralty   were  siraid 
should  come  out,  as  he  would  show  im- 
mediately.   In  the  original  of  the  same, 
or  the  next  despatch,  mention  was  made 
of  £20,000  ;    but  that  sum  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Palmer  Expedition.    It 
was    an    intimation    that,     under   the 
authority  mven  by  the  Admiralty,  Sir 
William    Hewitt,    who    was    without 
money,  had  received  £10,000  from  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour,  and  £10,000  from 
Admiral  Hoskins,  for  the  general  pur- 
poses of  the  Indian  Contingent.    Pro- 
fessor Palmer  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  that  money.    No  part  of  it  was 
given  to  him.    It  was  required  for  the 
general  purposes  of  the  command  at 
Suez,  and,  tnerefore,  all  mention  of  it 
was  omitted  from  these  published  Papers, 
which  referred  to  the  Palmer  Expedition 
alone.    Those  were  the  facts  of  the  case, 
for  which  he  could  vouch.     The  £20,000 
being  alluded  to  in  one  of  these  ori- 
ginal despatches,  which  also  alluded  to 
the  Palmer  Expedition,  did  get  into  the 
confidential  Papers,  which  included  all 
the  information  the  Admiralty  had  on 
the  subject.     He  hoped  he  had  made  it 
plain  to  the  Committee  how  it  was  that 
this  sum  of  £20,000  got  into  the  confi- 
dential Papers,  and  also,  he  was  sorzy 
to  say,  into  the  hands  of  people  who 
were    anxious  to    find    some   tangible 
proof  that  Professor  Palmer  was  being 
supplied  with  money  in  order  to  bribe 
the  tribes.     He  could  assure  the  Com- 
mittee, upon  his  own  knowledge,  that 
what  happened  had  nothing  to  do  with 
Professor  Palmer's  Expedition,  and  that 
he  was  merely  furnished  with  the  £3,000 
which  he  had  with  him  when  murdered. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR:  How 
was  that  money  to  be  expended  for  the 
Indian  Contingent  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
replied,  that  it  was  for  the  ordinary 
expenses  of  the  command  at  Suez.  Sir 
William  Hewitt  had  no  funds  what- 
ever. Ho  had  to  pay  his  men,  and  pay 
for  provisions  and  coeds  for  his  own  ships, 
and  to  meet  the  requirements  of  a  con- 
siderable force  at  Suez  cmd  of  the  Con- 
tingent coming  from  India.     The  other 


1501      Kavy  {SuppUmeniary         {Marcti  5,  1683J         jtnHmafe),  \SS2'S.         1502 


Admirals  being  better  supplied  with 
money  than  be  was,  be  asked  them  for 
some ;  and  tbe  telegram  wbiob  referred 
to  that  matter  also  alluded  to  tbe  Palmer 
Expedition,  wbicb  took  place  at  tbe  same 
time.  He  boped  tbis  was  a  sufficient 
explanation  of  wbat,  no  doubt,  appear- 
ing as  it  did,  migbt  bave  conveyed  an  en- 
tirely wrong  impression  to  many  minds. 
That  was  tbe  wbole  story  so  far  as  the 
Admiralty  were  concerned.  He  would 
add,  with  regard  to  tbe  accusation  tbat 
Professor  Palmer  was  going  as  a  spy  in 
disguise,  of  wbicb  tbe  Committee  bad 
heard  so  mucb  tbat  night,  to  these  simple 
Bedouins,  tbat  be  went  in  tbe  ordinary 
dress  and  under  tbe  ordinary  name 
wbicb,  as  a  well-known  English  Ohris- 
tian,  be  bad  always  assumed,  and  in 
wbicb  be  was  well  known  to  the  Sheikhs. 
As  to  tbis  emissary  of  ours  going  to  act 
as  a  spy,  wbat  was  tbe  first  thing  be 
asked  for  before  leaving  Suez?  He 
wrote  to  tbe  Admiral — 

"  I  think  it  desirable  that  an  officer  of  the 
Nayy  should  accompany  me  to  the  Desert  as  a 
(pmrantee  that  I  am  acting  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment." 

Lieutenant  Cbarrington  went  with,  at 
all  events,  a  great  part  of  bis  uniform, 
and  particularly  with  bis  naval  sword,  as 
a  proof  of  tbe  nature  of  tbe  Expedition, 
and  to  give  tbe  Arabs,  from  whom  they 
were  to  buy  tbe  camels,  confidence  that 
it  was  a  bond  fide  transaction,  and  tbat 
they  would  not  be  outwitted  in  tbe  matter. 
This  was  not  consistent  witb  tbe  sugges- 
tion upon  wbicb  tbe  wbole  speech  of  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  was  based 
— namely,  tbat  Professor  Palmer  was 
sent  as  a  spy  to  deceive  the  Bedouins. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Was 
the  uniform  used  by  tbe  officer,  or  was 
it  packed  away  in  a  bag  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
The  Admiralty  bad  reason  to  believe 
that  it  was  used  on  some  occasions,  and, 
at  all  events,  when  bis  remains  were 
found,  a  pair  of  duck  trousers  was  found 
witb  them.  Tbe  bon.  Member  bad  a  good 
deal  to  say  on  tbe  cutting  of  tbe  telegraph 
wires,  and  made  mucb  allusion  to  a  gen- 
tleman, wbo,  be  believed,  was  an  English- 
man, but  wbo  wascalled  by  tbe  bon.  Mem- 
ber, ''Monsieur  Picard."  Tbe  object 
of  cutting  tbe  teleg^apb  wires  wbicb  con- 
nected i^Tpt  witb  Constantinople  was  to 
prevent  information  of  tbe  preparations 
we  were  making  from  reaching  tne  Egyp- 
tian belligerents.    Tbe  Government  had 


every  reason  to  believe  tbat  tbe  wires 
were  being  largely  used  for  that  purpose ; 
and  perhaps  some  hon.  Members  would 
remember  tbat  once  or  twice  be  and 
some  of  his  bon.  Colleagues  refused 
to  answer  specific  Questions  as  to  their 
preparations  in  this  House — Questions 
as  to  wbicb  information  could  be  easily 
got  by  anybody  wbo  bad  access  to  tbe 
ordinary  sources  of  knowledge,  but  re- 
plies to  wbicb,  if  given  in  a  prominent 
way  in  tbat  House,  would  immedi- 
ately be  telegraphed  to  Egypt.  Tbat  was 
an  instance  of  the  way  in  wbicb  tbis 
telegrapb  was  used  ;  and,  so  far  from  it 
being  an  unusual  method  of  modern  war- 
fare to  cut  telegrapb  wires,  it  was  an 
acknowledged  form  of  warfare.  [Lord 
Randolph  CHrmoHiLL:  In  an  Ally's 
country  ?]  They  were  not  going  out  of 
^EJV^  ^^  order  to  cut  tbe  telegrapb. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  bad 
alluded  to  an  expedition  under  Picard 
into  tbe  Lebanon,  where  the  telegrapb 
was  cut,  and  wbere,  as  be  understood 
tbe  hon.  Member,  two  persons  were 
seized  and  executed.  Tbat  was  the  first 
he  bad  heard  of  it ;  and,  if  tbat  was  done 
at  all,  it  was  not  done  in  connection  witb 
this  Expedition. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  They  were  banged 
in  opposition  to  the  Expedition. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  he  had  no  knowledge  of  any  tele- 
graph engineer  or  anyone  else  going  into 
tbe  Lebanon  to  cut  the  telegraph  wires  ; 
but  it  was  intended  to  cut  tbe  wires 
between  Kantarab  and  El  Arishe,  and 
it  was  for  tbat  purpose  tbat  Captain 
Oill  was  sent  witb  this  Expedition.  Now, 
witb  regard  to  tbe  Papers  generally,  tbe 
bon.  Member  bad  pointed  out  tbat  there 
were  a  great  many  gaps,  and  tbat  these 
gaps  were  distinguished  by  asterisks. 
Well,  at  all  events,  tbe  asterisks  were 
honest  asterisks,  and  showed  wbere  some- 
thing was  left  out.  If  tbe  Admiralty 
bad  made  no  asterisks  at  all,  no  one 
would  bave  known  there  was  anytbing 
left  out.  They  were,  at  all  events,  a 
sign  of  a  certain  degree  of  honesty.  He 
had  carefully  gone  through  the  Papers 
and  marked  the  passages  tbat  were  left 
out,  and  seen  wbat  they  contained,  and, 
as  far  as  be  could  find,  only  two  passages 
— one  of  them  of  no  great  significance 
— were  omitted  for  any  other  reason  than 
that  they  were  totally  unconnected  witb 
the  main  subject  of  these  Papers,  or  that 
brought  in  names  of  men  wbo  would  be 
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compromised  I  in  this  sense — that  they 
might  be  exposed  to  danger  if  it  was 
known  that  they  had  been  friendly  to 
ns.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think 
it  would  have  been  better  to  have  kept 
all  their  names  in,  in  order  that  these 
men  who  had  been  induced  to  do  us  a 
kindness  should  suffer  ;  but  he  thought 
it  was  better,  if  there  was  any  danger 
that  they  would  suffer  in  their  trade 
or  in  any  other  way  in  consequence 
of  what  they  had  done  for  us,  that 
their  names  should  not  appear.  One 
instance  of  omission  was  the  letter 
which  was  quoted  in  full  in  The  Times, 
and  which  was  addressed  by  Colonel 
Warren  to  a  certain  man  named  Musa 
Nassir.  Colonel  Warren,  no  doubt, 
spoke  of  6,000  Turkish  troops  being 
sent  by  the  Sultan  to  help  the  English. 
When  the  hon.  Member  referred  to  that 
matter,  he  had  asked  the  hon.  Member 
to  quote  the  date  of  the  letter  and  the 
place  from  which  it  was  written.  It  was 
written  from  Tor,  in  the  Desert,  on 
September  12.  Colonel  Warren  could 
not  be  expected,  when  in  the  Desert, 
to  be  in  possession  of  the  most  recent 
intelligence  as  to  whether  the  Turkish 
troops  had  been  sent  or  not ;  but  when 
he  left  Suez  it  was  the  expectation 
of  everyone  there  that  Turkish  troops 
would  be  sent  to  Port  Said,  and  he 
apparently  concluded  that  by  that  time 
they  had  been  sent,  and  so  he  wrote 
that  letter.  Of  course,  that  statement 
was  not  true,  inasmuch  as  it  was  not 
confirmed  by  the  facts ;  but  there  was 
no  reason  to  attribute  to  Colonel  Warren 
any  intention  to  utter  a  deliberate  false- 
hood, seeing  that  he  might  very  well 
have  believed  that  these  troops  had  been 
sent.  He  put  it  rather  too  strongly,  per- 
haps ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  merely  did 
80  to  satisfy  a  friendly  Arab  that  he 
would  be  treated  in  a  friendly  manner, 
and  had  nothing  to  fear  from  us.  The 
letter,  which  was  said  to  have  been 
written  in  order  to  induce  some  poor 
creature  to  come  in  and  be  convicted  of 
complicity  in  crime,  was  written  for  no 
such  purpose.  It  was  written  to  Musa 
Nassir,  who  was  not  one  of  the  crimi- 
nals at  all,  but  was  a  friendly  Arab, 
with  a  view  to  inducing  him  to  Dring  in 
Professor  Palmer,  the  belief  being  that 
he  was  alive  and  in  the  custody  of  some 
Arabs,  or  under  the  protection  of  friendly 
Arabs.  The  letter  was  written  for  that 
purpose  only,  and  not  to  bring  in  cul- 
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prits  on  false  pretences.  That  was  the 
only  Paper  of  any  importance  that  was 
omitted  from  the  Papers  published.  He 
was  not  going  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  in  the  very  imagina- 
tive account  he  had  given  of  the  whole 
transaction ;  but  the  Papers,  he  thought, 
showed  with  how  much  zeal,  tact,  cou- 
rage, and  patience  Colonel  Warren  had 
conducted  the  whole  of  the  negotiations 
and  search,  first  of  all,  for  the  unfortu- 
nate victims,  and  afterwards  for  those 
who  committed  the  crime  ;  and  the  con- 
clusion at  which  Colonel  Warren  arrived 
was  very  clearly  stated.  He  said,  at 
page  92 — 

"  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  attack  upon 
the  party  was  owing  to  the  extreme  avarice  and 
culpable  negh'gence  of  Meter  Sofieh,  and  that 
their  death  waa  due  to  his  persistent  refusal  to 
ransom  the  party  and  to  give  up  the  monej 
placed  in  his  hands  by  Professor  Palmer.  He 
appears  to  have  betrayed  the  trust  imposed  in 
him,  whether  yiewed  from  a  European  or 
Bedouin  standpoint,  and  is  certainly  the  prin- 
cipal cause  of  the  sad  disaster." 

The  hoD.  Member  for  Dungarvan  said 
this  was  not  a  simple  case  of  murder. 
He  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  did  not 
believe  that  they  could  be  quite  certain 
as  to  what  was  the  inducement  to  these 
men  to  murder  the  unfortunate  gentle- 
men who  fell  into  their  hands ;  but  it 
might  be  partly  a  purpose  of  murder  and 

Eartly  political  excitement.  There  might 
ave  been  political  feeling  in  the  oc- 
currence; but  the  fact  remained  that 
these  men,  whom  Colonel  Warren,  with 
great  patience  and  astuteness  during 
weeks  and  months,  had  been  able  to 
trace  as  the  principal  actors  in  the  deed, 
richly  deserved  the  punishment  they  re- 
ceived. The  hon.  Member  said  these 
poor  men  were,  after  all,  only  the  instru- 
ments of  people  at  Cairo  and  elsewhere 
who  hired  them  to  commit  this  atrocity. 
That  might  be  the  case;  but  it  was 
unfortunately  sometimes  true,  not  only 
in  this  occurrence  in  the  Desert, 
but  in  other  cases  and  other  coun- 
tries. It  often  happened  that  the  in- 
struments of  crime. of  this  kind  could 
alone  be  detected  and  punished,  while 
those  who  incited  them  to  the  crime 
could  not  be  approached.  That  often 
happened,  and  it  was  greatly  to  be  re- 
gretted, but  that  ought  not  for  a  mo- 
ment to  prevent  the  infliction  of  punish- 
ment upon  those  who  actually  committed 
crimes.  The  case  of  these  men  had  been 
thoroughly  investigated,  first  by  Colonel 
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Warren,  and  then  by  an  Egyptian  tri- 
bunal. All  the  men  had  confessed  their 
crime,  and  the  passages  read  only  showed 
what  might  be  expected  from  the  habits 
of  these  people— that  it  required  a  great 
deal  of  skill  and  patience  to  get  at  the 
real  truth ;  but  he  felt  perfectly  certain, 
and  he  was  sure  that  hon.  Members 
would  agree,  that  Colonel  Warren  had 
successfully  brought  home  to  these  men 
the  guilt  with  which  they  were  charged ; 
and  that  he  had  done  his  best,  not  to 
make  reparation,  but  to  inflict  punish- 
ment upon  them  for  the  murder  of  these 
unfortunate  gentlemen.  In  answer  to 
the  speeches  tnat  had  been  made,  he  had 
given  the  plainest  explanation  he  could 
as  to  the  objects  of  the  Expedition,  and 
the  part  which  the  First  Jjord  of  the 
Admiralty  had  taken  in  it,  and  he  felt 
sure  the  Committee  would  approve  of 
what  he  had  done. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that,  in  read- 
ing from  the  letter  which  was  now  re- 
cognized as  genuine,  and  which  had 
appeared  in  The  Times^  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  forgotten  to  quote  some  im- 
portant sentences  from  the  letter  given 
in  The  Times,  iu  which  Colonel  Warren 
said — 

'*  The  Saltan  has  declared  Arabi  a  rebel.  Ho 
has  sent  6,000  troops  with  English  officers  to 
support  the  Sultan*  s  Khedive,  to  act  with  the 
English,  and  reduce  Arabi  to  submission.  Your 
old  friend  Khawadii  Wilson  is  with  the  troops, 
who  have  now  landed  at  Port  Said.*' 

After  that,  he  said — 

**  The  Gk>vemor  of  El  Arishe  and  Nakhl  will 
soon  be  prisoners.  Do  not  think  of  obliging 
men  who  are  rebels  to  your  Sultan." 

Clearly  those  sentences  showed  that 
Colonel  Warren  was  aware  that  the  GK>- 
yemors  of  Nakhl  and  El  Arishe  were  at 
the  head  of  the  local  resistance  to  the 
English  inyasion,  and  yet  the  Committee 
was  now  to  he  told  again  this  story — 
that  the  attack  upon  the  English  Mission 
was  a  mere  matter  of  attack  hy  isolated 
Bedouins  working  for  mere  lucre.  There 
was  a  little  political  excitement  ahout  it ; 
that  was  all  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  admit.  He  found  also  that  in  that 
letter  from  Tor,  on  Novemher  10,Colonel 
Warren  stated  that  during  the  recent 
inyestigation  concerning  the  disappear- 
ance of  Professor  Pcdmer  and  his  party, 
lie  had  ascertained  that  there  was  a 
general  impression,  hoth  at  that  place 
and  at  Suez,  that  the  GK>yemor  of  El 
Arishe  was  employing  stringent  mea- 
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sures  to  induce  the  Bedouins  of  the 
Desert  to  make  common  cause  against 
the  Christians  and  the  Europeans.  There 
was  another  matter  which  might  have  oo« 
curredto  the  hon.  Gentleman — that  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  and  his  party  shed  hlood 
and  took  life  hefore  their  hlood  was  shed 
and  their  lives  were  taken.  When  the 
Arabs  first  attempted  to  intercept  and 
capture  the  party  there  were  shots  fired 
on  both  sides — 

"  Meter  Sofieh  asserts  that  there  were  shots 
fired,  and  that  he  and  Professor  Palmer  fired, 
and  that  the  remainder  were  unharmed.  Shots 
certainly  appear  to  have  been  exchanged,  for 
the  camel  of  Salami  ibu  Azed  was  shot  in  the 
head,  and  Ayed,  a  Hawetat,  is  supposed  to  have 
been  wounded ;  and  Muret  died  six  days  after- 
wards." 

It  was  a  matter  of  importance  which 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  that  these  men 
were  engaged  in  bribing  a  lepie  en  nuuse, 
not  to  oppose  the  English,  and  were 
prepared  not  only  to  spend  money,  but 
to  shed  blood  in  the  undertaking.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  honest 
asterisks.  They  were  comparatively 
honest,  for  it  would  have  been  much 
more  dishonest  to  have  given  fictitious 
names,  and  after  listening  to  the  en- 
lightening voice  of  the  hon.  Member,  on 
the  whole,  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
every  reason  to  hold  in  high  esteem  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  preference  for  honest 
asterisks — at  least,  to  fictitious  inter- 
polations. With  a  delicacy  only  equalled 
by  its  propriety,  the  Bepresentative  of 
the  Admiralty  had  suggested  that  he 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  anxious  in  some 
way  to  have  these  names  put  in  so  that 
their  publication  might  endanger  the 
lives  of  the  men  holding  those  names. 
He  was  not  aware  that  the  Blue  Books 
circulated  largely  in  the  Arabian  De- 
sert, and  seeing  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  control  over  the  nominal  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt,  he  could,  no  doubt, 
prevent  Mansard,  in  a  vernacular  edition, 
circulating  among  the  Arabs.  These 
men  had  been  tried,  and  found  guilty, 
and  hanged.  Was  that  with  the  con- 
nivance of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
Were  they  hanged  on  a  charge  of  mur- 
der for  money,  which  this  Committee 
knew  was  unfounded  ?  Were  the  lives 
of  these  men  taken  with  the  connivance 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government?  He 
called  this  as  atrocious  an  assassination 
as  would  be  the  hanging  of  five  English 
soldiers  who  shot  down  Arab  spies.  The 
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hon.  Qentleman  made  light  of  the  offences 
committed  by  Professor  Palmer's  party. 
From  an  English  point  of  view,  he  would 
say  let  eyery  honour  be  paid  to  Pro- 
fessor Palmer  and  his  companions,  f  r 
they  sacrificed  their  liyes  for  their  coun- 
try ;  but  they  not  only  underwent  a 
soldier's  risk,  but  they  knew  that  they 
were  putting  their  necks  into  the  halter 
by  the  task  they  undertook.  If  a  simi- 
lar task  had  been  undertaken  by  any 
Frenchman  during  the  Qerman  invasion 
of  France,  any  Qerman  sergeant  who 
had  caught  a  Frenchman  cutting  down 
telegraph  wires  would  have  blown  his 
brains  out  without  a  court  martial  or  a 
word  of  delay  or  explanation.  Yet  these 
men,  the  creatures^  of  their  Chiefs,  act- 
ing in  a  cause  they  believed  to  be  not 
only  patriotic  but  sacred,  had  been  put 
to  death  after  a  mock  trial,  in  order  to 
spare  somebody  from  making  further 
investigations !  The  conclusion  he  drew 
was  not  only  drawn  by  him,  but  by  the 

feneral  public  opinion  of  the  country, 
t  was  drawn  by  all  who  had  any  ac- 
quaintance with  the  facts  of  the  case  and 
the  facts  in  the  Blue  Books.  The  even- 
ing newspapers  of  Saturday  had  agreed 
that,  whether  or  not  the  actual  perpetra- 
tors of  the  murder  of  Professor  Palmer 
had  been  executed,  unquestionably  the 
original  instigators  had  not  been  brought 
to  justice;  and  The  Times  of  Saturday 
had  also  said  that — 


"  After  reading' the  Papers  on  the  subject,  the 
painful  impression  prevails  that,  if  the  perpetra- 
tors of  the  crime  had  been  brought  to  iustice,  the 
instigators  of  the  crime  were  stiU  at  large" 

But  there  was  no  crime  in  the  matter. 
It  was  a  legitimate  offence,  and  these 
men  were  as  much  entitled  by  Holy  Law 
to  defend  their  country  as  were  the 
Natives  of  any  other  country.  One  thing 
had  resulted  from  this  debate.  There 
was  an  end  to  the  camel-purchasing 
story.  It  was  published  to  tne  ends  of 
the  world,  and  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  these  gentlemen  received  money  to 
purchase  the  allegiance  of  the  Arabs. 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  having  made 
a  violent  attack  on  the  Government  had, 
no  doubt,  through  inadvertence,  ab- 
sented himself  during  his  reply  to  that 
attack.  He  had  given  an  elaborate  and 
detailed  account  of  the  whole  object  of 
the  Expedition,  and  distinctly  denied  that 
Professor  Palmer  or  any  of  his  party 
had  any  power  whatever,  or  was  fur- 

Mr,  O^Donnell 


nished  with  any  funds  for  the  purpose  of 
buying  the  allegiance  of  anyone. 

Me.  O'DGNNELL  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  would  remember  that  after  he 
had  spoken  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
rise,  but  that  a  Member  of  the  Irish 
Party  rose.  He  was,  therefore,  not 
responsible  for  not  supposing  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  choose  the  hour 
when  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  at  dinner 
in  order  to  make  his  explanatioD.  He 
had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  made 
an  elaborate  explanation,  but  he  had  got 
a  clear  explanation  which  was  perfectly 
convincing.  The  telegram  from  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour  to  the  Admiralty 
on  August  6th  said — 

''Palmer  in  letter  of  August  1st  at  Saez 
writes  that  if  precisely  instructed  as  to  serrice 
required  of  Bedouins,  and  furnished  with  funds, 
he  believes  he  could  buy  the  allegfianoe  of  50,000 
at  a  cost  of  from  £20,000  to  £30,000." 

What  elaborate  explanation  would  the 
hon.  Gentleman  put  on  that  ?  Then 
there  was  the  reply  of  the  Admiralty  to 
Sir  William  Hewett — 

''Admiral  reports  Palmer's  proposal  of  1st 
August.  Instruct  Palmer  to  keep  Bedouins 
available  for  patrol  or  transport  on  Canal.  A 
reasonable  amount  may  be  spent,  but  larger  en- 
gagements are  not  to  be  entered  into  until 
General  arrives,  and  has  been  consulted.'* 

That  was  to  say,  the  Admiralty  consented 
to  expend  money  on  the  Bedouins,  who 
otherwise  might  have  opposed  the  British 
operations  on  the  Canal,  in  order  to 
make  them  available  for  patrol  and 
transport  in  the  service  of  the  invader 
of  their  country.  Was  not  that  bribing 
and  seducing  the  Bedouins  from  their 
natural  allegiance  ?  There  could  be  do 
clearer  explanation  than  the  six  lines  of 
this  simple  telegram.  There  were  only 
£3,000  spent !  Did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
remember  that  in  consequence  of  the  un- 
fortunate and  summary  stoppage  of  Pro- 
fessor Palmer's  Mission,  he  had  not  time 
to  spend  even  those  £3,000  ?  They  were 
part  of  the  money  stolen  from  the  Expe- 
dition ;  and  but  for  the  precautions  taken 
by  the  Arab  tribes  in  charge  of  that  portion 
of  the  country,  if  the  English  Mission  had 
succeeded  in  penetrating  that  country,  was 
there  any  doubt  that  there  would  have 
been  plenty  of  money  forthooming  in 
addition  to  the  £3,000  in  order  to  buy 
Bedouins  by  the  thousand  for  patrol  and 
transport  or  any  other  purpose?  One 
great  and  valuable  result  of  this  disoas- 
sion  was  that  i^ome  light  had  been  thrown 
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on  the  means  by  which  the  great  and 
glorious  Liberal  Tictory  in  Egypt  was 
attained.  There  was  as  much  gold  as 
lead  and  steel  in  that  campaign. 

8iB  WILFEID  LAWSON  observed 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
Professor  Palmer's  duty  was  not  to  bribe 
the  Bedouins  with  money,  but  to  conci- 
liate them.  He  wished  to  ask  how 
Bedouins  could  be  conciliated  without 
being  bribed  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  re- 
plied that  Professor  Palmer's  influence 
among  the  Bedouins  was  very  great. 
He  was  in  great  favour  with  them,  and 
had  remarkable  powers  of  ingratiating 
himself  with  people  of  that  kind.  From 
his  habits  he  was  very  acceptable  to 
them,  and  had  great  power  of  getting 
them  on  his  side.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  had  repeated  what  he  had 
already  denied,  but  he  thought  he  could 
appeal  with  confidence  from  that  hon. 
Member  to  the  hon.  Member  behind 
him  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  who  had 
made  some  reasonable  remarks  on  the 
mbject,  and  had  listened  to  his  explana- 
tion, whether  he  had  given  a  complete 
answer  or  not  ? 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £17,500,  Civil  Charges  of  Expe- 
dition to  £2gypt. 

TRANSVAAL,  1882-S. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £14,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
vhich  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1883, 
for  Expenses  connected  with  the  Transvaal.'' 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BGOTH  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  sums  of  money  payable 
by  the  Natal  and  Cape  Qovernments, 
which  had  been  taken  credit  for  in  the 
Budget  for  the  current  year,  had  been 
paid  into  the  Exchequer  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY  :  Yes. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  saw  in  this  Vote, 
amongst  other  things,  a  Yote  for  the 
Boyal  Commission  of  1881,  the  object  of 
which  waa  to  secure  the  due  performance 
of  the  duties  that  this  country  had  under- 
taken towards  the  Kaffir  Tribes  that  in- 
habited the  country  which  was  once  our 
Dominion.  He  remembered  at  the  time 
when  the  surrender  of  the  Transvaal 


took  place  many  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment— certainly  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster),  who  was  at  that  time  a 
Member  of  the  Administration — used 
some  very  brave  and  fine  language  about 
the  duty  the  Government  had  con- 
tracted in  regard  to  the  Native  Tribes, 
and  the  importance  of  seeing  that  those 
duties  were  efficiently  and  fully  per- 
formed. He  confessed  that  quite  recently 
the  country  had  had  some  reason  to 
doubt  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  quite  as  much  alive  to  the 
duty  which  it  had  assumed  towards  the 
unhappy  Kaffir  Tribes  as  the  Goverment 
of  two  years  ago,  because,  when  the 
humanity  of  the  people  of  this  country 
had  been  exercised  of  late  by  telegrams 
which  had  appeared  in  the  public 
journals  relating  to  atrocities  of  the 
Boers  towards  the  Native  Eaces  of  the 
Transvaal,  opinions  had  been  publicly 
stated  by  high  officials  connected  with 
the  Colonial  Office  which  were,  at  least, 
calculated  to  somewhat  alarm  the  hu- 
manity of  the  public.  He  thought  it 
would  be  very  desirable  if,  before  this 
Yote  was  passed,  they  could  obtain  some 
assurance  either  from  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies — whom  he 
at  present  saw  in  his  place — or — and  it 
would  be  much  more  satisfactory  if  they 
oould  get  it  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— from  the  Prime  Minister  himself, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
not  cease  to  use  their  benevolent  offices 
in  order  to  mitigate,  as  far  as  they  now 
could,  the  dreadful  disaster  which  the 
surrender  of  the  Transvaal  had  brought 
upon  the  Native  Tribes?  He  should 
like  very  much  to  know  whether  it  was 
really  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  the  use  of  dynamite  in 
warfare  with  these  people  was  a  thing 
to  be  encouraged  ?  Was  it  really  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  that  these 
people  might  be  blown  up  with  dyna- 
mite, and  that,  if  war  was  to  be  made 
upon  them,  there  was  no  more  harm  in 
employing  dynamite  against  them  than 
in  employing  gunpowder  ?  In  fact,  that 
was  an  opinion  which  had  been  given 
some  countenance  to  by  statements  which 
had  been  made  from  very  high  sources. 
To  show  the  Committee  that  this  was  no 
imaginary  grievance,  and  that  there  was 
really  some  danger  of  the  people  suffer- 
ing cruelty,  he  should  like  to  be  allowed 
to  read  to  the  Committee  a  private  letter, 
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which  gave  an  acoount  by  an  eye  witness 
of  the  destruction  of  a  small  party  of 
Kaffirs  in  the  Transvaal.  This  was 
what  happened — 

"  In  a  raid  made  by  a  commandery  of  Boers, 
after  killing  all  the  cattle  they  could,  and 
taking  over  200  head  of  cattle,  the  Boers  passed 
a  large  cave.  From  this  cave  two  shots  were 
fired.  The  Boers  were  afraid  to  go  into  the 
cave  on  account  of  the  darkness,  so  they  got  a 
lot  of  wood  and  made  a  huge  fire  at  the  mouth 
of  it.  There  was  an  opening  in  the  stones  at 
the  top  of  the  cave,  through  which  the  smoke 
was  seen  to  issue.  Then  they  piled  on  green 
wood  to  increase  the  suffocation.  A  noise  like 
the  buzzing  of  bees  and  groans  were  heard  from 
the  cave.  One  girl  who  rushed  from  the  fire, 
thinking  to  save  her  life,  died  a  few  minutes 
after.  The  fire  lasted  about  half-an-hour,  and 
then  the  Boers  went  into  the  place.  They 
found  only  two  men  there,  one  writhing  in  such 
agony  that  one  of  the  party  fired  at  him  to  put  him 
out  of  his  misery  ;  but  there  were  above  21  souls 
dragged  out,  with  the  exception  of  the  two  men, 
all  women  and  children,  who  doubtless  had  taken 
refuge  there  from  fear.  The  two  men  who  fired 
the  &ots  betrayed  their  hiding  place ;  but  they 
must  have  thought  they  were  [secure  enough, 
as  the  Boers  could  not  penetrate  the  recesses 
within.  You  can  imagine  the  state  the  poor 
wretches  were  in.  My  heart  sickens— I  cannot 
describe  it.  I  trust  they  were  not  left  by  their 
tormentors  to  writhe  an^  die." 

That  was  an  account,  given  in  simple 
language  by  an  eye  witness,  of  what 
took  place.  He  would  mention  the 
name  of  the  lady,  the  writer  of  this 
letter,  only  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  one  of  his  constituents  containing 
a  most  earnest  request  not,  on  any  ac- 
count, to  mention  it,  or  even  sufficiently 
to  describe  the  place  from  which  the 
letter  was  written,  for  fear  that  the 
lady's  identity  would  be  discovered. 
The  lady  had  told  his  correspondent 
that  so  little  were  the  English  thought 
of  in  the  Transvaal  now,  and  so  much 
injustice  had  they  to  endure  from  the 
Boers,  that  were  it  known  that  any 
information  of  this  kind  had  been 
transmitted  through  the  means  of  an 
English  woman  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  her  position  in  the  Transvaal 
would  be  highly  dangerous.  Therefore, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  be 
satisfied  with  his  assurance  that  what  he 
had  read  was  a  genuine  statement  in 
a  genuine  letter,  written  by  a  lady  of 
great  respectability  at  present  residing 
in^  the  Transvaal.  He  hoped  he  had 
said  enough  to  convince  the  Government 
and  the  Prime  Minister  that  there  were 
atrocious  cruelties  being  committed  at 
this  moment  upon  the  Kaffirs,  who,  a 

Mr.  Oorat 


few  years  ago,  were  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  for  whose  welfare  and 
whose  treatment  under  the  Government 
to  which  they  had  been  transferred  it 
could  not  be  denied  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  in  some  degree  respon- 
sible. He  did  not  wish  at  the  present 
time  to  anticipate  the  discussion  which 
would,  no  doubt,  be  raised  in  the  House 
in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  East  Gloucester- 
shire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  on  the 
general  subject  of  the  Transvaal;  but 
the  case  was  so  urgent,  and  the  minds 
of  the  people  of  this  country  had  been 
so  disturbed  by  statements  which  had 
been  made  by  high  officials  in  the  Go- 
vernment, to  the  effect  that  there  was 
no  harm  in  the  use  of  dynamite  against 
the  Native  Tribes,  that  he  was  inclined 
to  ask  that,  before  this  sum  was  granted, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  give 
some  assurance  that  they  still  admitted 
some  responsibility  for  the  treatment  of 
these  people  by  the  Boers. 

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  would 
recollect  that  on  the  first  day  of  the  Ses- 
sion he  had  put  before  him  certain  state- 
ments whicn  he  was  not  prepared  to 
dispute,  and  which  he  seemed  to  fear 
were  true,  showing  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  Boers  of  the  most  horrible  and 
heartless  character.  These  statements 
described  the  manner  in  which  the  Boers 
oppressed  the  Natives,  attacking  and 
murdering  them.  But,  more  than  this, 
he  had  brought  before  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber the  case  of  two  Englishmen  who 
had  been  pursued  by  the  Boers,  all 
that  was  found  of  them  afterwards  be- 
ing their  skeletons,  with  irons  on  their 
feet.  He  (Mr.  Fowler)  was  glad  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst) 
had  referred  to  this  matter.  It  was 
obvious  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber could  not  give  the  name  of  the 
writer  of  the  letter  he  had  read.  If  it 
were  known  in  the  Transvaal  who  was 
the  writer,  the  lady  would  find  it  per- 
fectly impossible  to  live  there,  and  would 
be  very  likely  murdered  by  the  Boers. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  bound 
to  conceal  names.  He  (Mr.  Fowler),  since 
he  had  addressed  the  House  on  the  first 
night  of  the  Session,  had  himself  re- 
ceived some  information  from  South 
Africa,  and,  like  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  give 
the  name  of  his   correspondent.    The 
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writer  was  a  member  of  the  Independent 
Community,  and,  as  such,  he  supposed, 
was  a  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. He  said  in  his  communica- 
tion that  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  unfortunate  Bechuanas  had  never 
trusted  to  the  intervention  of  their  phil- 
anthropic friends,  Her  Majesty's  present 
Advisers,  and  that — 

''  His  complaint  against  the  Government  al- 
ways had  l]«en,  not  that  they  had  left  the 
Transraal,  for  they  had  no  option  but  to  do  so, 
but  that  they  had  withdrawn  under  a  cloud  of 
promises  to  the  Native  Tribes  which  had  never 
been  kept,  and  which  he  was  strongly  inclined 
to  believe  never  would  be  kept." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  his  correspon- 
dent. He  did  not  agree  with  him  that 
it  would  have  been  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  stop  in  the  Transvaal. 
His  opinion  was  that  if  the  Government 
had  taken  a  strong  course,  and  insisted 
upon  putting  down  the  insurrection  be- 
fore they  made  a  Treaty  with  the  traitors, 
it  would  have  been  better  for  their  in- 
terests in  South  Africa,  and  also  for 
their  interests  in  other  parts  of  the 
world.  They  saw  what  were  the  results 
of  the  course  they  had  taken.  They  had 
scuttled  out  of  the  Transvaal,  and  now 
these  imfortunate  Natives  who  were 
loyal  to  them  in  their  troubles,  and  had 
stood  faithfully  to  them  whilst  they  were 
in  difficulties,  were  left  to  the  mercy  of 
the  wretched  Boers.  They  were  op- 
pressed and  shot  down,  and  no  one  was 
permitted  to  stop  them  who  was  not  pre- 
pared to  take  an  oath  of  fealty  to  the 
IVansvaal  Government.  He  earnestly 
appealed  to  the  Committee  whether  the 
course  things  were  now  taking  in  the 
Transvaal  was  not  one  which  called  for 
the  interposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ? 

Mb.  OEOPPER  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Under  Sectetary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  on  the  same  sub- 
ject. The  Native  Tribes  were  not  only 
deserted  by  their  friends,  but  were  un- 
able to  purchase  gunpowder  and  arms 
for  the  purpose  of  defending  themselves 
from  their  enemies.  This  seemed  rather 
hard,  for  it  deprived  them  of  the  only 
means  they  had  of  defending  them- 
selves against  the  most  blood-thirsty  of 
their  enemies.  He  should  like  to  know 
how  they  were  to  obtain  the  means  of 
defence  ?  Everyone  knew  that  the  Be- 
chuanas had  been  exemplary  for  their 
ftdvance  i^  qivili^sation.    They  had  bet- 


ter houses  than  almost  any  of  the  Baces 
in  South  Africa,  they  had  adopted  our 
dress  and  civilization  and  religion,  and 
perhaps  nothing  had  more  tended  to 
aiscourage  the  advance  of  civilization  in 
South  Africa  than  the  attacks  of  the 
Boers  upon  this  Tribe,  by  which  the 
progress  of  civilization  had  been  not 
only  retarded,  but  driven  back  for  many 
years.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
embargo  on  the  sale  of  weapons  and 
gunpowder  had  been  taken  off  in  the 
British  Colonies  at  the  Cape  ?  A  little 
time  ago  they  had  learnt  that  two  can- 
non had  been  sent  by  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment to  the  Transvaal,  and  he  certainly 
could  not  see  why  they  should  cause  the 
purchase  of  gunpowder  to  be  refused 
to  their  allies,  whilst  they  allowed  their 
enemies  to  be  supplied  with  arms  and 
ammunition. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  if  the  Vote 
for  the  Transvaal  would  appear  again  in 
the  Estimates,  or  whether  this  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  would  close  all  the 
accounts  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  it  was 
very  difficult  to  deal  in  any  satisfactory 
manner  in  this  interlocutory  style  with 
so  grave  and  complicated  a  question  as 
the  Transvaal,  embracing,  as  it  did,  ac- 
cording to  the  speeches  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  not  only  the  policy  of  the 
taking  of  the  Transvaal,  but  the  con- 
ditions and  interpretations  of  the  Con- 
vention, and,  their  liability  to  protect  or 
defend  or  aid  the  Natives.  Seeing  that 
there  was  a  Notice  of  Motion  on  the 
subject  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  standing  for  Tuesday,  and  that 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  East  Glou- 
cestershire (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
bring  the  whole  question  in  a  formal 
manner  .before  the  House,  he  con- 
fessed he  thought  it  would  be  better, 
even  in  the  interests  of  the  Natives 
themselves,  that  the  discussion  of  the 
matter  should  be  delayed  until  they 
could  deal  with  it  in  all  its  phases.  Still, 
it  was  his  duty  to  the  best  of  his  ability 
to  answer  two  or  three  questions  which 
had  been  put  to  him.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  put 
a  question  to  him  as  to  the  reply  of  a 
Minister  in  **  another  place "  on  the 
subject  of  the  alleged  use  of  dynamite 
by  the  Boers  against  the  Natives.  If  he 
had  known  that  the  hon,  and  learned 
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Member  was  going  to  call  attention  to 
that  subject,  be  should  have  armed  him- 
self ,  as  he  did  the  other  daj,  with  the 
exact  words  used  by  the  Earl  of  Derby. 
But  he  thought  his  memory  was  correct 
when  he  said  that  a  Question  was  put 
to  the  Earl  of  Derby  in  the  House  of 
Lords  as  to  what  Beport  he  had  received 
from  the  Colonial  Office  with  reference 
to  the  war  now  going  on  between  the 
authorities  of  the  Transvaal  and  Ma- 
pach,  one  of  their  vassals  living  in  a 
corner  of  Transvaal  territory,  as  to  whe- 
ther the  Colonial  Office  had  received  any 
information  to  the  efiPect  that  dynamite 
had  been  used  by  the  Boers  against  the 
Natives.  The  Earl  of  Derby  replied 
that,  as  a  fact,  he  had  no  official  infor- 
mation of  dynamite  having  been  used ; 
but  he  added  that  it  was  his  own  opinion 
that  when  they  came  to  elements  and 
implements  used  in  destruction,  whether 
they  employed  dynamite  or  gunpowder 
seemed  to  him  a  matter  of  indifference. 
Theinferencethat  the  Boers  were  thereby 
held  to  be  justified  in  using  dynamite  in 
any  other  way  than  as  a  legitimate  ex- 
plosive for  purposes  of  war  was  an  in- 
ference he  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  entirely 
denied.  He  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  that  the  Government, 
under  the  Convention,  had  no  authority 
whatever  to  interfere  with  the  conduct 
by  the  Transvaal  Oovemment  of  wars 
carried  on  within  their  Border.  There 
seemed  to  be  great  confusion  in  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  mind  as  to  the 
power  or  right  of  interference  of  the 
Government.  However  much  they  might 
deplore  any  imaginary  or  real  acts  of 
atrocity  against  the  Boers,  this,  at  any 
rate,  was  clear — that  the  war  was  one 
carried  on  by  the  recognized  authorities 
of  the  Transvaal  State  against  their  re- 
bellious subjects  who  had  refused  to  pay 
a  tax,  and  had  refused  to  allow  the 
Location  Commission  to  proceed  with 
the  duties  devolving  upon  it.  As  to  the 
other  question  put  to  him  —  namely, 
about  the  embargo  on  the  supply  of 
gunpowder,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  represented  to  the  Cape  authorities 
that  it  was  hard  that  the  Bechuanas 
should  be  deprived  of  the  power  of 
purchasing  ammunition,  whilst  their 
enemies  had  every  facility  of  that  kind 
they  required.  Though  the  Cape  au- 
thorities had  desired  not  to  depart  from 
strict  neutrality,  as  soon  as  they  ascer- 
tained that  peace  had  been  declared  be- 
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tween  the  two  Chiefs  who  had  been  at 
war  with  each  other,  they  took  off  the 
embargo.  As  to  the  guns,  he  knew  no 
more  than  had  been  already  stated. 
They  had  only  been  supplied  for  this  in- 
ternal war.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
money  they  would  have  to  ask  for  in 
the  future,  the  only  provision  they 
would  probably  have  to  request  would 
be  the  amount  of  the  salary  of  the  Bri- 
tish Eesident.  He  hoped  hon.  Members 
would  not  think  him  disrespectful  if  he 
declined  to  go  into  the  larger  question 
of  their  relations  with  the  Transvaal 
Government,  because  the  question  was 
so  large  that  it  would  be  doing  injustice 
to  it  to  attempt  to  go  fully  into  it  at 
present. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
great  right  to  complain  of  the  attitude 
taken  up  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies.  As  a  matter  of 
Parliamentary  practice — and  he  was 
certain  he  should  be  supported  by  those 
who  had  had  a  considerable  experience 
of  the  House — there  was  no  opportunity 
of  bringing  the  Government  policy  on 
any  point  before  the  House  more  favour- 
able than  Committee  of  Supply.  When 
the  Government  came  to  Parliament  and 
asked  for  money  for  a  particular  pur- 
pose, it  was  the  right  of  hon.  Members 
not  only  to  raise  questions  on  any  point 
regarding  that  expenditure  where  they 
might  think  the  Government  to  blame, 
but  to  demand  from  the  Government  an 
explanation.  By  raising  the  question 
on  consideration  of  the  Vote  which  the 
Government  demanded,  was  the  proper 
and  Constitutional  method  for  an  Eng- 
lish Member  of  Parliament  to  obtain  ex- 
planations from  the  Government.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
said  he  could  not  go  into  the  question, 
because  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (^Ir.  Gorst)  had  a 
Motion  down  for  Tuesday,  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  another 
down  for  a  period  not  yet  fixed.  But 
the  hon.  Member  had  taken  care  to 
inform  the  Committee  that  there  was 
not  the  remotest  chance  of  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  coming  on,  and 
that  there  was  no  day  fixed  for  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
East  Gloucestershire.  Therefore,  with 
this  Liberal  Under  Secretary  of  Stat^ 
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for  the  Colonies — this  humanitarian 
Under  SeoretarY  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
— [  Cn'ei  of  "  Oh  ! "]  Oh !  then  the  hon. 
Member  was  not  nnmanitarian.  He 
would  withdraw  the  epithet,  and  re- 
cognize from  his  speech  that  night  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  not  a  humani- 
tarian or  a  philanthropist.  This  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  was 
willing  to  postpone  the  interests  of  these 
wretched  Natives  to  the  chances  of  the 
Ballot  Box  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  hon.  Member  declined  to  go  into  the 
matter  because  it  was  too  large.  Why 
was  it  too  large?  It  was  only  half- 
past  10  o'clock.  The  Committee  would 
have  been  glad,  he  was  sure,  to  have 
had  an  explimation  of  the  extraordinary 
events  that  were  taking  place  in  the 
Transvaal.  He  very  much  doubted, 
however  well  satisfied  the  supporters  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  have 
been  with  the  hon.  Member's  statement, 
whether  the  country  would  feel  satisfied 
with  it.  There  was  another  example  of 
the  philanthropio  and  humanitarian 
tendencies  of  the  Government  on  the 
part  of  its  latest  valuable  acquisition. 
The  very  first  contribution  this  valu- 
able acquisition  had  made  to  the  stock 
of  public  information  was  as  to  the 
Boers  in  the  Transvaal.  He  had  said 
that  the  use  of  dynamite  in  conducting 
operations  against  the  Natives  was 
quite  as  much  to  be  expected,  and  no 
more  to  be  blamed,  than  the  use  of  gun- 
powder. The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  did  not  attach  so  much  importance 
to  the  use  of  dynamite  as  some  people 
did.  Perhaps  he  would  not  attach  much 
importance  to  the  use  of  Greek  fire,  ex- 
plosive bullets,  or  any  other  torture  to 
compel  the  Natives  of  the  Transvaal  to 
allegiance  to  the  Boers.  The  noble  Earl 
did  not  attach  much  importance  to  this 
matter,  for  he  had  said  it  might  or 
might  not  be  important  to  use  dynamite 
in  military  operations  against  these 
^vretched  savages,  but  if  military  opera- 
tions were  carried  on,  he  did  not  see 
that  there  was  necessarily  more  blame 
attaching  to  the  employment  of  dynamite 
than  to  the  employment  of  gunpowder. 
He  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  com- 
mended that  statement  from  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Colonies  to  the  Nonconform- 
ing supporters  of  the  Gt)vemmeiit,  who 
were  the  cause  of  their  obtaining  their 
large  majority  at  the  last  Election,  and 
who  were  so  horrified  at  the  Zulu  War. 


He  must  confess  he  did  not  think  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment  were  coming  out 
in  a  good  light  in  this  matter.  This 
Committee  had  been  very  useful  that 
night,  for  it  had  brought  to  light  the 
Fort  Said  scandal;  it  had  elicited  the 
disclosures  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  and  now  it  had 
brought  out  that  the  Gt)vemment  saw 
no  harm  in  the  use  of  dynamite  against 
savages.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
said  the  Boers  might  make  use  of  slow 
fire — any  weapon  or  instrument — and 
the  Government  had  no  right  to  inter- 
fere so  long  as  the  war  was  carried  on 
within  their  own  Border.  Had  they  no 
right  to  interfere  on  the  ground  of  com- 
mon humanity  ?  Had  they  never  inter- 
fered anywhere  else  on  the  ground  of 
common  humanity  ?  On  what  grounds, 
pray,  had  the  Prime  Minister  denounced 
the  atrocities  in  Bulgaria  ?  And  yet  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  got  up  that  night,  in  his  place, 
and  said  that  no  matter  what  barbari- 
ties the  Boers  committed  towards  the 
Native  Tribes,  the  Gk>vemment  were  not 
responsible.  [Mr.  Evsltk  Ashlsy  :  I 
never  said  any  such  thing.]  The  hon. 
Member  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  his  language  later  on. 
Whilst  the  political  opponents  of  the 
present  Government  were  in  power, 
common  humanity  came  to  the  front, 
and  any  interference  was  not  only  justi- 
fied, but  absolutely  demanded  by  the 
circumstances  of  Uie  case.  But  then 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  after  saying  that  they  had  no 
right  to  interfere  in  a  war  carried  on 
within  the  Borders  of  the  Transvaal 
State,  fortified  the  statement  by  giving 
the  Committee  to  understand  that,  in  any 
case,  whether  they  had  a  right  to  inter- 
fere or  not,  Mapoch  was  a  rebellious 
subject.  Against  whom  was  he  re- 
belUouB,  pray  ?  Against  the  Boer  Go- 
vernment; but  had  he  ever  given  in 
his  allegiance  to  the  Boer  GK>Temment  ? 
Had  he  not  warned  them — he  and  his 
brother  Chiefs — that  he  did  not  owe 
allegiance  to  the  Boers,  but  claimed  to 
be  subjects  of  Queen  Victoria  ?  Mapoch, 
unfortunate  as  he  was,  behind  the  age 
as  he  was,  savage,  uncivilized  as  he 
was,  could  not  change  his  loyalty  quite 
as  quickly  as  some  political  Parties 
in  the  House.  He  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  wished  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  and 


1519 


Supply — 


(COMMONS  I 


Tranwaal,  1882-3.        1520 


Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  this — had 
they  received  any  information  at  the 
Oolonial  Office  of  the  fact  that  a  certain 
Dutchman,  of  the  name  of  Jorssen,  had 
left  the  Transvaal,  and  was  now  in 
Europe,  dej^uted  by  his  Government  to 
negotiate  with  the  Powers  the  independ- 
ence of  the  Transvaal  from  the  Suzerainty 
of  the  Queen?  He  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  at  any  rate,  had  very  certain 
information  about  it.  The  matter  was 
an  important  one,  and  he  should  be  glad 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
vouchsafe  him  some  reply  with  reference 
to  it. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  said,  that  before  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies replied,  he  should  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  reference  to  certain  state- 
ments made  in  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion. It  was  true  that  in  Committee  of 
Supply  it  was  perfectly  legitimate  on  the 
Vote  for  the  Transvaal  to  raise  the  whole 
question  of  the  Transvaal  annexation 
and  grant  of  independence,  and  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  New  Bules  of 
Procedure  materially  circumscribed  the 
opportunities  of  debate  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  It  might  be  fairly 
expected,  therefore,  that  in  Committee  of 
Supply  hon.  Members  would  enter  into 
detail  upon  matters  which  came  under 
the  Votes.  He  would  not  deprecate  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Gk>rst) 
raising  an  important  discussion  on  this 
Vote ;  but,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  himself  stated,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  East  Gloucestershire  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  given  Notice 
of  a  Motion  on  the  subject,  and  there 
would  be  a  general  discussion  on  it,  no 
doubt.  His  (Mr.  Bylands')  object  in 
rising,  however,  was  to  say  this — that 
they  were,  probably,  on  the  eve  of  hav- 
ing their  feelings  constantly  appealed  to 
in  regard  to  the  sufiferings  of  the  Native 
inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal.  He  had 
no  doubt  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  was  to  induce  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  recognize  that 
they  were,  in  some  sort,  responsible  for 
seeing  that  the  Natives  of  the  Transvaal 
were  treated  in  a  humane  manner.  They 
had  over  and  over  again  interfered  in 
Africa,  no  doubt  under  impulses  of  a 
very  humane  character.  They  had  gone 
to  war  with  Native  Baces  with  a  view  to 
promote  what  they  had  supposed  to  be  the 
rights  of  these  countries,  and  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  for  one  cruel  injustice 
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committed  without  the  presence  of  the 
British  Army  there  had  been  100  in- 
stances of  death,  cruelty,  and  injustice 
with  its  presence.  ["  No,  no !"]  Take  the 
Zulu  War,  for  instance.  The  policy  of 
the  late  Gt)vemment  had  led  to  a  larger 
destruction  of  life  than  had  ever  at  any 
time  taken  place  before  in  that  country 
through  the  instrumentality  of  Euro^ 

Eeans.  Speaking  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
e  would  venture  to  remind  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  their  policy  of  intervention 
in  attempting  to  settle  matters  between 
contending  parties,  and  in  preventing  a 
rough  people  on  the  fringe  of  civilization 
from  doing  injustice  to  me  Natives,  had 
involved  them  in  wars  that  had  cost  them 
millions  of  money.     What  had  been  the 
result  ?    Had  they  secured  independence 
for  the  Natives  ?    Certainly  not.     They 
had  carried  their  arms  over  a  large  part 
of  South  Africa,  and  if  they  were  to  re- 
tain possession  of  that  country,  or  ac- 
tively render  assistance  whenever  it  was 
asked  for,  they  would  have  cast  upon 
them  a  responsibility  and  an  amount  of 
difficulty  which  no  Government  would 
be  likely  to  accept.   They  were  told  that 
they  ought    now  to    interfere    in    the 
afifairs  of  South  Africa.     How  interfere  ? 
They  were  all  at  one  so  far  as  mere 
moral  influence  might  be  used  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.   If  they  had  any 
reason  to  believe  that  there  were  any 
cruelties  being  practised  in  the  Trans- 
vaal they  should  use  their  moral  in- 
fluence to  put  a  stop  to  them.     Hon. 
Members  might  smile ;  but  what  he  said 
they  would  not  be  justified  in  doing  was 
using  the  influence  of    force.     If  the 
Transvaal  Government  within  its  own 
Borders  acted  in  a  manner  they  did  not 
approve  of,  and  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment  were  to  go  there  with  an  Army  and 
put  down    the  Transvaal  Government, 
they  would  be  taking  on  themselves  a 
responsibility  with  which  they  ought  to 
have  nothing  to  do.     They  had  respon- 
sibilities enough,  in  all  conscience,  with- 
out taking  upon  themselves  fresh  ones 
in  regard  to  the  Transvaal.     Therefore, 
while  he  thought  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient to  discuss  the  attitude  of  the 
Boers  towards  the  Native  Tribes  on  a 
future  occasion,  he  simply  entered  his 
protest  that  on  account  of  certain  humane 
feelings  which  he  honoured  they  were  to 
be  called  on  again  to  undertaike  a  new 
crusade  on  behalf  of  the  Native  Baoes— 
a  crusade  which  would  be  likely  to  do 
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more  hann  than  was  suffioient  to  coun- 
terbalance any  good  that  might  arise 
out  of  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  was 
afraid  the  Transvaal  Natives  would  find 
the  use  of  dynamite  a  far  more  powerful 
agent  against  their  interests  than  they 
would  find  moral  influence  powerful  to 
protect  their  interests.  He  understood 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  to  say  that 
they  had  no  right  to  interfere  in  the 
Transvaal,  and  he  understood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Bylands)  to  say 
that  even  if  they  had  a  right,  it  was  not 
a  ri^ht  they  ought  to  exercise.  He  (Mr. 
Balrour)  rose  for  the  purpose  of  eliciting 
from  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  whe- 
ther he  adhered  categorically  to  the 
statement  which  he  was  understood  to 
have  made  ?  He  recollected  that  when 
the  Government  decided  that  it  was  im- 
moral to  retain  their  Sovereignty  over  the 
Transvaal,  one  of  the  arguments  most 
used  by  hon.  Gentlemen  who  impugned 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  was  the 
injury  that  would  be  done  by  their  re- 
treating from  the  Transvaal  to  the  inte- 
rests of  the  Native  races.  The  Conser- 
Tative  Party  had  a  right  to  suppose  that 
the  humanitarian  considerations  which 
the  present  Government  had  never  been 
slow  to  urge,  with  an  appearance  of 
sincere  belief,  when  they  were  in  Oppo- 
sition, would  have  induced  them  to  re- 
consider their  position.  But  how  were 
the  Opposition  met  ?  They  were  told, 
when  this  Convention  was  objected  to, 
that  the  arrangements  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  come  to,  or  would  come  to,  be- 
fore the  final  settlement  with  the  Boer 
Government,  would  be  adequate  to  pro- 
tect the  vast  Native  majority  in  those 
districts.  Now,  however,  the  Committee 
heard  from  an  independent  Member 
sitting  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  that  this  country  ought  never  to 
interfere;  and  they  were  told  by  a 
Member  of  the  Government  that  they 
had  no  Treaty  right  to  interfere;  and 
that  even  if  they  did  interfere,  they  could 
exercise  nothing  more  than  a  mere 
shadowy  moral  influence,  unless  the 
Government  was  prepared  to  break  the 
Convention,  which,  they  were  assured  at 
the  time  it  was  entered  into,  was  fully 
adequate  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
Native  majority.  He  wished  to  impress 
upon  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  let  the  Committee  know  clearly 


the  position  in  which  the  (Government 
stood  in  regard  to  this  question ;  for  if 
it  was  true  that  the  Boers  might  do  any- 
thing they  chose,  as  far  as  the  Natives 
were  concerned,  and  the  Government  had 
no  right  to  interfere  with  them,  it  was 
clear,  to  his  mind,  that  the  Committee 
had  not  been  adequately  informed  as  to 
the  position  which  the  Government  in- 
tended to  take  up  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Native  majority. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  could 
be  no  doubt  as  to  the  right  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  or  of 
any  other  hon.  Member,  to  raise  the 
subject  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  Transvaal  on  a  Vote 
in  Sup^y.  But  the  demand  just  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  for  in- 
formation, and  the  objection  to  his  de- 
mand was  that  all  the  facts  and  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  at  present  in 
possession  of  the  Government  were  al- 
ready in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 
The  matter  was  one  of  great  complica- 
tion ;  and  although  full  information  was 
not  yet  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members, 
further  Papers  were  on  the  point  of 
being  laid  before  Parliament  in  regard 
to  this  important  subject.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford  ridiculed  the  doc- 
trine of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  that  it 
was  better  to  trust  to  moral  influence 
than  to  compulsory  powers  of  inter- 
ference. He  must,  in  passing,  advert 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  who  was  pleased  to  refer, 
with  very  great  inaccuracy — an  inac- 
curacy which  he  would  do  well  to  devote 
his  talents  to  correcting — to  what  he 
called  the  doctrine  of  interference  set  up 
by  the  Government  on  other  occasions. 
The  argpiment  set  up  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  was  to  this  effect — that  under 
the  Convention  which  bound  them  with 
the  Boers  they  had  no  right  to  interfere 
with  this  case.  "  Then,'' said  the  noble 
Lord,  "how  monstrously  inconsistent 
you  are  to  urge  interference  in  the  case 
of  certain  Provinces  in  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire." The  answer  to  this  was  that  in 
the  cases  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  moral  obligation  to  interfere  arose 
out  of  certain  Conventions  to  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  a  party.  In 
the  present  case  the  argument  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the    Under    Secretary  of 
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State  was  that  the  terms  of  the  Conven* 
tion  with  the  Boers  not  only  did  not 
authorize,  but  tended  to  exclude  any 
interference  beyond  the  exercise  of  moral 
influence. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  only  said  that  the  Goyemment  must 
have  a  right  to  interfere  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, on  the  ground  of  common  humanity, 
against  the  use  of  dynamite  and  other 
explosive  substances,  or  against  any 
other  barbarities  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  Government  must  have  a 
light  to  interfere,  in  certain  circum- 
stances, on  the  ground  of  common  hu- 
manity. On  that  point  he  would  not 
express  an  opinion  until  he  was  in  pos- 
session of  the  facts.  But  there  was 
another  and  a  fundamental  difference 
between  the  case  before  the  Committee 
and  that  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
referred.  The  noble  Lord  knew,  or 
ought  to  know,  that  none  of  the  inter- 
ference which  he  so  much  blamed  in  the 
case  of  the  Turkish  Provinces  was  re- 
commended at  all  until  the  facts  had 
been  fully  certified  upon  official  autho- 
rity ;  and  now,  because  facts  and  alle- 
gations of  the  gravest  and  most  painful 
character  were  stated  upon  authority 
which  was  not  official,  but  was  anony- 
mous, and  must  therefore  be  subjected 
to  sifting,  the  noble  Lord  declared  that 
the  cases  were  perfectly  parallel,  and 
brought  forward  charges  of  inconsistency 
against  the  Government.  He  sincerely 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  give  more 
attention  to  some  effort,  or,  at  least, 
some  elementary  efifort,  towards  an  ap- 
proach to  accuracy  in  the  matter  of 
comparisons  and  contrasts  when  he  chose 
to  draw  them.  There  were  one  or  two 
points  on  which  he  wished  to  say  a  few 
words,  not  so  much  for  the  purpose  of 
settlement  as  of  elucidation.  The  allega- 
tions which,  had  been  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gorst)  were  of  the  gravest  and 
most  painful  character,  and  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  he  would,  in  some  way  or 
other,  give  to  the  Government  a  means 
of  examining  as  to  their  accuracy.  He 
had  stated  what  might  be  perfectly 
true,  and  he  could  not  be  blamed  for 
so  stating,  that  he  could  not  give  openly 
in  the  House  the  names  of  the  persons 
on  whose  authority  those  charges  rested ; 
but  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  give  the  Go- 
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vemment  some  assistance  in  investigat- 
ing the  cases. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  he  would  show  the 
letter  to  any  Member  of  the  Government 
— to  the  Prime  Minister  himself. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  suggested  that  the 
letter  should  be  shown  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  as  the  Be- 
presentative  of  the  Colonial  Department. 
The  Government  would  use  the  best 
efforts  in  their  power  to  ascertain  the 
exact  state  of  facts,  in  which  case  it 
was,  perhaps,  more  than  possible  that 
they  would  be  able  to  trace  out  all  the 
circumstances.  There  might,  perhaps, 
be  some  truth  in  the  charges;  but  it 
was  also  possible  that  there  might  be 
considerable  inaccuracy.  He  had  not  yet 
read  a  report  of  the  words  used  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the 
Earl  of  Derby),  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  so  much  ob- 
jected— the  words  in  which  his  noble 
Friend  referred  to  the  use  of  dynamite. 
The  noble  Lord  quoted  certain  words, 
and  he  must  say  that,  in  his  view,  the 
words  did  not  justify  the  comments  which 
were  passed  upon  them.  His  noble 
Friend  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  use 
of  dynamite  was  not  necessarily  cul- 
pable, and  upon  this  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  based  the  state- 
ment that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  there  was  a 
justification  for  the  use  of  dynamite  in 
all  cases  instead  of  gunpowder.  Bat 
what  the  noble  Earl  said  was  that  the 
use  of  dynamite  was  not  necessarily  cul- 
pable; and  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  whether  he  had  never  heard  of 
djmamite  being  used  by  British  Com- 
manders and  British  troops  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Never  against  human  beings.  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Was  the  noble 
Lord  prepared  to  assert  that  dynamite 
was  never  used  in  South  Africa  before 
by  British  Commanders  and  troops  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHHIi 
repeated  that  he  had  no  knowledge  on 
the  subject.  He  did  not  know  what  was 
done  by  the  Generals  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  Egypt. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
said  he  had  no  knowledge  ;  bat  he  had 
better  have  some  knowledge  of  the  rules 
practised  by  British  Commanders  before 
he  indulged  in  these  vehement  and  de- 
clamatory denunciationB.  It  appeared  to 
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bim  that  tlie  meaning  of  the  words  used 
by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
was  that  it  was  not  possible  to  lay  down 
an  abstract  proposition  that  dynamite 
should  never  in  any  circumstances  be 
used  in  military  operations,  but  that  a 
judgment  should  be  formed  according 
to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  each 
individual  case.  He  must  admit  that 
the  doctrine  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Hylands)  was  one 
which  evidently  had  very  much  to  be 
urged  in  its  behalf.  It  had  been  his 
fate,  in  a  very  early  period  of  his  Par- 
liamentary life,  to  give  much  attention 
to  these  Native  Wars  in  South  Africa  ; 
and  although  he  did  not  doubt  that 
there  might  be  cases  in  which  good 
might  be  done  by  British  interference, 
he  must  confess  that  it  had  always  ap- 
peared to  him,  over  a  period  now  as  far 
back  as  45  years,  to  be  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  uncertainty  whether,  upon  the 
whole,  the  balance  of  evil  and  the 
balance  of  mischief,  cruelty,  and  suffer- 
ing to  the  Natives  themselves  did  not 
arise  out  of  our  attempts  at  forcible 
interference.  And  although  they  were 
sensible  that  many  honourable  and 
generous  impulses  might,  perhaps,  dic- 
tate a  different  course,  and  though  the 
question  did  not  admit  of  being  treated 
dogmatically,  it  was  important,  before 
this  country  undertook  to  use  the  influ- 
ence such  as  was  contemplated  under 
the  Convention  which  had  been  long  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  that  there 
should  be  a  very  careful  examination  of 
what  had  taken  place  in  former  times, 
and  into  the  vexy  serious  allegations 
that  were  loudly  made,  in  the  interests 
of  humanity  as  well  as  of  justice,  against 
a  system  of  forcible  inteiference  such  as 
appeared  to  him  to  be  recommended. 
He  only  made  these  observations  as  in- 
terlocutory. He  should  be  sorry  if  diffi- 
culties, owing  to  the  state  of  Business, 
should  arise  to  prevent  the  House  from 
giving  an  adequate  discussion  to  this 
i  mportant  subj  ect .  He  most  f  uUy  recog- 
nized the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
obtain  without  delay  the  fullest  infor- 
mation upon  all  matters  affecting  the 
interests  of  the  Natives  within  the 
Borders  of  the  Transvaal;  and  he  should 
feel  that  they  were  under  obligations  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ghat- 
ham,  or  anyone  else  who  would  give  to 
the  Government  the  means  of  obtaining 
information  in  an  accurate  form,  and  of 


at  least  trying  to  test  the  influence  they 
possessed  for  the  purpose  of  recommend- 
ing that  system  of  humanity  and  mode- 
ration in  the  relations  between  the  Boers 
and  the  Natives,  which  certainly,  in  the 
long  run,  would  not  be  a  bit  more  in 
the  interest  of  the  Natives  than  of  the 
Boers  themselves. 

LoBD  GBOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  should  not  have  interfered  in  this 
debate  but  for  the  speech  in  which  the 
Prime  Minister  hao,  at  last,  admitted 
the  real  nature  of  the  Convention  upon 
which  the  Boers  had  insisted,  and  had 
admitted,  further,  that  there  was  a  great 
difference  between  that  Convention  and 
the  one  which  had  reference  to  their 
dealings  with  the  Turkish  Provinces. 
The  great  objection  which  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  from  the  first,  took  to  the 
Convention  with  the  Boers  was  that  it 
would  not  enable  this  country  to  protect 
the  Native  Races.  Anyone  who  had 
looked  upon  the  troubles  in  South  Africa 
must  know  that  the  difficulties  had 
mainly  arisen  from  the  cruelty  with 
which  the  Boers  had  treated  the  Native 
Eaces.  Now,  however,  they  found  the 
Prime  Minister  admitting  that  the  Con- 
vention which  his  Government  signed 
with  the  Government  of  the  Transvaal 
was  in  exact  reverse  to  that  which  existed 
between  the  British  and  Turkish  Go- 
vernments in  regard  to  the  Provinces  of 
Turkey,  to  which  reference  had  been 
made.  Then  the  Prime  Minister  went 
on  to  say  that  the  Government  ought 
not  to  mEike  statements  or  to  take  action 
upon  any  information  other  than  that 
wnich  was  supplied  to  them  by  officials ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  forget  that  the  only  official  in  the 
Transvaal — a  country  as  large  as  France 
— was  a  Besident,  who  had  no  force  at 
his  command  with  which  to  enforce  his 
opinions,  and  who  had  neither  railroads 
nor  telegraphs  which  he  could  use,  but 
without  information  from  whom  the 
Government  could  take  no  notice  of  the 
action  of  the  Boers.  That  was  not  the 
way  in  which  the  Gk)vernment  acted 
when  a  correspondent  of  The  Daily  News 
supplied  them  with  information  con- 
cerning the  Bulgarian  atrocities.  The 
fact  was  that  the  Gk>vernment,  by  its 
Convention  with  the  Boers,  practically 
surrendered  everything  for  which  it  had 
previously  fought.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  stated  that  the  influences 
which  the  Government  intended  to  use 
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in  South  Africa  were  moral  influences ; 
and  it  was  important  to  take  the  policy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  re- 
spect as  a  whole,  for  the  Qoyemment, 
he  supposed,  had  a  policy  not  only  in  the 
Transvaal,  but  in  Zululand.  As  far  as 
Zululand  was  concerned,  he  found  that 
it  was  proposed  to  take,  under  a  Supple- 
mentary Eistimate — which  could  not  now 
be  discussed,  but  only  attended  to--  a  sum 
of  £600,  for  the  purpose  of  remunerating 
Cetewayo's  wives.  Thus,  the  House  was 
to  be  called  on  to  give  an  expression  of 
approval  to  the  practice  of  polygamy. 
Cetewayo  was  a  Monarch  who,  if  he 
had  more  wives,  had  also  a  larger  num- 
ber of  cattle  than  any  other  reigning 
Sovereign  in  South  Africa ;  and  thus  it 
came  about  that  in  the  Estimates  there 
figured  a  sum  of  £386  for  the  sale  of 
his  flock  and  herds,  which  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  able  to  set  off  against 
the  £600,  which  they  proposed  to  devote 
to  the  remuneration  of  his  many  wives. 
This  he  mentioned  as  an  illustration  of 
the  moral  influence  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  bring  to  bear  in  South 
African  afiPairs.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  Government  would  give  some 
explanation  of  their  reasons  for,  on  the 
one  hand,  handing  over  the  Natives  out- 
side Zululand  to  the  Boers  to  do  what 
they  liked  with ;  and,  on  the  other,  call- 
ing upon  the  British  taxpayers  to  provide 
them  with  the  wherewithal  to  remune- 
rate Cetewayo' s  wives. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
was  grievously  disappointed,  not  to  say 
dismayed,  at  the  speech  just  delivered 
by  the  Prime  Minister.  He  did  not 
intend  to  discuss  the  question  of  the 
Turkish  Provinces,  nor  the  question  as 
to  the  use  of  dynamite,  though  he  must 
say  that  the  Prime  Minister,  when  ask- 
ing the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
in  somewhat  indignant  tone,  whether 
the  noble  Lord  was  prepared  to  say  that 
dynamite  had  never  been  used  by  British 
troops,  did  not  give  any  instance  in  which 
it  had  been  so  used  ;  and  he  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  ventured  to  doubt  whether,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  it  had  ever  been  used 
by  English  troops  in  the  way  in  which 
it  was  alleged  to  have  been  used  by  the 
Boers.  The  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  not  only  whether  they  had 
a  right,  but  whether  they  were  not  in 
honour  bound  to  interfere,  if  Natives, 
whom  they  took  under  their  protection 
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when  this  country  annexed  the  Trans- 
vaal, were  attacked  by  the  Boers.  The 
Prime  Minister  seemed  now  to  question 
both  the  right  and  the  obligation,  and 
warned  them  against  interference.  But 
it  was  just  because  they  were  afraid  this 
would  happen  that  they  opposed  the 
peace  and  Convention  with  the  Boers. 
They  objected  that  the  Natives  were 
not  really  defended  from  the  Boers,  and 
that  the  terms  of  the  Convention — ^terms 
against  which  the  Boers  all  along  pro- 
tested— would  prove  to  be  as  illusory 
and  useless  to  the  Natives  as  the  re- 
monstrances of  the  British  Besident  un- 
supported by  any  force.  And  so  it  had 
proved,  if  they  might  judge  from  the 
newspapers,  though  the  Papers  to  be 
presented  to  the  House  might  alter  the 
case.  But  the  ink  on  the  Treaty  was 
hardly  dry  before  the  Boers  began  to 
attack  the  Natives,  and,  doubtless,  Na- 
tive land  would  soon  be  annexed.  He 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  had  trusted  to  hear 
the  Prime  Minister  state  that  if  it  was 
proved  that  loyal  Natives,  who  had  been 
formerly  recognized  as  British  subjects, 
had  been  attacked,  the  terms  of  the 
Convention  should  be  enforced.  The 
difiiculties  of  managing  affairs  in  South 
Africa  were  great  enough,  but  they  would 
be  increased  a  hundredfold  if  the  Na- 
tives once  learnt  to  distrust  English 
loyalty  and  honour.  That,  however,  he 
feared  would  be  the  result  of  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  Transvaal  and  Zululand ;  and  should 
such  be  the  case  the  country  would  hold 
the  Government  responsible. 

Mb.  salt  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
two  questions  which  were,  he  thought, 
kindred  to  the  Vote  which  the  Com- 
mittee had  under  consideration.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Eesident 
in  the  Transvaal  had  any  power  of  re- 
porting to  the  English  Government  aay 
cases  of  ill-treatment  of  Natives  which 
might  come  under  his  notice ;  also  whe- 
ther, in  case  of  complaint  of  such  ill- 
treatment,  the  relations  of  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  with  the  Besident  were  such  that 
they  could  apply  to  him  for  information? 
These  were,  to  his  mind,  very  important 
questions ;  but,  in  addition  to  these,  if 
answered  in  the  affirmative,  he  would 
ask  if  the  Government  would  make  in- 
quiries from  the  Resident  conoeming  the 
matters  stated  in  the  House?  Next, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney),  who,  with  his 
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usual  capacity  and  sagacity,  was  trying 
to  slip  out  of  this  troublesome  business, 
whetner,  in  the  Estimates  which  would 
be  presented  for  1883-4,  there  would  be 
contained  a  specific  Vote  for  the  salary 
of  the  Resident  ? — because,  if  that  were 
so,  a  discussion  of  this  important  question 
might  then  be  raised.  If  that  were  not 
the  case,  he  thought  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary, for  the  credit  of  the  House  and  the 
country,  that  the  discussion  should  be 
there  and  then  continued.  It  was  most 
important  that  the  country  should  know 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  what 
the  result  of  the  Transvaal  arrangement 
really  was,  especially  in  so  far  as  the 
protection  of  the  Natives  was  concerned. 
Me  also  wished  to  have  some  explana- 
tion from  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
as  to  the  details  of  the  Yote,  which,  as 
it  stood,  was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  ex- 
ceedingly misty.  He  hoped  this  was 
the  last  Vote  of  the  kind  the  House  in 
Committee  would  be  asked  to  pass. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  he  hoped  this 
would  be  the  last  Vote  of  the  kind  they 
would  have  to  ask  the  Committee  to 
sanction.  As  to  the  expenses  of  the 
[Resident,  they  formed  a  separate  item, 
and  they  could  be  challenged  or  dis- 
cussed when  the  Estimates  for  the  year 
were  brought  on. 

Mb.  QOBST  said,  that,  in  consequence 
of  what  the  Prime  Minister  had  said,  he 
would  be  most  happy  to  place  the  letter 
from  which  he  quoted  in  the  hands  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  upon  the  distinct  understand- 
ing that  he  would  take  great  care  that 
the  identity  of  the  writer  was  not  be- 
trayed to  uie  authorities  of  the  Trans- 
vaal. The  Government  would  see  from 
the  terms  of  the  letter  that  the  writer 
was  extremely  apprehensive  of  being 
known. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he 
must  answer  all  the  questions  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Salt)  in 
the  affirmative.  The  Resident  had  power 
to  report,  and  he  was  constantly  report- 
ing. The  Government  would  make  in- 
quiries concerning  the  points  which  had 
been  raised  ;  and  if  his  non.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Gorst)  would  five  him  the 
letter,  extracts  from  which  he  had  read, 
he  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  would  make 
the  inquiries  with  all  the  safeguards 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  desired. 
He  would  like  to  say  one  word  as  to 
what  fell  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the 


Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land). The  position  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  taken  up  in  this  matter  was  not 
quite  fair.  If  hon.  Members  would  look 
at  the  Blue  Books  already  delivered  and 
to  be  delivered  to-morrow,  they  would 
see  that  the  Gt)vernment  had  persist- 
ently, within  the  terms  of  the  Conven- 
tion, done  all  they  possibly  could  to 
protect  the  Natives  within  and  without 
the  Transvaal  Borders.  The  Govern- 
ment could  not  go  beyond  the  terms 
of  the  Convention,  but  within  the  terms 
they  had  done  their  best.  Whether 
they  were  to  go  beyond  the  terms  of 
the  Convention,  whether,  as  it  had  not 
been  indistinctly  urged,  they  were  to 
go  back  to  force,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  dignified  or  right  they  should 
discuss  on  an  occasion  like  the  present. 
Some  hon.  Members  seemed  to  think 
that  the  Natives  were  in  a  state  of  pro- 
tection from  any  violence  or  any  dispute 
when  Her  Majesty's  Government  took 
over  the  Transvaal,  and  that  when  they 
gave  it  up  all  these  things  happened. 
Why,  the  disputes  between  the  Boers 
and  the  Natives  had  been  going  on 
for  the  last  25  years.  There  was,  no 
doubt,  a  little  interlude  during  the  time 
we  occupied  the  place.  What  he  wanted 
to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Midhurst  was  that,  so  far  as  Mapoch 
was  concerned,  whose  case  had  been 
brought  up  that  night,  he  never  gave  in 
allegiance  to  the  English  Government. 
He  promised  to  pay  taxes,  but  that 
promise  was  never  carried  out.  He  had 
never  been  a  subject  of  the  British 
Crown,  and  he  had  never  given  alle- 
giance to  the  Boers  since  we  withdrew. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Midhurst,  who 
was  generally  so  fair,  had  left  an  im- 

Sression  that  the  Government  had  not 
one  their  best  to  protect  the  Natives 
as  far  as  they  were  entitled  under  the 
terms  arrived  at  with  the  Boers.  The 
Blue  Book  would  show  that  that  asser- 
tion M'as  not  justifiable. 

Mb.  W.  FOWLER  said,  he  felt  some 
disappointment  at  the  reply  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  thought  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst had  not  been  understood.  What 
the  hon.  Baronet  said  was,  not  that  the 
Government  had  not  done  aU  they  could 
under  the  Convention,  but  that  the 
powers  reserved  to  them  under  the  Con- 
vention were  so  insufficient  that  they 
could  not  do  what  was  required.    He 
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was  most  anxious  that  whatever  was 
necessary  should  be  done  to  prevent  the 
unfortunate  Natives  being  handed  over 
body  and  soul  to  the  cruel  Boers. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  he  did  not  think  it  was  satisfactory 
as  far  as  the  Natives  were  concerned. 
If  possible,  he  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  with  more  apprehension.  The 
words  he  used  were  significant  and  pain- 
ful. The  Under  Secretary  of  State  indi- 
cated, after  listening  to  the  statement 
which  the  Prime  Minister  admitted  was 
one  which  required  investigation  and 
attention,  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst)  as  to  the  painful  and  revolt- 
ing cruelties  practised  on  human  beings 
who,  a  couple  of  years  ago,  were,  like 
ourselves,  subjects  of  the  Queen — ^the 
hon.  Gentleman  indicated  that  the  pre- 
sent was  a  state  of  facts  which  had  been 
going  on  for  20,  25,  or  30  years.  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  therefore,  knew 
when  they  entered  into  the  Convention 
what  they  had  to  guard  against ;  and 
the  cool  words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  was  that 
the  revolting  state  of  alternate  cruelty 
and  barbarism  was  checked  or  had  an 
interlude  during  the  time  that  the  Na- 
tives enjoyed  the  protection  of  the  Eng- 
lish Crown  and  were  Her  Majesty's 
subjects.  The  Convention  which  had 
been  entered  into  had  been  either 
efficacious  or  worthless  in  respect  to  the 
protection  of  the  Natives.  If  it  was 
efficacious  it  must  be  something  capable 
of  being  appealed  to  to  prevent  the  ill- 
treatment  of  the  Natives;  if  it  was 
worthless,  it  was  only  another  instance 
of  the  mischievous  policy  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Government.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  said  the  Go- 
vernment or  the  Hesident  would  do  what 
they  could  or  were  able  to  do  within  the 
limits  of  the  law.  That  was  all  very 
good  if  the  law  was  good ;  but  the  law 
was  the  deliberate  act  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  the  law  was  the  Con- 
vention. What  he  wanted  to  know  was, 
what  power  there  was  within  the  law 
for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  insist 
that  the  Natives  should  not  be  ill- 
treated,  but  should  be  treated  as  human 
beings  ?  They  had  got  a  Besident  there 
with   moral  power.     What   did    they 
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mean  by  that?  If  they  were  satisfied 
to-morrow,  when  they  were  given  the 
letter  from  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  OtoTsi)  had 
quoted  that  the  things  alleged  had  gone 
on,  what  could  they  do  ?  Under  the 
terms  of  their  existing  law,  what  could 
the  Government  do?  What  did  they 
intend  to  do  if  they  were  satisfied  that 
these  cruelties  had  actually  happened  ? 
It  was  impossible  to  disregard  the 
charges  that  had  been  made  that  night, 
for  they  had  been  supported  by  extracts 
from  letters,  the  reading  of  which,  at  all 
events,  had  satisfied  those  who  heard 
them  that  a  primd  facie  case  had  been 
made  out  for  inquiry.  It  was  impossihle 
to  have  listened  to  the  reading  of  the 
letters  without  grave  misgivings.  The 
Convention  was  made  in  spite  of  protesta- 
tions. What  could  they  do  but  morally 
protest  if  they  were  satisfied  that  the 
charges  were  well-founded  ?  The  Com- 
mittee might,  he  presumed,  venture  to 
look  forward  to  this — that  the  Govern- 
ment would,  now  that  this  debate  had  oc- 
curred, take  the  earliest  possible  means, 
by  telegraph  and  otherwise,  of  ascertain- 
ing what  foundation,  if  any,  there  was 
for  the  charges ;  and  that  they  would,  if 
there  was  any  foundation  for  them,  take 
care  that  such  a  disgraceful  state  of 
facts  should  cease  as  soon  as  possible. 
The  Prime  Minister  used  words  they 
had  heard  often  during  the  last  two 
years — **  Wait  for  Papers ;  the  matter  is 
not  yet  ripe."  Whenever  a  charge  had 
been  brought  forward  in  that  House 
during  the  last  two  years  thej  had  been 
told — **Wait  for  Papers;  the  matter  is 
not  yet  ripe."  And  when  Papers  were 
presented  the  Opposition  were  told  that 
the  matters  to  wnich  they  related  were 
ancient  history.  That  happened  very 
much,  if  he  remembered  right,  when  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  day  after  day,  and  month  after 
month,  asked  for  a  day  to  discuss  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Transvaal  War.  The  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  was  put  off  until  a  day 
at  the  end  of  the  Session,  when  the  Go- 
vernment thought  that  public  opinion  in 
regard  to  the  matter  had  cooled  down. 
Let  them  now  be  plain.  They  were  told  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney)  that 
on  the  Vote  for  the  salary  and  expenses 
of  the  Besident  the  Committee  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  discusaing  the 
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affairs  of  the  Transvaal.  They  would 
hare  an  opportunity,  of  which  they  would 
avail  themselTes,  of  discussinj^  what  they 
then  thought  ripe ;  but  they  did  not  mean 
to  be  put  off  in  regard  to  this  subject 
until  a  later  period  than  they  considered 
proper.  They  hoped  the  Papers  would 
be  given  on  an  early  date,  and  that  the 
matter  would  be  made  ripe  for  discussion. 
He  trusted  the  Government  would  make 
investigations  into  the  charges  which 
had  been  made,  and  that  they  would 
soon  be  in  a  condition  to  inform  the 
House  that  there  was  either  no  founda- 
tion for  the  charges,  or  else,  there  being 
some  foundation  for  them,  the  Govern- 
ment would  make  representations  to 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  proceedings. 
Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  before 
the  Vote  was  put  there  should  be  some 
answer  given  to  the  appeal  which  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson).  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  desired  that  an  op- 
portunity should  be  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment, when  the  Papers  were  produced, 
for  the  consideration  of  the  grave  ques- 
tions raised  in  the  present  debate.  It 
was  alleged  that  some  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  men,  who  were  British  subjects 
a  few  months  ago,  were  now  subjected 
to  great  cruelty,  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  the  Government  failed  in  the  ar- 
rangements they  made  with  the  Trans- 
vaal Government  to  secure  means  by 
which  the  Natives  should  be  protected. 
Whether  that  allegation  was  true  or  not, 
it  was  so  grave  an  allegation  that  the 
Gk>vernment  could  not  fail,  he  appre- 
hended, to  meet  it  in  a  fair  and  straight- 
forward way.  They  were  told  they  could 
not  refuse  to  vote  the  money  asked,  be- 
cause they  had  not  information  before 
them.  Information  was  to  be  laid  be- 
fore them  to-morrow.  But  then  the  Vote 
would  have  been  passed,  and  there  would 
be  no  opportunity  for  discussing  the  ques- 
tion. Before  the  Vote  was  taken  there 
should  be  a  distinct  understanding  that 
the  Government  would  give  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion of  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  given 
Notice.  The  Opposition  desired  to  raise 
this  question,  this  g^ve  question  affect- 
ing the  honour  and  humanity  of  this 
country.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  Committee  vearly  voted  large  sums 
of  money,  and  they  were  glad  and  proud 


to  vote  them,  for  the  protection  and  de- 
liverance of  slaves  on  the  West  Ooast  of 
Africa.  They  deliberately  exposed  their 
sailors  to  the  influences  of  a  pestiferous 
climate,  and  they  lost  many  annually  in 
the  protection  of  Natives  in  Africa  who 
never  were  British  subjects;  and  now 
when  men,  who  only  a  few  months  ago 
were  British  subjects,  were  subjected  to 
great  cruelties,  the  Committee  had  a 
right  to  ask  the  Government  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
matter. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
quite  understand  the  appeal  that  was 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson).  Was  it  that 
on  the  ground  of  the  allegations  made 
that  night,  which  the  Government  had 
undertaken,  to  the  best  of  their  power, 
to  sift,  and  in  anticipation  of  the  infor- 
mation to  be  so  obtained,  the  Govern- 
ment should  promise  to  give  up  one  or 
more  Government  nights,  which  alone 
were  at  their  disposal,  for  the  discussion 
of  this  question  ?  Such  an  appeal  was 
entirely  premature,  and  with  due  regard 
to  the  obligations  of  the  Government 
and  to  the  transaction  of  Public  Business 
it  could  not  be  acceded  to.  What  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  (Courtney)  had  pointed  out  was  that 
there  must  be  upon  the  Estimates  of  the 
coming  year  a  vote  proposed  for  the 
salary  of  the  Resident,  and  that  in  that 
shape  the  Government  must  itself  sub- 
mit the  arrangements  made  in  the  Trans- 
vaal for  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  the 
appeal  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  been 
met  in  a  spirit  in  which  it  ought  not  to 
have  been  met.  It  was  asked  whether 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  afforded 
for  discussing  the  particular  question 
which  had  been  raised  that  night.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  certainly.  But  they 
wanted  to  know  when,  for  they  feared 
that  it  might  be  probably  about  the  end 
of  August.  That  was  the  time  at  which  the 
Estimates  for  these  sort  of  things  would 
naturally  be  brought  fdrward.  They 
were  told  there  were  Papers  to  be  laid 
on  the  Table,  and  they  were  asking  the 
Government  not  to  take  this  Vote  before 
hon.  Members  could  see  these  Papers. 
No  Member  of  the  Government  had  risen 
to  answer  the  forcible  speech  of  the  right 
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hon.  and  learued  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gib- 
son). Certainly,  unless  some  answer  was 
given  which  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Committee,  he  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) 
should  rise  again  in  order  to  propose 
that  the  Vote  be  either  postponed,  or 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned.  Until  the 
Papers  were  laid  before  the  Committee, 
he  thought  that  was  a  reasonable  course 
to  pursue. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
who  had  been  a  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury himself,  should  not  have  remem- 
bered that  there  was  another  occasion  on 
which  the  matter  could  be  discussed — 
namely,  the  stage  of  Beport.  If  the 
Vote  was  passed  now  it  would  not  be 
taken  on  Beport  until  after  the  Papers 
were  in  the  hands  of  Members.  If 
necessary,  the  matter  could  be  fuUy  dis- 
cussed on  the  Beport  stage. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Monk)  seemed  to  for- 
get that  it  was  one  of  the  duties  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  never  to  bring 
on  Beport  until  it  was  impossible  to  dis- 
cuss it. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  that, 
as  no  one  had  risen  to  answer  the  appeal 
made  to  the  Treasury  Bench,  he  should 
take  a  division  on  the  Vote.  He  would 
move  that  the  Chairman  do  now  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — {Sir  U,  Assheton 
Cross,') 

The  Committee  divided :  —  Ayes  96  ; 
Noes  128 :  Majority  32.— (Div.  List, 
No.  17.) 

Ms.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wished 
to  obviate  a  misapprehension  which  he 
thought  had  arisen,  and  to  point  out  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  there  must  be  a 
full  opportunity  afforded  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  discussion  on  the  Vote 
which  would  have  to  be  proposed  for 
the  salary  of  the  Besident  in  the  Trans- 
vaal. It  was  hoped  that  that  Yote  might 
be  taken  at  a  comparatively  early  period, 
and  it  had  never  been  at  all  within  his 
intention  that  it  should  be  moved  so  late 
in  tile  Session  as  the  month  of  August, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  seemed  to  sup- 
pose would  be  the  case.  The  Govern- 
ment had  made  the  best  arrangements 

Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross 


they  could  to  get  on  with  Supply  ;  and 
as  to  the  question  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, he  had  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
saying  that  the  Vote  for  the  Beeident's 
salary  should  be  taken  at  a  convenient 
period  of  the  evening.  He  did  not  say 
that  it  should  be  taken  out  of  its  regular 
course,  because  it  might  so  happen  that 
it  would  come  on  in  regular  order  at  a 
convenient  period  of  the  evening ;  but, 
if  it  should  prove  to  be  necessary,  he 
would  promise  that  it  should  be  taken 
out  of  its  regpilar  course. 

Snt  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said, 
that  if  the  explanation  of  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  given  before  the  divi- 
sion was  taken,  he  should  not  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  put  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  trouble  of  dividing.  But 
he  had  thought  it  absolutely  essential  to 
make  a  protest  against  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  had  chosen  to  treat  the 
observations  that  had  been  made. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 
PARTMENTS  (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATES),  1882-3. 

Class  I. — Public  Wokks  ANDBuiLDmos. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£2,400,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1883,  for  Uie  Royal  Parka  and  Pleasure 
Gardens." 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Gbvemment 
whether,  at  that  hour  of  the  night — a 
quarter  to  12  o'clock — ^it  was  not  right 
to  report  Progress  ?  Perhaps  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  was  not  aware  of 
the  fact;  but  he  wished  to  remind  the 
Head  of  the  Qovemment  of  the  pledge 
into  which  that  right  hon.  (^enUeman 
entered  during  the  debates  on  the  Pro- 
cedure Rules  last  year.  On  that  occasion 
this  important  question  of  discussions  in 
Committee  of  Supply  was  carefully  gone 
into ;  and  the  Prime  Minister  expressed 
a  strong  opinion  that  when  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair  on  Mondays  and  Thurs- 
days, without  the  intervention  of  any 
preliminary  discussions,  it  was  not  un- 
reasonable that  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported at  midnight.  He  was  sure  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
that  there  was  a  distinct  nnderstani 
to  that  e£fect;  and  it  was  undei 
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that  one  of  the  gpreat  advantages  which 
the  House  was  to  derive  from  the  New 
Kules  was  that  thej  were  not  to  con- 
tinue these  Votes  in  Supply  long  after 
midnight.  That  was  a  distinct  and  clear 
understanding,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
terms  on  which  the  House  agreed  to 
allow  the  Speaker  to  leave  the  Chair  on 
Mondays  and  Thursdays  without  any 
other  Question  being  put.  Considering 
that  they  had  now  been  engaged  in  the 
discussion  of  Supplementary  Estimates 
ranging  over  almost  every  variety  of 
subject  since  5  o'clock,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  unreasonable  that  those  who  had 
been  sitting  there  for  so  many  hours 
should  ask  the  Government  to  report 
Progress.  Therefore,  without  the  least 
intention  of  obstructiug  Business,  he 
moved  that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  I'rogressy 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill.) 

Mb.*  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  accede  to  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  They  had 
now  been  engaged  in  Committee  of 
Supply  since  6  o'clock.  The  under- 
standing to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred amounted  to  this.  It  used  to  be  a 
common  thing  to  go  on  with  Supply 
until  1  or  2  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and 
they  were  very  glad  to  get  rid  of  the 
necessity  for  those  latQ  hours.  But,  to- 
night, they  had  had  nearly  an  hour  cut 
off  at  the  beginning  of  their  proceedings, 
and  the  noble  Lord  now  proposed  to  cut 
off  another  quarter  at  the  end,  and  that 
double  process  of  the  reduction  of  time 
would  be  very  inconvenient  indeed. 
Another  special  consideration  which 
ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  was  this, 
that  these  were  not  ordinary  Estimates, 
but  Supplementary  Estimates,  which 
must  be  passed  before  the  close  of  tho 
financial  year.  If  the  Government 
acceded  to  propositions  of  this  kind  at 
this  stage,  they  would  be  compelled  to 
ask  the  House  to  adopt  other  measures 
which  would  entail  much  greater  incon- 
venience upon  hon.  Members  in  order 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  law. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  after  this  explanation  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 
VOL.  COLXXVI.    [thxbd  sbbies.] 
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Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  this 
was  a  Vote  to  pay  the  expense  of  pro- 
viding accommodation  for  the  spectators 
on  the  occasion  of  the  Royid  Review  of 
the  Forces  that  had  returned  from  Egypt 
— the  Review  which  took  place  in  St. 
James's  Park.  He  did  not  mean  actually 
to  oppose  this  Vote,  though  he  believed 
that  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
troops  had  been  kept  at  home.  But  to 
show  the  troops  to  the  people  of  this 
country  in  this  way  when  they  came 
back  was  really  making  a  military  glori- 
fication of  the  Expedition.  He  had 
been  given  to  understand  that  the 
honours  awarded  for  this  Egyption  Ex- 
pedition were  a  good  deal  more  numerous 
and  far  greater  than  those  which  were 
awarded  for  the  Waterloo  Campaign — a 
campaign  of  far  greater  importance. 
No  doubt,  enormous  credit  was  due  to 
Lord  Wolseley  and  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  carrying  this  Egyptian 
Campaign  through  so  bloodlessly  and 
with  BO  moderate  an  expense  to  its  ter- 
mination ;  but  it  was  not  necessary  to 
make  a  point  of  military  vapouring 
about  honour  and  glory. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £5,200,  Houses  of  Parliament. 

Captain  ATLMER  wanted  an  ex- 
planation on  a  matter  which  was  not  at 
all  clear.  A  sum  of  £3,000  was  charged 
for  the  House  of  Commons  during  the 
Autumn  Session.  He  would  not  go  into 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  country 
did  or  did  not  get  value  for  that  Autumn 
Session,  but  there  was  one  item  under 
Sub-head  E— an  item  of  £1,275  for 
furniture —which  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to.  Of  that  sum  £600  was 
charged  for  furniture  of  the  rooms  for 
the  Grand  Committees,  and  that  was  not 
unreasonable ;  but  the  remainder  of  the 
excess  was  occasioned  by  the  Autumn 
Session .  He  could  understand  the  other 
items  put  down  for  the  Autumn  Session, 
such  as  salaries,  ventilating,  warming, 
lighting,  and  the  rest ;  but  he  could  not 
understand  how  the  supply  and  repair 
of  furniture  could  reach  to  that  extent . 
He  thought  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury would  have  some  difficulty  in  offer- 
ing a  satisfactory  explanation  on  the 
pomt.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he 
could  only  point  out  that  the  ordinary 
charge  for  tne  supply  and  repair  of  fur- 

3  D 


1539      Supply-  Civil  ServieeB        { COMMONS } 


ice.  EitimaUi. 


1540 


niture  for  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
amounted  to  £6,000  a-year,  and  that 
included  a  great  deal  of  wear  and  tear 
and  repairing. 

Eabl  PEEOY  wanted  to  know  what 
was  the  meaning  of  the  rery  large  sum 
which  was  charged  for  supplying  addi- 
tional presses  for  Members  of  the  House 
in  one  of  the  Corridors?  The  item 
amounted  to  £340  for  additional  presses. 
He  had  examined  these  presses  that 
afternoon,  and  he  believed  there  were 
50  new  ones,  and  he  submitted  that 
£340  for  50  new  lockers  was  an  exces- 
sively large  Estimate.  This  Vote  was 
increasing  year  by  year.  Only  three 
years  ago  the  whole  sum  voted  for  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  was  £33,000.  It 
was  now  increased  in  three  years  to 
£42,000,  and  the  excess  was  by  no 
means  covered  by  the  £3,000  put  down 
as  chiefly  owing  to  the  Autumn  Session. 
He  thought  that  if  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  intended  to  check  the  Expen- 
diture of  the  country,  it  would  do  well 
to  put  some  check  upon  the  outlay  upon 
this  Vote. 

Mr.  salt  said,  he  hoped  that  an- 
other year  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
say  at  once  what  he  wanted  when  the 
ordinary  Estimates  came  up  for  con- 
sideration. These  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates were  most  unsatisfactory.  In 
some  cases  they  were,  perhaps,  inevit- 
able; but  in  matters  of  ordinary  an- 
nual expenditure  each  Department  ought 
to  know  what  it  wanted.  It  was  most 
unsatisfactory  that  these  Supplementary 
Estimates  should  be  continually  coming 
in  after  the  ordinary  Votes  were  passed ; 
and,  under  such  an  arrangement,  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  obtain  a  proper  control 
over  the  Expenditure.  If  the  National 
Expenditure  was  to  be  kept  down  to  the 
point  at  which  it  ought  to  be  kept  down, 
it  must  be  done  by  small  economies — by 
looking  after  every  £5  that  was  spent. 
If  they  continued  to  have  ordinary  Esti- 
mates in  April,  then  Supplementary 
Estimates  in  July,  and  then  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  again  in  February,  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt>vernment,  or  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  preserve  that  proper  con- 
trol over  economical  expenditure  for 
which  the  constituencies  of  the  coun- 
try very  properly  looked.  He  did 
hope  that  when  his  right  hon.  Friend 
produced  his  ordinary  Estimates,  after 

Mr.  Sliaw  Zefevrd 


Easter,  he  would  produce  Estimates  on 
which  they  might  be  able  to  rely,  for  it 
was  very  much  better  to  vote  a  little  too 
much  at  first  than  to  have  these  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  continually  recurring. 
One  word  about  the  Autumn  Session 
which  applied  to  one  or  two  of  these 
Votes.  He  had  a  very  strong  feeling  in 
his  mind  of  which  he  would  like  to 
relieve  himself,  and  that  was,  that  the 
Vote  for  the  Autumn  Session  ought  to 
have  been  taken  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Autumn  Session.  It  was  a  ne- 
cessary expenditure,  and  he  felt  Tery 
strongly  that  an  Estimate  for  that  neces- 
sary expenditure  ought  to  have  been 
placed  before  the  House  when  they 
were  launched,  at  great  inconvenience, 
upon  the  Autumn  Session.  Instead  of 
that  having  been  done.  Supplementary 
Estimates  were  now  produced  in  the 
month  of  March,  when  the  House  could 
not  refuse  to  pass  them.  An  enormous 
amount  of  money  had  now  to  be  spent 
over  an  Autumn  Session  which  it  would 
have  been  much  better  for  them  to  have 
done  without. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  explained 
that,  with  the  single  exception  of  the 
presses,  there  was  not  one  item  in  the 
Account  which  could  possibly  have  been 
foreseen.  He  need  hardly  remind  hon. 
Members  that  the  Grand  Committees 
were  not  talked  about  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Autumn  Session. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  he 
thought  the  sum  of  £340  for  50  presses 
was  most  enormous,  and  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  got  an  estimate  for  them  ?  If  hon. 
Members  were  putting  up  such  presses 
in  their  own  houses,  tliey  would  be  very 
careful  to  find  out  what  they  would  cost 
before  they  had  them  put  up. 

Earl  PEECT  said,  the  item  for  the 
supply  and  repair  of  furniture  during 
the  Autumn  Session  was  £675.  He 
wished  to  know  how  the  Autumn  Ses- 
sion made  it  necessary  to  supply  new 
furniture  and  to  arrange  for  repairs  at 
such  a  cost  ? 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  thought  an  answer  ought  to  be  given  to 
this  question.  He  wanted  to  know  why 
so  much  was  spent  for  repair  of  furni- 
ture during  the  Autumn  Session  ? 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he  had 
already  explained  that  the  total  cost  was 
£6,000  for  the  whole  of  the  Session,  and 
that  the  excess  for  the  Autumn  Sessioa 
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was  £675.  The  ordinary  wear  and  tear  of 
the  House  was  very  heavy  indeed. 

YisoouNT  EMLYN  said,  he  thought 
that  on  both  sides  of  the  House  there 
was  dissatisfaction  with  the  insufficiency 
of  the  explanation  that  had  been  given. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
asked  as  to  the  additional  presses  for 
Members,  whether  the  amount  of  £340 
was  not  excessive,  and  his  answer  was 
merely  that  he  had  been  pressed  for  50 
presses  and  he  had  supplied  them.  He 
(Viscount  Emlyn)  did  not  know  whether 
that  was  an  official  reply,  or  whether  it 
was  a  courteous  one ;  but  the  Committee 
was  entitled  to  have  an  answer  to  the 
question,  and  if  it  were  not  to  be  given 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Committee 
might  save  itself  the  trouble  of  any 
criticism  upon  the  Votes  at  all.  He 
moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£340. 

Amendment  proposed,  **  That  the  Vote 
be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £340."— (  Vis- 
couni  Emlyn,) 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  give  any  further  in- 
formation, but  he  promised  to  make  fur- 
ther inquiries,  and  if  the  noble  Viscount 
would  renew  the  question  on  a  future 
occasion,  he  would  endeavour  to  an- 
swer  it 

Mb.  '  EYLANDS  said,  ^  he  thought 
that,  at  the  same  time,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  might  give  them  some  more 
information  with  regard  to  the  excess 
under  Sub-head  E,  for  that  was  a  matter 
which  was  perfectly  inexplicable  as  it 
stood,  and  the  information  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  had 
really  not  been  satisfactory. 

ViscoxjNT  EMLYN  expressed  his 
readiness  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(6.)  £1,700,  County  Court  Buildings. 

(7.)  £350,  Harbours,  &c.,  under  the 
Board  of  Trade. 

(8.)  £6,700,  Bates  on  Government 
Property. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
thought  there  ought  to  be  some  expla- 
nation of  this  Vote,  as  he  did  not  see 
how  it  was  that  the  Government  did  not 


know  what  rates  would  be  imposed  when 
the  Estimates  were  presented. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  pointed  out  that 
there  was  some  discrepancy  in  the 
figures,  as  there  was  an  original  Esti- 
mate given  of  £161,500,  and  another 
original  Estimate  of  £201,088. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  the  explana- 
tion on  this  last  point  was  very  simple. 
The  smaller  original  Estimate  referred 
only  to  Sub-head  C,  the  larger  one  to  all 
the  sub-heads.  As  to  the  question  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire,  there  were  certain 
items  of  taxation  which  could  not  be 
settled  when  the  original  Estimate  was 
prepared.  The  original  Estimate  in- 
cluded all  the  then  outstanding  items. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  wished  to  know, 
with  reference  to  the  item  of  £3,150, 
under  Sub-headC,for  the  rates  for  Pub- 
lic Buildings,  Law  Courts,  Parks,  Police 
Courts,  &c.,  how  much  of  the  sum  was 
for  Parks  and  Police  Courts,  as  he  pro- 

Eosed  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
y  that  amount. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  was  unable  to  say, 
but  he  would  promise  to  inquire  into  the 
matter,  and  there  would  be  many  oppor- 
tunities of  raising  the  question. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
was  not  quite  satisfied  as  to  the  item  for 
Prisons,  amounting  to  £660.  The  Go- 
vernment must  have  known  perfectly 
well  what  the  rateable  value  of  thoso 
prisons  were,  for  they  had  had  them  in 
their  hands  for  a  long  time. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  the  matter 
was  one  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
local  authorities.  The  local  authorities 
sent  in  their  Eetums,  and  the  Treasury 
could  only  accept  them. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(9.)  £4,741,  Shannon  Navigation. 

Mb.  SCLATEE  -  BOOTH  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  well  for  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  explain  how  it  was 
that  so  large  an  excess  as  one-third  of 
the  whole  Vote  was  not  anticipated  when 
the  Estimates  were  framed.  This  would 
seem  to  be  an  expenditure  that  might 
well  have  been  allowed  to  stand  over 
for  another  year ;  but,  assuming  it  to  be 
a  proper  expenditure,  how  was  it  that 
a  sum  of  £4,741  was  now  asked  for, 
when  they  were  told  that  there  would 
be  a  set-off  of  £1,000?  A  rule  had 
been  laid  down  that  these  extra  receipts 
were  not  to  be  paid  into  the  Exchequer, 
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but  were  to  be  taken  in  diminution  of 
the  Vote.  Was  that  sum  of  £1,000  to 
be  paid  into  the  Exchequer  in  contra- 
vention of  the  rule,  or  how  was  it  to  be 
accounted  for  hereafter  ?  This  was  one 
of  many  Votes  which,  to  his  mind,  illus- 
trated the  objectionable  practice  which 
had  grown  up  in  the  Treasury  of  bring- 
ing forward  these  paltry  excesses  in  the 
form  of  Supplementary  Estimates,  and 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
them  in  that  form,  so  as  to  screen  the 
Departments.  These  were  matters  which 
should  be  subjected  to  proper  audit,  for 
what  was  the  use  of  the  Auditor  General 
if  a  Department  was  to  be  screened  in 
this  way  from  his  criticisms  ?  The  pro- 
per Bepresentative  of  the  Department 
should  be  called  before  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts,  and  made  to  explain 
why  the  Vote  had  been  exceeded.  This 
was  not  an  Estimate  at  all,  but  the  con- 
firmation of  an  excess  already  incurred. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  this 
point,  as  it  was  likely  to  lead  to  a  gross 
ahufio 

Mr".  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  was  under  some  very 
strange  misapprehension  with  regard  to 
the  arrangement  at  present  in  use  con- 
cerning these  Exchequer  extra  receipts. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  looked  upon  it  as  a 
very  dangerous  system  for  sums  such  as 
this  to  be  taken  in  aid  of  Votes,  and  if 
such  a  system  became  general  it  would 
do  much  to  counteract  the  healthy  and 
proper  control  which  the  House  had 
over  the  Public  Expenditure.  But  with 
regard  to  this  particular  sum — a  very 
small  sum  for  the  floods  of  the  Shannon 
— it  was  very  strange  that  this  was  the 
first  time  it  had  been  seriously  carped 
at.  A  Vote  of  £2,400  had  just  been 
passed  for  a  Military  Review  in  St. 
James's  Park,  which  was  of  no  earthly 
use  to  anyone ;  and  now  this  sum,  which 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  carry  on  im- 
portant works  in  the  Shannon — works 
which  were  essential  to  relieve  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  acres  from  periodical 
floods — was  objected  to.  He  wished  to 
know  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  this  was  a  final  charge  in 
regard  to  the  Shannon  navigation  ?  The 
sum  originally  asked  for  was  £37,000, 
but  that  sum  had  been  exceeded.  In 
1879-80,  £6,000  was  granted  ;in  1880-1, 
£20,000  was  granted;  and  in  1881-2, 
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£24,000  was  granted.  But  of  the 
£20,000  voted  m  1880-1,  no  less  than 
£5,875  was  never  expended,  so  that  the 
extra  Vote  now  granted  did  not  even 
make  up  the  sum  which  was  voted  two 
years  ago  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  which  never  left  the  Treasury.  That 
being  so,  he  hoped  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  inform  the  Committee 
whether  all  the  works  were  now  in  per- 
fect working  order,  and  whether  the 
weirs  which  were  now  in  use  would 
enable  the  floods  to  be  drained  off. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  replied  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  latest  information  he  had,  the 
works  would  be  in  perfect  order  by  the 
end  of  this  month.  The  increase  had 
attracted  the  attention  of  the  Treasury, 
and  on  inquiry  they  had  found  that  the 
work  had  been  very  much  impeded  by 
the  extremely  inclement  weather  in  Ire- 
land, which  had  caused  damage  to  the 
work  in  progress.  With  the  exception 
of  a  sum  of  £700,  this  was  the  last 
amount  required  to  complete  the  charge. 
The  channel  was  now  practically  com- 
pleted. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  inquired  whe- 
ther the  whole  cost  of  this  work,  amount- 
ing to  £50,000  or  £60,000,  had  been  de- 
frayed by  the  Treasury,  or  whether  any 
portion  of  it  came  upon  the  rates  ?  He 
also  wished  to  knew  whether  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  would  direct  a  Report  on 
the  working  of  the  Shannon  Sluices  to 
be  furnished  to  the  House?  These 
sluices  were  merely  an  experiment,  and 
they  were  the  first  in  connection  with 
any  Irish  river ;  and  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated  that  the  work  would  be 
completed  by  the  end  of  the  month,  it 
was  desirable  to  have  a  Report  from  the 
engineer  as  to  the  effect  and  results  of 
these  sluices  without  delay. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  would  at 
once  admit  the  importance  of  watching 
the  working  of  this  experiment ;  but  he 
thought  some  time  must  elapse  before  a 
Report  could  be  called  for.  The  sum  of 
£700  was  not  really  connected  with  this 
work,  but  was  for  continuing  some  other 
improvements.  So  far  as  he  was  aware 
the  whole  of  this  expense  was  borne  by 
the  Treasury. 

Vote  agri$d  to. 

(10.)  £1,000,  Royal  University,  Ire- 
land, Buildings. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
know  how  far  these  buildings  had  ad- 
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vanced,   and  what  was  their  state  of 
completion  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  replied,  that  what 
remained  to  be  done  was  the  alteration 
of  certain  rooms  as  offices. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ezoeeding 
£2,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1883,  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Buildings,  including  R^ts  and  Furniture,  and 
for  the  maintenance  of  certain  Cemeteries 
shroad." 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  re- 
markahle  development  of  this  Estimate. 
As  the  hon.  Memher  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  pointed  out,  the 
GoTemment  had  got  into  a  habit  of 
bringing  forward  oupplementary  Esti- 
mates in  an  extraormnary  way.  The 
total  original  Estimate  in  this  case  was 
dC25,766  ;  then  there  was  a  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate  of  £6,000  last  Session ; 
and  now  there  was  a  further  sum  of 
£2,000 — making  altogether  an  increase 
of  33  per  cent  upon  the  first  Estimate. 
There  must  be  some  explanation  of  this, 
for  the  first  Estimate  was  supposed  to 
be  the  Estimate  for  the  whole  year.  The 
QoTemment  had  probably  taken  credit 
to  themselTes  for  haying  proposed  only 
£25,000,  and  yet  they  required  £8,000 
more  before  the  year  was  out.  He 
would  like  to  know  something  about  the 
item  for  sanitary  works  at  the  Washing- 
ton Embassy.  Why  had  these  been 
carried  out  since  the  Estimate  was  first 
proposed  ?  The  Gk)vemment  must  have 
known  when  they  introduced  the  Esti- 
mate that  these  works  were  required; 
and  he  wished  to  know  why  there  was 
this  additional  Yote,  when  the  Govern- 
ment knew  there  was  a  strong  feeling 
in  the  House  against  spending  money  ? 
Then  with  regard  to  the  graves  of  sol- 
diers in  the  Transvaal,  were  they  under 
the  superintendence  of  an  Ambassador 
or  a  Consul  ?  Had  they  a  Consul  out 
there  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY :  There  is  a  Eesi- 
dent. 

Sra  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF :  He 
is  not  under  the  Foreign  Office.  He 
communicates  with  the  Colonial  Office. 

Mb.  COUETNEY :  This  is  not  a  Fo- 
rei^  Office  matter* 


Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  could  not  understand  why  this  matter 
was  put  under  the  Foreign  Office.  He 
thought  there  was  some  meaning  in  it. 
Why  the  cemeteries  in  the  Transvaal, 
which  had  nothing  to  do  with  Diplomatic 
business,  should  be  put  in  this  Yote  was 
more  than  an  outsider  like  himself  could 
understand.  He  would  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  to  explain  why  an 
Estimate  was  not  originally  taken  for 
the  sanitary  works  at  Washington,  for 
the  Consular  offices  at  Bankok,  and  for 
these  graves  in  the  Transvaal  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  if  the 
Treasury  had  known  of  these  sanitcury 
works  at  Washington  they  would  have 
included  them  in  the  original  Estimate ; 
but,  in  point  of  fact,  after  the  Estimate 
was  made  up,  a  telegram  was  received 
stating  that  the  Embassy  buildings  were 
in  an  unhealthy  condition,  and  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  do  some- 
thing at  once.  The  Treasury  therefore 
sent  out  a  surveyor,  and  he  found  that 
the  buildings  were  in  an  extremely  dan- 
gerous condition,  and  that  improvements 
were  absolutely  necessary.  With  regard 
to  the  Consular  buildings  at  BankoK,  it 
was  originally  intended  to  spread  that 
work  over  two  years,  but  they  had  re- 
ceived an  intimation  that  the  work  would 
be  completed  shortly,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  carry  on  building  work  in 
that  country  at  any  other  period  of  the 
year,  and  they  had  therefore  thought  it 
better  to  spend  £800  more  at  once  than 
to  throw  the  work  later  in  the  year; 
With  respect  to  the  soldiers'  graves  in 
the  Transvaal,  the  hon.  Member  ap- 
peared to  be  unaware  that  the  original 
vote  contained  an  item  for  the  graves  of 
soldiers  in  the  Crimea.  The  charge  was 
only  £200,  and  he  was  sure  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  object  to  grant  that. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  Yote  in  itself, 
but  there  was  no  analogy  between  the 
graves  in  the  Crimea  and  those  in  the 
Transvaal,  because  the  former  were 
under  a  Consul,  whereas  the  latter  were 
not,  and  therefore  they  ought  not  to  be 
put  into  this  Yote. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYEE  said,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Treasury  thought 
that  the  same  Office  should  have  charge 
of  all  the  graves. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  he  thought  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entirely  unsatisfactory.    Tho  Committee 
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must  be  aware  that  if  tlie  Government 
were  allowed  without  difficulty  to  carry 
Supplementary  Estimates,  they  would 
engage  in  new  works  without  the  pre- 
vious knowledge  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  with  regard 
to  the  works  at  Washington  that  at 
some  time  last  year  the  buildings  were 
reported  to  be  in  an  insanitary  condition; 
but  what  did  he  do  ?  He  actually  sent 
over  a  surveyor  from  this  country  to 
make  a  Beport  as  to  what  should  be 
done  in  the  matter.  He  objected  to  this 
waste  of  public  money  in  sending  over 
a  surveyor,  instead  of  placing  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  someone  at  Washing- 
ton ;  and  he  should  like  to  know  what 
class  of  work  was  done.  Then  with  re- 
gard to  the  Consular  offices  at  Bankok, 
the  Treasury  had  gone  to  expense  with- 
out thinking  it  necessary  to  take  the 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  upon 
it ;  and  they  gave  no  satisfactory  reason 
for  not  including  this  item  in  the  original 
Estimate.  There  was  no  justification 
for  this,  and  he  therefore  would  move  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  £500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£1,600,  be  granted  to  Her  Maicsty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1883,  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Buildings,  including  Rents  and  Furniture,  and 
for  the  maintenance  of  certain  Cemeteries 
abroad." — {Mr,  Rylanda,) 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked 
what  proportion  the  expenses  of  the  sur- 
veyor bore  to  the  amount  now  charged  ? 
It  struck  him  as  an  extraordinary  thing 
to  send  a  surveyor  from  this  country  to 
Washington  for  a  small  matter  which 
could  have  been  dealt  with  by  people  on 
the  spot. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  be  unaware 
that  there  was  a  Government  surveyor, 
whose  duty  it  was  to  survey  Diplomatic 
buildings.  That  was  the  only  way  in 
which  they  could  control  expenditure. 
Expenditure  to  a  large  amount  was 
constantly  pressed  upon  them  from  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and  it  was  only 
by  sending  a  man  from  head-quarters 
to  make  special  investigations  that 
they  were  able  to  control  this  kind 
of  expenditure,  and  he  ventured  to 
think  that  this  system  had  been  very 
effective  in  diminishing  expenditure  in 
.a  variety  of  ways.     But  for  such  con- 

J/r.  Ryhfi^H 


trol  these  Estimates  would  be  far  greater 
than  they  had  been.  When  the  Trea- 
sury heard  from  the  Minister  to  the 
United  States  that  the  Embassy  was  in  a 
bad  state,  they  thought  the  most  eco- 
nomical way  of  ascertaining  the  facts 
and  controlling  expenditure  was  to 
send  this  surveyor  out  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and  the  total  expense  was 
not  £40.  He  did  not  think  this  was  an 
unwise  course,  having  regard  to  all  the 
circumstances ;  and  but  for  this  system 
the  expenditure  would  very  easily  grow 
into  a  much  greater  amount. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
there  was  certainly  some  reason  in  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  and 
that  in  the  case  of  Constantinople  it  was 
wise  to  send  out  a  special  surveyor,  be- 
cause there  there  were  a  large  number 
of  buildings,  and  there  was  a  constant 
desire  to  spend  money.  But  with  re- 
gard to  Washington,  he  thought  a  fee  of 
£10  to  a  Sanitary  Inspector  on  the  spot 
would  have  supplied  the  Treasury  with 
what  they  wished  to  know.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  Vote  itself;  but  there  was 
always  something  g^ing  on  at  these 
places,  and  he  thought  the  Committee 
ought  to  protest  against  these  items 
being  put  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates. For  that  reason  he  should  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  what  was  the 
limit  of  expenditure  on  works  upon 
which  this  surveyor  was  sent  to  all  parts 
of  the  world  ? 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  whether,  as  the 
principle  was  that  this  surveyor  should 
be  sent  out  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  he 
was  sent  to  Bankok;  and,  as  seyeral 
hon.  Members  had  some  doubt  as  to 
were  Bankok  was,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  ascertain  from  the  Foreign 
Office,  or  elsewhere  ? 

Captain  AYLMEB  said,  he  oould  not 
help  thinking  these  Estimates  were 
made  up  in  a  very  slipshod  fashion. 
With  reference  to  Bankok,  it  had  been 
originally  proposed  that  one-fourth  of 
the  building  should  be  done  in  the  year ; 
but  now  it  seemed  that  three-fourths 
had  been  done.  In  regard  to  this  sur- 
veyor, did  he  receive  an  annual  salaiy, 
or  was  he  only  employed  for  each  oc- 
casion separately?  If  he  received  a 
salary,  how  was  he  employed  when  not 
travelling  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFETBE  repHed,  that 
the  surveyor  was  only  sent  out  in  rs- 
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ferenoe  to  important  works.  He  was  a 
salaried  officer,  and  when  not  employed 
in  that  way  he  was  engaged  in  advis- 
ing the  authorities  at  home.  He  was 
not  sent  to  Bankok.  The  original  in- 
tention was  to  commence  the  building 
at  Bankok  between  the  present  financi^ 
year  and  the  next,  ana  to  spread  the 
payment  over  the  two  years ;  but  after 
that  had  been  determined  upon  the 
Treasury  learnt  that  the  building  season 
was  a  short  one,  and  it  was  necessary  to 
proceed  with  the  work  at  once. 

Sib  JAMES  M*GAREL-HOGG  said, 
he  thought  that  any  hon.  Member  who 
had  any  knowledge  of  drainage  work 
would  be  glad  to  get  it  done  at  once ; 
and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  right 
hon.  QenUeman  had  done  all  that  was 
in  his  power. 

SiE  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
-wished  to  know  how  much  of  this  £1,000 
was  spent  on  the  journey  of  the  sur- 
veyor ?  Were  his  expenses  included  in 
the  £1,000  ?  [Mr.  Shaw  Lefevbb  :  No.] 
These  sanitary  works,  therefore,  cost 
£  1 ,000,  plus  the  expenses  of  the  journey. 
Surely  it  would  have  been  easy  to  ob- 
tain a  satisfactory  Eeport  from  someone 
in  Washington,  which  miffht  have  been 
checked  by  this  distinguisned  surveyor. 
He  should  support  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Kylands),  seeing  that  the 
original  Estimate  had  been  increased  by 
33  per  cent. 

The  OH ANOELLOR  op  thbEXCHE- 
QTJEB  (Mr.  Ghildebs)  said,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  already  explained  that 
the  total  cost  of  sending  out  this  salaried 
officer  had  been  about  £40.  He  doubted 
very  much  whether  any  economy  would 
have  resulted  from  employing  someone 
at  Washington,  for  he  knew  something 
about  that  city,  and  he  should  not  be 
content  to  trust  to  surveyors  at  Wash- 
ington, where  the  question  of  drainage 
was  one  of  peculiar  difficulty. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  59; 
Noes  92:  Majority  33.— (D. List,  No.  18.) 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
-whether  there  had  not  been,  under  this 
Vote,  a  saving  in  two  items — namely, 
"  A"  and  ''C,"  which  almost  amounted 
to  the  extra  sum  now  asked  for,  and 
whether  there  had  not  been  every  year 
a  small  saving  almost  sufficient  to  cover 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  7 


Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  any  saving  at  present. 
When  the  Estimate  was  brought  for- 
ward, they  might  be  aware  of  such  a 
thing;  but  they  could  not  propose  a 
small  sum  now  on  the  mere  chance  of 
there  eventually  being  a  saving  of 
which  they  now  knew  nothing. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sir  WALTER  B.BARTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  that  now,  at  five  minutes  to 
1  o'clo^,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could  have 
no  objection  to  reporting  Progress. 
They  had  been  discussing  the  Estimates 
since  a  little  before  6  o'clock.  He  there- 
fore begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,) 

Thb  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Childebs)  said,  that  the 
Committee  surely  would  not  adjourn 
the  discussion  of  the  Estimates  before  1 
o'clock,  when  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  the  whole  of  the  Vote  should 
be  got  through  that  day.  If  the  whole 
of  the  Estimates  were  not  got  through 
at  the  next  Sitting,  they  would  have  to 
sit  either  on  Saturday  next  or  the  Thurs- 
day in  Holy  Week.  He  would  now 
suggest  to  the  Committee  that  they 
should  sit  another  half-hour,  so  as  to 
improve  the  chance  of  getting  through 
the  whole  of  the  Votes  at  the  next  Sit- 
ting. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  no  objection  to  ffoing  on  with  Sup- 
ply for  another  half -hour ;  but  he  would 
respectfully  ask  some  authority  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  to  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee how  and  why  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  these  Votes  taken  by 
a  particular  date.  They  were  told  at 
the  last  Sitting  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  take  the  Army  Estimates 
to- day.  They  had  not  been  taken  to- 
day, and  yet  the  Constitution  would  go 
on  without  any  disastrous  consequences. 
Why  was  it  that  the  Government  were 
constantly  telling  them  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  to  take  particular  Votes  on  a 
particular  day  ?  He  had  made  as  care- 
ful a  calculation  as  he  could,  but  for  the 
life  of  him  he  could  not  make  out  why 
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it  was  BO  necessary  that  more  of  these 
Votes  should  be  finished  to-day. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QTJER  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  the  Com- 
mittee was  aware  that  this  year  Eas- 
ter fell  unusually  early.  The  result 
of  that  was  that  uiey  must  get  through 
not  only  the  whole  of  the  Supplemen- 
tary Votes,  but  also  the  first  Votes, 
the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  and 
must  pass  the  Ways  and  Means  Bill 
through  both  Houses,  so  as  to  get  the 
Eoyal  Assent,  and  take  the  first  Vote  on 
Account  for  Civil  Service  before  Easter. 
Easter  was  on  the  25th,  and  they  would 
have  no  time  between  that  and  the  29th, 
which  was  positively  the  last  day  on 
which  Treasury  operations  could  be  con- 
ducted. It  was  necessary  that  they 
should  take  all  these  Votes  he  had  re- 
ferred to,  and  get  the  Ways  and  Means 
Act  assented  to  by  Her  Majesty  before 
Oood  Friday.  He  presumed  the  House 
would  not  sit  on  Good  Friday,  and  that 
would  take  them  at  least  to  the  22nd  of 
this  month.  If  hoD.  Members  would 
consider  how  many  days  it  would  take 
to  pass  the  Ways  and  Means  Act,  not 
only  through  this  House,  but  also 
through  the  House  of  Lords — although 
in  that  Chamber  they  could  take  two  or 
three  stages  together — they  would  see 
that  if  the  Government  did  not  get  the 
Votes  which  were  necessary  on  Thurs- 
day and  Monday  and  Thursday  week, 
they  would  have  to  sit  on  those  days  be- 
fore Easter  that,  at  any  rate,  they  had 
not  been  accustomed  to  sit  on — on  Gt)od 
Friday  and  the  day  after,  or  meet  again 
on  Easter  Tuesday. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
whether  it  was  understood  that  if  they 
did  not  get  through  on  Thursday  and 
Monday  they  would  have  to  sit  on 
Thursday  in  Passion  Week  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  replied,  that  if 
they  concluded  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates on  Thursday,  and  took  the  follow- 
ing Monday  for  the  Army  Estimates, 
and  the  following  Thursday  for  the  Navy 
Estimates,  they  might  just  get  through. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  When 
does  the  Government  contemplate  rising 
for  the  Easter  Recess  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childebs)  :  I  cannot  say ; 
but  we  shall  not  be  able  to  rise  before 
the  Thursday  unless  we  get  these  Votes 
and  pass  the  Ways  and  Means  Bill. 

Mr,  Arthur  0^  Connor 


Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  If  we 
get  tiirough,  will  the  Easter  Holidays 
begin  on  the  Tuesday  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  They  mieht. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee. 
If  the  Committee  were  anxious  to  pro- 
ceed he  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 
He  would,  however,  point  out  that  if 
they  allowed  the  Estimates  to  be  taken 
as  they  had  been  taken  that  night,  their 
New  Rules  would  be  of  no  avau.  They 
ought  not  to  pass  Votes  in  this  per- 
functory manner,  for  on  Thursday  the 
Speaker  would  at  once  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Class  II. — Saiabies  and  Expenses  of 
CrviL  Defabtments. 

(12.)  £6,300,  Foreign  Office. 

Mb.  BOURKE  said,  they  could  not  be 
expected  to  pass  this  Vote  without  making 
one  or  two  remarks  upon  it.  It  involved 
a  large  additional  sum  for  telegrams 
sent  to  and  from  the  Foreign  Office, 
which  were  referred  to  as  consequent  on 
the  state  of  things  on  the  Continent. 
That  was  clearly  a  mis-statement  or 
euphemism.  The  telegrams  had  not 
been  sent  in  consequence  of  the  state 
of  things  on  the  Continent,  but  in  con- 
sequence of  the  state  of  things  in  Egjrpt. 
As  he  objected  altogether  to  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Egypt, 
he  naturally  objected  to  this  very  mrge 
addition  for  telegrams.  It  had  often 
been  said  that  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country  must  depend  upon  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  this  was 
an  instance  of  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
Government  leading  to  a  very  lai^  ex- 
penditure. There  was  not  only  a  sum 
of  £6,000,  but  later  on  in  the  Estimate 
there  was  one  of  £16,000  in  addition  ; 
so  that,  in  fact,  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty' Government,  in  regard  to  Egypt 
had  imposed  on  the  country,  in  the 
single  item  of  telegrams  to  and  from  the 
Foreign  Office,  the  sum  of  £22,000,  in 
addition  to  the  ordinary  Estimate.  He 
could  not  part  with  this  question  with- 
out some  protest  against  this  additional 
sum  and  against  this  expenditure  having 
become  necessary  on  account  of  the 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
Egypt. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  did  not  complain  of  his  right 
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hon.  Friend's  critioism — in  fact,  he  had 
anticipated  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
explain  to  the  Committee  the  large  ad- 
ditional sum  that  was  asked  for.  One 
Eart  of  his  riffht  hon.  Friend's  criticism 
e  admitted  the  justice  of — namely,  that 
in  which  he  had  said  it  would  have  been 
better  if  some  other  word  had  been  used 
than  "  Continent/'  or  some  further  word 
added,  because,  no  doubt,  the  expendi- 
ture under  this  head  had  been  caused 
by  the  telegrams  which  had  been  sent 
in  regard  to  affairs  in  Egypt.  No  doubt, 
in  common  parlance,  the  word  ''Con- 
tinent" was  rather  a  mistake.  He 
might  be  allowed  to  say  to  the  Commit- 
tee that,  perhaps  indirectly,  some  little 
g^d  might  arise  out  of  what  he  ad- 
mitted to  be  a  heavy  and  unusual  item 
for  telegrams  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimate  and  in  the  total  Estimate  for 
the  present  financial  year.  The  large 
item  had  naturally  caused  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  devote  his  attention  to  the 
subject  of  telegrams  to  and  from  the 
Foreign  Office.  A  close  examination 
had  been  made  of  the  subject,  and  he 
was  in  hopes— although  he  could  not 
pledge  himself  on  the  matter — that  it 
would  be  found  possible  to  bring  about 
a  considerable  reduction  in  future  years 
— a  reduction  below  what  might  be 
called  the  ordinary  Estimates.  With 
this  explanation  he  sincerely  hoped  the 
Committee  would  grant  the  sum  asked 
for. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  said,  it  was 
satisfactory  to  hear  that  the  Foreign 
Office  were  looking  into  this  matter,  as 
they  had  promised  to  do  so  for  several 
years.  But  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
dealt  with  a  point  on  which  he  (Sir 
Henry  Hollana)  and  others  entertained 
a  strong  feeling.  The  Foreign  Office 
went  on  putting  down  as  an  original  Es- 
timate an  amount  which  they  knew,  from 
the  experience  of  past  years,  must  be 
far  below  the  sum  which  would  be  re- 
quired for  telegraphic  expenses.  The  Es- 
timate was  £7,000,  and  the  Supplemen- 
tary sum  was  £6,000 ;  and  if  they  looked 
at  the  Diplomatic  Department,  they 
would  find  the  original  Estimate  for 
telegraphing  £5,000,  and  the  Supple- 
mientary  Estimate  £16,500.  He  had 
found  fault  with  the  Estimate  on  these 

f  rounds  last  year.  Granting  that  the 
oreigpi  Office  had  every  desire  to  re- 
duce the  expenditure  on  telegrams,  he 
ehould  not  be  satisfied  until  the  original 


Estimate  bore  some  proportion  to  the 
expense  likely  to  be  incurred  during  the 
year. 

Mb.  H.  S.  NOKTHOOTE  wished  to 
make  a  practical  suggestion.  Would  it 
not  be  possible  to  reduce  the  expendi- 
ture by  somewhat  curtailing  the  prac- 
tice of  repeating  telegrams  that  they 
received  to  their  Ambassadors  abroad  ? 
The  practice  used  to  be  that  when  a 
telegram  came  from  a  particular  Em- 
bassy to  repeat  it  to  all  the  others.  That 
was  a  system  which  had  been  started, 
and,  to  his  mind,  had  been  considerably 
abused,  and  he  thought  a  considerable 
amount  of  saving  might  be  effected  in 
that  direction. 

SibH.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  wished 
to  know  how  it  was  that  there  was  such 
a  discrepancy  between  the  original  Esti- 
mate and  the  amount  to  be  voted? 
There  was  no  reason  why  all  these  items 
in  the  original  Estimate  should  not  be 
considerably  nearer  the  mark. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  did  not  know  whether  it  would 
be  regular  for  him  on  this  Vote  to  dis- 
cuss the  Vote  referred  to;  but,  if  the 
Committee  would  accord  him  permission 
to  do  so,  it  might,  perhaps,  save  time. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  chief 
field  for  reduction  lay  in  the  telegrams 
sent  to  the  Foreign  Office  rather  than  in 
those  sent  from  it ;  and  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  order  to  bring  about  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  expenditure  in  a  quarter 
where  he  believed  it  could  be  reduced, 
was  keeping  a  much  closer  watch  than 
used  to  be  kept  on  the  telegrams  sent 
from  our  Agents  abroad.  The  Vote  under 
which  this  matter  would  come  would  be 
found  lower  down  the  list  of  Votes.  The 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter 
riir.  Northcote)  was  an  exceedingly  use- 
lul  one.  It  was  one  which  was  not  alto- 
gether new  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  but  it  was  very  important,  and 
doubly  important  coming,  as  it  did,  from 
one  who  had  a  special  knowledge  of  the 
matter.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  this  matter,  amongst  others, 
was  receiving  attention. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  answered  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  put  to  him-^ 
namely,  why,  after  the  experience  the 
Foreign  Office  had  had  in  former  years, 
they  should  come  for  such  a  ridiculously 
small  sum,  knowing  that  they  would 
have  to  ask  for  twice  as  much  in  the  end  ? 
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Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
admitted  that  was  a  question  which  must 
be  answered.  He  thought  he  had  an- 
swered it,  because  he  had  pointed  out 
that  the  large  excess  this  year  over  the 
Estimate  was  owing  to  circumstances 
which  were  not  foreseen  when  the 
amount  was  fixed,  those  circumstances 
being  the  condition  of  affairs  in  Egypt. 
If  it  had  not  been  for  the  state  of  things 
in  Egypt  he  did  not  think  they  would 
have  had  to  come  for  such  a  large  sum. 
It  was  true  that  a  complaint  of  this 
kind  had  arisen  in  former  years ;  but  he 
firmly  believed  that  there  would  not 
have  been  ground  for  it  this  year  but  for 
the  Egyptian  complications. 

Mr.  BOURKE  said,  that,  in  justice 
to  the  permanent  officials  of  the  Foreign 
Office  who  prepared  these  Estimates,  it 
must  be  said  that  the  Estimates  origin- 
ally framed  were  as  nearly  correct  as 
possible,  and  the  additional  amount  was 
entirely  due  to  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  Eeypt.  As  to 
telegrams  in  general,  he  believed  that 
the  more  there  were  received  and  sent 
within  a  certain  degree  of  reasonable- 
ness the  better  and  the  safer  for  the 
country,  for  he  believed  it  was  highly 
desirable  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  be  well  informed,  generally 
speaking,  as  to  the  condition  of  affairs 
abroad.  He  did  not  complain  of  the 
general  Estimate,  but  of  the  excess, 
which  was  entirely  owing  to  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  Egypt. 

Earl  PEROY  said,  the  amount  alto- 
gether was  greater,  with  one  exception, 
than  it  had  been  for  many  years  past. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(IS.)  £3,500,  Board  of  Trade. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  some  ex- 
planation of  this  Vote  was  necessary, 
and  if  it  was  not  satisfactory,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  move  a  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £3,300.  It  was  stated 
that  ''the  excess  is  caused  mainly  by 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  inquiries." 
That  was  very  vague  and  required  ex- 
planation. 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  admitted  that  the 
explanation  was  very  vague.  Inquiries 
had  increased  in  reference  to  load  lines 
and  like  points.  He  thought  the  Com- 
mittee would  allow  that  such  inquiries 
were  very  necessary. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  thought 
be  was  correct  in  saying  that  the  Board 


of  Trade  had  a  paid  solicitor  and  a 
solicitor's  staff.  Was  it  to  be  understood 
that  the  charge  of  £21,600  for  Law 
Charges  was  a  charge  outside  the  coat 
of  the  regular  staff  of  officials  which, 
no  doubt,  advised  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  conducted  all 
prosecutions  and,  he  presumed,  aU  in- 
quiries ?  If  it  was  a  charge  apart  from 
the  regular  staff,  it  certainly  represented 
a  large  charge  indeed  for  additional 
assistance. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  said,  the  inquiries 
were  from  time  to  time  increasing  in 
number,  and  the  ordinary  staff  could 
not  carry  out  all  of  them. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  if  he  was 
to  understand  that  the  ordinary  staff 
was  paid  for  making  inquiries  ?  It  did 
seem  extraordinary  there  should  be  a 
charge  of  £21,600  for  Law  Charges 
which  were  altogether  independent  of 
the  staff  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  think  it  would  be  found,  on  in- 
vestigation, that  this  excess  was  caused 
mainly  by  the  increase  in  the  number 
of  inquiries.  He  imagined  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Accounts  would  find, 
under  the  Sub>head  I,  that  there  were 
a  number  of  things  which  could  hardly 
be  classed  as  inquiries.  Last  year  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  re- 
marked upon  the  excess  of  this  par- 
ticular item,  and,  amongst  other  things, 
he  said — 

"  There  is,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  Parliamen- 
taiy  authority  for  sanctiomng  theae  Votea." 

He  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  made  no  doubt 
there  was  in  the  item  of  £3,300  pro- 
vision made  for  matter  which  had  never 
been  set  in  the  Estimates  of  the  Honae, 
and  which,  in  due  time,  would  be  no- 
ticed by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  in  his  Report.  As  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  he  wished  to  i>oint  out  that  it 
was  incumbent  on  the  Board,  under 
several  Acts  of  Parliament,  to  furnish 
a  number  of  Returns  with  reg^ard  to 
piers  and  so  forth.  None  of  such  Re- 
turns had  been  furnished  as  yet ;  in  fact, 
every  Return  which  ought  to  have  been 
furnished  this  year  was  now  in  arrear. 
Last  year  this  arrear  was  more  notice- 
able in  the  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  than  in  any  other.  Now,  when 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  coming  forward 
asking  the  House  to  give  it  increased 
I>owers  with  regard  to  trade  and  bank- 
ruptcy, there  seemed  little  chance  of  th^ 
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Basiness  being  got  through  unless  a 
vexy  stringent  hold  of  the  Department 
was  kept  by  the  House.  He  would  ask 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  to 
get  rid  of  the  arrears  in  regard  to 
Betums  ? 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  said,  he  had  placed 
a  number  of  Papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  Fishery  Harbours 
and  Piers.  8ome  of  them  were  of  a 
local  character. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  sure 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Holms) 
would  understand  he  did  not  wish  to 
press  him  unduly  or  improperly  when 
he  said  that  if  there  was  a  professional 
staff  belonging  to  a  Department,  that 
professional  staff  ought  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  Department.  Surely  the 
legpal  staff  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
large  enough  to  be  able  to  conduct  the 
business  without  coming  to  Parliament 
for  a  Vote  of  such  an  enormous  amount 
as  £21,600  for  assistance. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hekry  Jahes),  remarked  that  these 
duties  only  fell  on  the  permanent  staff 
to  a  very  small  degree.  Many  local  in- 
quiries had  been  lately  held,  and  much 
expense  outside  the  Office  necessarily  in- 
curred. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  a  Judge 
had  to  g^  down  into  the  country  from 
London.  If  that  was  so,  he  could  not 
see  why  an  official  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  not. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(14.)  £2,053,  Charity  Commission. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  hoped  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  could  give  some 
explanation  of  this  Yote.  He  thought 
there  had  been  a  Resolution  passed  in 
the  House  to  the  effect  that  the  Charity 
Gommission  was  to  pay  its  own  expenses. 
The  Resolution  was  not  passed  in  the 
present  Parliament,  but  it  was  under- 
stood the  subject  would  be  considered 
by  this  Qovernment.  It  seemed  strange 
that  this  Yote  should  come  up  now  on 
^e  Supplementary  Estimates,  at  a  time 
at  which  they  could  not  discuss  the 
principle  involved. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  the  Yote  re- 
lated to  a  particular  branch  of  endowed 
schools,  and  it  was  to  provide  for  three 
months'  salaries  of  the  officers. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
what  was  the  intention  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  with  regard  to  the  power  of  the 


Charity  Commissioners  as  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  was  a  question  the  Committee 
would  not  wish  to  enter  upon  now. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
it  was  intended  to  introduce  a  Bill  on 
the  subject  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  could  not  say. 

Yote  agreed  to, 

(15.)  £465,  Civil  Service  Commission* 

SiB  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
thought  it  might  be  very  properly  asked 
why  all  these  salaries  and  expenses  were 
not  thought  of  before  the  original  Esti- 
mate was  made?  This  Yote  was  for 
salaries,  and  allowances,  and  incidental 
personal  expenses,  all  of  which  must 
have  been  perfectly  well  known  at  the 
time  the  original  Estimate  was  pro- 
duced. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  the  Yote  was 
due  to  an  automatic  increase  in  the 
number  of  candidates.  If  there  was  an 
increased  number  of  candidates,  pro- 
vision must  be  made  for  them. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  W9LFP  asked 
whether  competitive  examination  had 
been  introduced  in  the  Foreign  Office 
and  Diplomatic  Service,  or  whether  it 
was  still  close  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
replied,  that  vacancies,  both  in  the  Fo- 
reign Office  and  Diplomatic  Service, 
were  now  filled  up  after  competition 
among  candidates  nominated  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.  As  a  general  rule,  it 
might  be  said  that  there  were  six  com- 
petitors for  each  vacancy. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
it  was  half -past  I,  and  he,  therefore, 
moved  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {^Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childiebs)  said,  he 
would  not  raise  any  opposition  to  the 
Motion. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  asked  when  the 
Estimates  would  be  printed  aud  circu- 
lated ?  He  did  not  think  it  reasonable 
they  should  be  asked  to  consider  the 
Estimates  immediately  they  were  put  in 
their  hands.    There  was  a  great  delay 
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in  the  production  of  Papers,  and  there- 
fore they  8hould  receive  the  Estimates 
some  days  before  they  were  called  upon 
to  vote  them. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday. 

MUNICIPAL    CORPORATIONS     (UNRE- 

FORMED)  BILL.— [Bill  6.] 

(Sir  CharUt  IHlhe,  Secretary  Sir  William  Har^ 

court,  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Hibbert.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  on 
the  understanding  that  the  Committee 
stage  should  not  be  taken  until  after 
Easter.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
who  had  given  Notice  of  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  had  consented  to  that  course. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5ir  Charles  7F.  Dilke.) 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  brought  forward 
at  a  time  when  it  could  be  properly  and 
reasonably  discussed. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Cer- 
tainly. 

Mb.  R.  N.  FOWLER  inquired  if  the 
Bill  was  to  jgo  before  one  of  the  Grand 
Committees  r 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  No. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  1 9th  March. 

SEED   ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2) 

BILL.— [Bill  108.] 

(Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Cochran-Fatrick,  Mr. 

McLaren,  Mr.  Mackintoih.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Db.  CAMERON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  would  be  very  much  disinclined  to 
trouble  the  House  at  that  hour  of  the 
morning  (1 .35),  were  it  not  that  the  Bill 
related  to  a  matter  of  extreme  urgency. 
At  the  present  moment  a  lamentable 
amount  of  destitution  prevailed  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland,  and 
that  destitution  had  been  brought  about 

Mr.  W.  B.  Smith 


by  an  extraordinary  concurrence  of 
calamities.  Last  year,  not  only  did  the 
potato  crop,  on  which  the  crofter  popu- 
lation largely  depended,  fail,  but  a  storm 
ravaged  a  number  of  districts  and  de- 
stroyed the  oat  crop.  To  add  to  that, 
many  of  the  fishing  boats  were  destroyed 
by  storms,  and,  generally,  fishing  in  the 
sea  was  a  failure.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, a  movement  was  set  on  foot  for 
the  relief  of  the  people,  particularly  of 
the  Island  of  Lewis.  Subscriptions  were 
collected,  not  only  in  the  districts  them- 
selves, but  an  appeal  was  made  to  the 
Cities  of  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  and 
elsewhere.  It  was  asserted,  by  a  depu- 
tation from  Lewis,  that  the  amount  of 
destitution  there  was  much  greater  than 
could  be  met  by  charitable  relief ;  and  the 
Committee  appointed  to  collect  subscrip- 
tions in  Glasgow  at  the  beginning  of 
the  year,  found  from  the  applications 
made  to  it  from  all  parts  of  tJie  High- 
lands that  it  was  so  hopeless  to  cope 
with  the  distress  by  means  of  private 
charity,  that  it  addressed  a  Memorial  to 
the  Government  for  extraordinary  relief. 
In  that  Memorial  the  Glasgow  Committee 
asserted  what  was  corroborated  by  testi- 
mony from  all  parts  of  the  destitute  dis- 
tricts— that  the  distress  was  unequalled 
by  anything  which  had  occurred  since 
1 846.  There  was  great  destitution,  not 
merely  in  Lewis,  in  Skye,  and  other 
Islands,  but,  to  a  certain  extent,  on  the 
mainland — in  Inverness,  Sutherland,  and 
Ross-shire.  The  destitution  had,  up  to 
the  present,  assumed  an  acute  phase  in 
certain  places  only ;  but  from  every  place 
there  came  a  great  demand  for  seed.  The 
potato  crop  last  year  was  a  total  failure,or 
almost  a  total  failure,  and  what  potatoes 
the  inhabitants  had  not  been  obliged  to 
consume  for  food  were  of  such  a  diseased 
character  as  to  be  of  no  use  for  seed. 
The  oat  crop  was  also  a  failure ;  and  the 
object  with  which  he  introduced  the  Bill 
was  to  meet  a  very  sad  emergency — an 
emergency  which  had  not  been  equalled 
in  the  history  of  the  Highlands  during 
the  last  40  years.  When,  a  few  years 
c^go,  gpreat  destitution  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land, the  Conservative  Government  of 
the  day  passed  an  Act  enabling  loans  to 
be  made  to  the  destitute  tenants,  in  order 
that  they  would  be  able  to  procure  seed. 
They  knew  that  the  results  of  ttiat  Aet 
had  not  been  veiy  encouraging ;  but 
this  Bill,  while  based  on  the  same 
general    principle,  was  very    diffor^it 
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in  detail.  They  proposed  that  under 
this  Bill  interest  should  be  charged, 
while  the  loans  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land were  made  without  interest.  In 
the  present  case  the  advance  was  limited 
in  extent,  and  it  was  proposed  that  it 
should  be  made  to  the  parish  on  security 
which  was  absolutely  undoubted.  He 
thought  he  was  perfectly  safe  in  saying 
that  any  loan  made  under  this  Bill  would 
be  absolutely  certain  of  repayment.  The 
assistance  proposed  to  be  given  was  in 
the  shape  of  loan.  It  was  to  be  given 
to  the  parish  on  the  application  of  the 
Parochial  Board,  and  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Board  of  Supervision.  The  Paro- 
chial Boards  were  to  have  the  power  of 
giving  small  loans  not  exceeding  £5, 
and  the  loans  were  to  be  limited  to  the 
case  of  tenants  under  £15.  There  had 
been  one  or  two  hon.  Members  who 
took  objection  to  this  proposal — his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr. 
Bamsay),  for  example,  who  apparently 
held  that  the  assistance  should  oe  rather 
by  way  of  gift.  That  was  a  proposal  to 
which,  however,  he  was  afraid  tnat  Go- 
vernment would  not  agree.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  sum  of  money  was  so  small 
that  it  might  easily  be  borrowed  from 
private  Companies.  He  quite  admitted 
that  such  machinery  might  be  put  in 
force  if  there  were  time.  It  was  now  the 
6th  of  March,  and  seed-time  was  just 
upon  them.  It  might  be  said  that  the 
landowners  might  make  the  necessary 
advances.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  proprietors  were  often  life-renters, 
and  that  they  could  not  safely  make  such 
advances  without  special  legislation.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  there  could  be  no  pos- 
sible objection  on  principle  to  making 
advances  to  tenants  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  them  to  tide  over  an  extraordi- 
nary crisis.  It  appeared  to  him  there  was 
no  difference  in  principle  between  the 
adrances  he  recommended  and  advances 
to  a  landowner  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling him  to  effect  improvements,  or 
to  a  municipality  or  school  board  for 
educational  and  sanitary  purposes.  The 
object  was  quite  as  laudable  in  the 
one  case  as  in  the  other.  [''  Divide !  "] 
He  should  not  have  trespassed  upon  the 
House  where  it  not  for  the  extreme 
urgency  of  the  matter.  There  were  but 
few  days  daring  which  any  relief  could 
be  given ;  and  what  he  was  afraid  of  was 
that  unless  relief  be  given  immediately, 
unless  those  men  be  enabled  to  plant  their 


ground,  the  same  thing  would  happen 
as  happened  in  1846;  they  would  find 
themselves,  at  the  end  of  this  season, 
drifting  into  a  state  of  chronic  pauperism, 
such  as  existed  formerly  for  five  years, 
and  which  would  necessitate  an  expendi- 
ture of  public  money  much  more  formi- 
dable in  amount  than  that  now  asked 
for.  The  amount  asked  to  be  advanced 
was  a  mere  bagatelle  contrasted  with  the 
amount  which  that  House  wasted  upon 
infinitely  less  important  objects.  He 
would  repeat  that  his  object  was  to 
prevent  the  Highlands  drifting  into  the 
state  into  which  they  drifted  in  1846, 
and  he  believed  that  might  be  done  by 
making  small  advances  promptly.  He 
thought  the  principle  upon  which  this 
proposal  was  based  had  been  admitted 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  in  1880,  and 
he  therefore  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'I  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr.  Cameron,) 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  enter  into  the  merits 
of  this  Bill  now,  for  it  was  one  which  it 
was  quite  impossible  to  discuss  at  that 
time  of  night  (1.45).  He  entirely  sym- 
pathized with  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member;  but  he  felt  bound  to  say, 
speaking  from  his  knowledge  of  their 
character,  that  the  Scotch  people  were 
quite  able  to  take  care  of  themselves. 
But,  however  that  might  be,  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  would  require  very 
grave  consideration,  and  he  begged  to 
move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  (Dr.  Cameron)  would 
consent  to  the  Motion,  as  he  thought  the 
Bill  could  not  be  adequately  discussed 
at  that  hour. 

SiK  EDWAED  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  was  not  so  much  concerned  for  the 
amount  involved  as  for  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  for  it  proposed  uiat  money 
should  be  advanced  without  any  security, 
and  probably,  in  many  cases,  without 
any  prospect  of  its  being  repaid.  He 
regarded  this  as  a  very  serious  question, 
and  he  was  anxious  to  have  the  debate 
adjourned  in  order  that  the  Government 
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might  lay  before  the  House  any  infor- 
mation they  possessed  which  would  jus- 
tify a  Bill  of  this  kind.  Such  a  measure 
ought  to  be  a  Ministerial  measure,  and 
should  not  be  brought  in  by  a  private 
Member  without  any  assurance  from  the 
Qovemment  that  they  would  help  the 
Bill  through. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  thought 
this  BO  important  a  matter — not  as  far 
as  the  amount  of  money  involved  was 
concerned  as  in  regard  to  the  principle 
— that  if  the  Government  favoured  the 
proposal,  as  he  understood  they  did, 
they  ought  to  introduce  a  Bill  themselves. 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  CniLDERs)  said,  the  Go- 
vernment were  usually  guided  in  such 
matters  as  this  by  precedent.  The  Seed 
Loans  Bill  for  Ireland  was  not  brought 
in  by  the  Government,  but  by  a  private 
Member ;  and  the  present  Bill  was  for 
a  very  much  smaller  amount,  upon 
totally  difiFerent  security.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  possible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  adopt  the  hon.  Member's 
suggestion ;  but  the  question  should  be 
considered  in  the  light  of  experience. 

Db.  CAMERON  said,  that,  in  view  of 
the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  would  be  absurd  for  him  to  attempt 
to  press  the  Bill  now  ;  but  lie  wished  to 
urge  the  necessity  for  whatever  was  to 
be  done  being  done  at  once.  If  nothing 
was  to  be  done  in  the  next  few  days,  it 
would  be  better  to  reject  the  Bill  at 
once,  and  so  let  the  country  know  ex- 
actly how  the  matter  stood. 

Motion  agr$ed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

PUBLIC  HOUSE  LIOENBIKG   COMMITTEES 

BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  Mr.  Barran,  Bill  to  romove 
the  disabilities  of  Magistrates  who  are  Share- 
holders in  Railways  from  sitting  on  Public 
House  Licensing  Committees,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  l^Ir.  Barran,  Mr.  Uenry  H. 
FowLBR,  and  Mr.  Jackhon. 

^iHpreBentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [  Bill  110.] 

OLERICAL  DISABILITIES   (HOUSE   OF 
OOMMONS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Roundbll,.  Bill  to  remove 
the  disabilities  affecting  the  eligibility  of  per- 
sons  in  Holy  Orders  to  sit  in  the  liouse  of 
Commons,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr. 
EoxniDELL,  Mr.  Lton  Platfair,  Sir  Gabriel 
GoLDNBT,  Mr.  Thorold  Kooers,  and  Mr. 
Gregory. 

BUlpreiented,8aidn&d  the  first  time.  [Bill  111.] 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 
6*iV  Edward  Cohbrooke 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  6ih  March,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Cohmittbe  appointed— 
Land  Law  (Ireland). 

Public  Bills — First  Reading  —  Consolidated 
Fund,  &c.  (Permanent  Charges  Redemption) 
Act  (1873)  Amendment*  (13). 

Second  Reading — Payment  of  Wages  in  Public- 
houses  Prohibition  (1). 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL. 

QUESTION. 

Lo&D  BEABOUENE,  in  calling  at- 
tention to  the  Answer  given  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Crolonies  the  other  night  to  a  Ques- 
tion respecting  the  employment  of  dyna- 
mite in  the  Transvaal,  asked  whether 
the  territory  of  the  Chief  Mapoch,  in- 
stead of  being  in  the  interior  of  the 
Transvaal,  as  stated  by  the  noble  £arly 
was  one  of  the  nearest,  if  not  the  nearest, 
territory  to  the  civilized  part  of  that 
country ;  whether,  with  reference  to  the 
refusal  of  Mapoch  to  pay  taxes,  it  was  not 
the  fact  that  none  of  the  Kaffir  Chiefs 
paid  their  taxes  until  the  end  of  the 
war,  whereas  Mapoch  had  always  ex- 
pressed his  readiness  to  pay  any  tax 
that  might  be  imposed  upon  him  bj  the 
British  Government;  and  whether,  so 
far  from  being  unfriendly  to  the  British 
Government,  he  had  not  sent  a  large 
contingent  to  help  in  the  British  expedi- 
tion against  Secocoeni  ? 

The  Earl  of  DERBY,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  accurately  answered  the 
Question  put  to  him  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  other  night,  when  he  referred  to  the 
situation  of  the  territory  of  the  Chief 
Mapoch  in  the  Transvaal,  and  when  he 
stated  that  Mapoch  refused  to  pay  taxes 
to  the  British  Government.  It  was 
quite  true — though  he  was  not  aware  of 
the  fact  the  other  night — ^that  this  Chief 
at  an  earlier  period,  when  the  expedi- 
tion was  undertaken  aeainst  Secoooeni, 
had  helped  the  British  Forces  with  a 
contingent  of  his  own,  and  that  he  was 
so  far  friendly.  But  he  believed  there 
was  no  doubt  as  to  the  refused  to  pay 
taxes.  He  could  not  say  what  the  other 
Chiefs  had  done. 


PAYMENT  OF  WAGES  IN  PUBLIC- 
HOUSES  PROHIBITION   BILL.- (No.   1.) 

{Th4  Earl  Stanhope.) 
SECOND   KBADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing read. 

Eabl  stanhope,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  it  was  a  custom  among  persons  en- 
gaged in  brickyards,   dockyards,   ship- 
building yards,  and  dusty ards,  to  have 
their  wages  paid  in  public-houses.  This 
was  a  most  pernicious  custom,  and  one 
that  ought  to  be  prohibited.    It  seemed 
veiy  natural  that  if  wages  were  paid  over 
a  bar-counter  the  men  should  spend  the 
money  they  received  in  drink.      They 
were  induced  to  do  so  in  treating  their 
companions;  and  they  were  driven  to 
do  so,  as  it  was  called,  for  the  good  of 
the  house.      One  glass  led  to  another, 
and  another,  and  thus  both  health  and 
wages  were  frittered  away,  and  no  money 
was  taken  home  to  their  wives  and  fami- 
lies.   In  the  poorer  parts  of  London 
women  were    frequently  seen  waiting 
outside  the  gin-palaces  to  take  their  hus- 
bands home,  and  to  get  them  away  with 
8u£Bcient  money  to  keep  a  roof  over  their 
heads,  and  to  save  their  families  from 
starvation.     Yet  it  was  said  that  this 
Bill  was  not  based  upon  the  observation 
of  &cts,  and  that  the  inherent  liberty  of 
the  subject  was  interfered  with  by  it. 
Compulsory  vaccination,  which  prevented 
the  spread  of  small-pox,  and  the  com- 
pulsory  registration  of  births  and  deaths, 
which  was  highly  conducive  to  the  pre- 
fiorration  of   infant  life,   were  in   one 
sense  an  interference  with  the  liberty  of 
the  subject.     Again,  the  more  recently 
aanctioned  Education  Act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  providing    education    for   the 
children  of  the  poor  in  England,  in  order 
that  this  country  might  not  be  behind 
Germany,  and  other  States,  was  in  the 
same  sense  an  interference  with  personal 
liberty.    Besides  the  temptation  offered 
to  drink  by  the  payment  of  washes  in 
public-houses,  many  instances  had  been 
brought  to  his  notice  of  the  quantity  of 
monev  actually  thrown  away  on  such 
occasions  in  public-houses.    Indeed,  he 
had  heard  of  as  much  as  £7  or  £8  being 
picked  up  on  the  closing  of  a  public- 
house,  the  men  having  become  unable, 
through  drink,  to  discriminate  between 
gold  and  copper.    Many  of   the  poor 
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people  also  got  so  intoxicated  on  the 
Saturday  night  that  they  were  unable 
to  leave  the  public-house,  and  remained 
shut  up  there  during  the  whole  of 
Sunday.  There  was  another  argument 
urged  against  the  Bill,  which  was  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  it,  inasmuch 
as  the  Trades  Unions  did  not  move  in 
the  matter,  which  they  would  do  if  the 
people  desired  it.  If  they  did,  the 
power  of  combination  among  the  work- 
ing classes  was  so  strong  that  it  could 
secure  the  object  in  view  without  the 
necessity  of  legislation.  But  the  multi- 
plicity of  employments  and  trades  ren- 
dered that  impossible.  He  would  venture 
to  say,  however,  that  if  a  pUbUeite  of 
the  wives  of  the  working  classes  could 
be  taken  they  would  all  vote  against  the 
payment  of  wages  in  public-houses,  and 
a  great  many  of  their  husbands  would 
do  the  same.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  had  given  Notice  of  opposition 
to  the  Bill  made  a  clever  and  amusing 
speech  at  the  Westminster  Palaco  Hotel, 
on  the  29th  November  last,  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Liberty  and  Property  Defence 
League.     He  used  these  words — 

"  The  next  thing — and  upon  my  word  they 
ought  to  he  ashamed  to  bring  this  forward — is 
that  wages  are  not  to  be  paid  in  public-houses. 
He  felt  incUned  to  propose  as  an  additional  pro- 
vision that  if  there  are  any  small  boys  who  re- 
ceive wages  they  should  not  be  paid  in  cakeshops 
because,  he  supposed,  the  object  of  this  provision 
was  that  the  men  would  be  tempted  to  spend  their 
wages  in  a  public-house,  and  similar  reasoning 
wiU  apply  to  the  small  boys." 


That,  no  doubt,  might  be  a  strictly  legal 
analogy,  but  it  was  not  a  practical  ana- 
logy* «^8  the  result  of  the  two  practices 
was  so  dififerent.  He  had  heard  that 
when  a  pastrycook  took  an  apprentice, 
the  first  thing  he  did  was  to  give  him  a 
surfeit  of  buns  and  tarts,  of  which  he  got 
so  heartily  tired  that  ever  after  he  had  a 
lively  dread  of  confectionery  and  refrained 
from  touching  the  stock-in-trade ;  but  it 
was  quite  different  with  respect  to  the 
use  of  alcoholic  beverages,  inasmuch  as 
one  drink,  instead  of  creating  a  nausea, 
rather  stimulated  the  appetite  for  more, 
and  the  appetite  grew  until  it  became  an 
intolerable  evil  that  could  not  be  re- 
pressed. The  Committee  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  on  Intemperance  in  1878 
and  1879,  reported  that — 

"  Almost  all  the  witnesses  concurred  in  ex- 
pressing their  belief  that  by  far  the  greatest 
amount  of  drinking  and  of  drunkenness  oc- 
curred on  Saturday  nights,  that  being  the  day 
on  which  wages  are  usually  paid." 
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An  argument  used  against  the  Bill  was 
that  it  was  a  new  proposal ;  but,  in  fact, 
it  was  only  an  elargement  of  the  exist- 
ing law.  The  Mines  Begulation  Act 
prohibited  the  payment  of  miners'  wages 
m  public-houses,  and  in  Ireland  nobody 
coiUd,  under  a  Statute  of  Oeorge  III., 
be  paid  in  any  public-house.  That  was 
a  most  beneficial  provision.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  recently  sanc- 
tioned the  same  principle  by  prohibiting 
the  payment  of  Army  pensioners  in 
public-houses.  It  was  also  contrary  to 
the  Militia  Acts  to  pay  militiamen  in 
public-houses.  His  noble  Relative  who 
represented  the  Home  Office  (the  Earl 
of  Bosebery)  had  expressed  his  concur- 
rence with  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but 
he  hoped  that  he  would  this  year  go 
further  and  give  it  his  support.  The 
noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2-.'' 
—{The  Earl  Stanhope.) 

Lord  BEAMWELL,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
six  months,  said,  it  was  with  great  re- 
luctance he  rose  to  address  their  Lord- 
ships. If  this  was  a  question  of  law, 
their  Lordships  might  listen  to  him  in 
the  belief  that  he  ought  at  least  to  know 
something  about  it.  He  was  afraid, 
however,  there  was  a  disposition  to  think 
that  he  who  had  a  sort  of  title  to  speak 
on  one  subject  ought  to  be  silent  on 
all  others.  He  wished,  notwithstanding, 
to  express  his  opinion  that  this  was  a 
most  mischievous  proposal.  He  asked 
the  House  to  consider  what  it  was. 
It  was  this — that  no  matter  how  con- 
venient it  might  be  to  the  man  who 
paid  and  the  man  who  received  that 
wages  should  be  paid  in  a  public-house, 
and  no  matter  how  inconvenient  it  might 
be  that  wages  should  be  paid  elsewhere, 
their  Lordships  were  called  upon  to 
enact  under  a  penalty  that  they  should 
not  be  paid  there.  There  was  in  this 
proposal  no  means  of  getting  rid  of  that 
penalty.  They  were  asked  to  lay  down 
the  hard  line  that  the  thing  should  not  be 
done,  and  that  too  without  giving  any 
power  to  anyone  in  any  case  to  permit 
such  payment.  Now,  before  they  took 
that  course,  he  would  ask  if  the  House 
had  before  it  the  materials  on  which  it 
could  base  an  alteration  of  the  law  in 
the  way  proposed?  It  was  said  that 
when  wages  were  paid  in  public-houses 

Earl  Stanhope 


great  inconveniences  took  place.    That 
might  be  so ;  but  did  they  know  that 
they  were  not  counter-balanced  by  the 
inconveniences  which  would  result  from 
such  a  law  as  that  proposed?    When 
men  received  their  wages  in  the  public- 
house,  they  were  at  least  under  shelter ; 
but  enact  this  law,  and  they  would  have  to 
stand  outside  a  shed,  whatever  the  rain, 
hail,  sleet,  or  snow.  At  present,  they  and 
the  persons  who  paid  them  could  go  into 
the  public-house,  which  was  convenient 
to  all.  If  the  question  before  the  House 
were,  as  the  noble  Earl  put  it,  whether 
the  practice  of  paying  wages  in  public- 
houses  was  a  good  one,  then  there  oould 
be  no  two  opinions  on  the  subject.     It 
must  be  admitted  by  eveiyone  that  some 
mischief  would  result.      He    believed 
that  no  considerate  master  would  desire 
to  pay  wages  in  a  public-house,  and  no 
prudent  workman  would  desire  to  re- 
ceive them  therein.  He  was  quite  willing 
to  g^  that  length ;  but  the  question  be- 
fore their  Lordships  was  not  as  to  whether 
the  practice  was  a  good  one.  What  they 
had  to  consider  was  whether  it  would  be 
convenient,  or  whether  it  would  be  in- 
convenient, that  there  should  be  a  posi- 
tive prohibition  of  wages  being  paid  in 
a   public-house ;    or,    rather,    whether 
they  had  the  materials  for  forming  an 
opinion  thereon  ?  No  one  was  better  ac- 
quainted than  he  was  with  the  mischiefs 
that  arose  through  drink ;  he  had  noticed 
in  the  calendars  that  twice  the  number 
of  crimes,  exclusive  of  cases  of  fraud. 
in  which  there  was  no  element  of  vio- 
lence, were  committed  on  Saturday,  the 
day  on  which  the  wages  were  paid  and 
spent,   as  upon  any  other  day  in    the 
week.    Nay,  he  believed  that  if  they 
took  away  the  charges  into  which  drnnk- 
enness  did    not  enter  as  an  element, 
the  number  of  offences  committed  on 
Saturday  were  thrice  as  many  as  on 
any  other  day  in  the  week ;  so  that  he 
had  formulated  his  experience  thus — 
Saturday,  wages  day ;  drink  day ;  crime 
day.    He  was  fully  sensible  of  that,  but 
that  was  not  the  question  before  the 
House.    What  they  had  to  consider  was 
whether  they  would  lay  down  a  rule  in 
the  way  they  were  invited  to  do,  and 
with  no  more  materials  than  had  been 
offered  to  them.     He  asked  their  Lord- 
ships not  to  do  that?    But,    further, 
what  was  the  object  of  the  Bill  ?    Was 
it  to   tempt  the    men   to  keep  away 
from  the  public-house,  to  protect  grown 


1569        Payment  of  Wages  in        |  March  6,  1883)     PuhUe-houeee,  ^e.  Bill,     1670 


up  men  as  if  they  were  children  from 
themselyes  ?  He  could  not  but  ex- 
press some  surprise  at  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Earl.  He  said  that 
compulsory  vaccinationi  which  was  an 
interference  with  the  liberty  of  the 
subject,  was,  nevertheless,  sanctioned 
by  the  State  because  of  the  good  it  did 
in  preventing  the  spread  of  small-pox, 
as  if  that  justified  the  interference  of 
the  State  in  the  manner  in  which  a  man 
arrived  at  full  years  of  discretion  made 
use  of  his  time  and  money.  There  was 
no  analogy  between  the  two  cases.  If 
there  was  one  exception  to  a  rule  which 
worked  well,  that  was  no  reason  they 
should  create  a  second  exception  to  it. 
Such  an  argument  as  that  would  seem 
to  show  that  rules  were  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  exception  taken  to  them. 
This  country  was  the  most  prosperous 
in  the  world.  The  people  had  more 
wealth,  more  comfort,  and  more  happi- 
ness than  the  people  of  any  other  coun- 
try he  knew.  If  he  were  asked  how 
that  had  been  brought  about,  he  would 
say  that  it  was  because  the  people  had 
been  left  to  themselves  and  had  not  been 
worried  by  Government,  and  he  objected 
to  that  state  of  things  being  altered.  It 
was  true,  the  Trades  Union  Congress  had 
approved  the  Bill,  and  the  opinion  of 
that  body  was  entitled  to  great  respect ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  it  re- 
presented skilled  labour,  while  the  people 
who  were  paid  in  public-houses  were 
unskilled  labourers,  a  class  who  were 
not  represented  on  the  Congress.  At 
the  same  gathering,  by-the-bye,  the  na- 
tionalization of  the  land  was  recom- 
mended. He  wondered  whether  the 
noble  Earl  would  some  day  bring  that 
recommendation  before  their  Lordships. 
To  pass  the  Bill  would  be  to  take  unneces- 
sarily a  step  in  the  dark,  and  he  there- 
fore begged  to  move  that  the  measure  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Amendment  movf  if  ,  to  leave  out  ("  no  w" ) 
and  add  at  the  end  of  the  Motion  ('^  this 
day  six  months.") — {^The  Lard  BramweU,) 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBUEY  said, 
that  he  was  in  some  measure  the  author 
of  the  Bill  before  their  Lordships,  for  in 
1842,  when  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
the  employment  of  women  and  children 
in  mines  and  collieries,  he  proposed  that 
no  wages  should  be  paid  in  places  where 
intoxicating  drinks  were  sold,  and  the 
proposal  wascarried  through  both  Houses 

YOL,  CCLXXVI.    [third  sbries.] 


by  acclamation.  The  hostility  shown  to 
the  present  Bill  was  due  to  the  move* 
ment  of  a  new  society,  called  ''The 
Liberty  and  Property  Defence  Lea«^e." 
He  now  looked  upon  the  action  of  that 
society  with  much  alarm ;  and  he  felt 
convinced  that  if  their  Lordships  should 
reject  the  measure  they  would  be  taking 
the  first  step  in  a  career  which  would 
result  in  a  reversal  of  that  policy  which, 
during  the  last  50  years,  had  done  so 
much  for  the  amelioration  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  working  classes.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  spoken  as  if  that 
was  the  first  time  that  such  a  measure 
as  the  one  now  before  them  had  been 
proposed.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  before 
the  public  for  40  years,  and  had  been 
affirmed  by  Parliament  in  1842  and  1872. 
That  being  so,  it  was  now  far  too  late 
for  their  Lordships  to  question  the  prin- 
ciple. They  must  adduce  facts.  But  the 
various  Inspectors  of  general  industries 
who  had  seen  the  principle  enforced  de- 
sired to  see  it  applied  through  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land.  There  were 
thousands  of  people  who  were  just  as 
incapable  as  children  of  defending  them- 
selves against  the  dangers  attending  the 
present  practice  of  paying  wages  in  pub- 
Uc-houses.  The  Missionaries  of  the  City 
of  London  Mission — and  they  could  have 
no  better  authority — gave  it  as  their 
opinion  that  the  practice  was  hurtful  in 
every  way,  and  led  to  drunkenness  and 
every  form  of  crime  that  followed  in  the 
train  of  drunkenness.  Many  foremen,  it 
should  be  remembered,  were  part-owners 
of  public-houses,  and  the  men  under  them 
were  compelled  to  choose  between  ac- 
cepting payment  in  a  public-house  and 
being  sent  to  the  rightabout.  He  did 
not  speak  of  the  large  employers  of 
labour;  they  had  seen  the  duty  and 
benefit  of  saving  their  people  from  such 
temptation.  Labourers  in  dockyards — 
not  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards,  but  those 
yards  where  mercantile  ships  were  laden 
and  unladen — were  often  subjected  to 
pressure  of  that  kind.  These  were  a  very 
numerous  class,  and  their  employment 
was  precarious,  depending  on  the  arrival 
of  ships  and  the  weather.  When  the 
demand  was  brisk,  they  got  19«.  or  20«. 
a  week.  When  trade  was  not  brisk, 
when  no  ships  were  coming  in,  or  when 
the  weather  was  adverse,  they  made 
nothing  at  all.  A  clergyman,  a  Mend  of 
his,  who  had  the  largest  number  of  this 
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class  under  his  charge  of  any  clergyman 
in  London,  told  him  that  their  average 
earnings  throughout  the  year  were  not 
more  than  9«.  a  week.  Was  he  to  be 
told  that  these  men,  when  so  many 
others  were  ready  to  take  their  places, 
could  for  a  moment  refuse  to  go  into  a 
public-house  to  receive  their  wages,  in 
which  public-house  they  were  oftentimes 
made  to  drink  during  many  hours  before 
wages  were  paid?  It  was  in  defence 
of  these  men  that  he  begged  their  Lord- 
ships to  read  this  Bill  a  second  time. 
The  principle  of  the  legislation  of  the 
last  half-century  was  that  of  defending 
the  weak  against  the  strong ;  and  he  im- 
plored their  Lordships  not  to  depart  now 
from  that  principle,  which  had  been,  pro- 
ductive of  so  much  good,  and  which  had 
done  so  much  honour  to  ihQ  nation.  They 
were  told  that  they  were  constantly  in- 
terfering with  the  liberty  of  the  subject. 
Well,  if  they  did  interfere,  it  was  no 
longer  matter  of  experiment,  but  a 
proof  that  it  was  to  the  benefit  of  the 
nation.  The  noble  Lord,  in  his  speech 
at  the  Westminster  Hotel,  thought  he 
had  found  an  admirable  illustration  in 
the  case  of  the  payment  of  the  wages  of 
boys  in  sweetmeat  shops.  If  they  could 
prove  that  that  practice  had  led  to  such 
evils  as  those  which  this  Bill  was  intended 
to  meet,  he  would  support  a  measure  to 
put  it  down.  Volenti  nonfit  injuria.  If  this 
was  an  interference  with  the  liberty  of 
the  working  man,  it  was  one  which  the 
working  man  would  heartily  welcome.  If 
they  took  a  walk  through  the  districts 
which  these  people  inhabited  they  would 
find  that  seven-tenths  of  the  men  and 
every  one  of  the  women  would  cry  out  in 
the  name  of  God  to  give  them  this  legis- 
lation. He  was  certain  it  would  confer 
an  inestimable  benefit  upon  them.  If 
the  House  of  Lords  were  to  throw  out  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  which  these  people 
considered  necessary  for  their  happiness, 
the  country  would  deeply  regret  it.  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  give  a 
second  reading  to  this  Bill,  which,  in  his 
conscience,  he  believed  to  be  demanded 
alike  by  the  law  of  God  and  the  welfare 
of  the  people. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  it  was  impossible  to  listen  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just 
sat  down  without  being  impressed  with 
his  earnestness  and  without  approving 
the  object  he  had  in  view.  But  the  ob- 
ject of  the  noble  Earl  was  one  thing, 
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and  the  means  by  which  he  wished  to 
carry  out  that  object  was  another.  This 
Bill  was  a  sample  of  a  kind  of  legisla- 
tion of  which  they  had  had  of  late 
years  a  good  deal,  but  which  Parliament 
should  view  with  feelings  of  the  greatest 
distrust.  They  were  asked  to  protect 
people  perfectly  well  able  to  protect 
themselves.  Some  members  of  a  par- 
ticular class  were  in  the  habit  of  taking 
advantage  of  the  payment  of  wages  in 
public- houses  on  Saturday  afternoons  in 
order  to  prove  themselves  thriftless  and 
intemperate;  and,  therefore,  the  noble 
Earl  proposed  to  put  the  whole  of  that 
class  into  leading-strings.  They  were 
described  in  the  Bill  as  '*  working  men, 
labourers,  journeymen  artificers,  handi- 
craftsmen," and  so  on.  Why,  these  wore 
the  persons  who  at  present  had  the  Par- 
liamentary franchise  in  boroughs,  and  in 
a  short  time,  he  presumed,  would  have 
it  in  counties.  They  were  the  men  to 
whose  arbitrament  the  control  of  our 
national  finances,  as  well  as  questions  of 
peace  and  war  and  other  great  issues, 
would  be  entrusted ;  and  yet  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Stanhope*)  told  their  Lord- 
ships that  they  were  not  to  be  trusted 
within  sight  of  a  quart  pot,  or  within 
earshot  of  a  beer  engine.  No  doubt  this 
kind  of  interference  with  personal  liberty 
was  sometimes  unavoidable.  The  noble 
Earl  gave  two  instances,  unfortunately 
chosen —those  of  national  education  and 
vaccination.  But  surely  the  case  for  in- 
terference in  respect  of  those  stood  upon 
very  different  ground.  If  there  were  no 
such  interference  in  the  case  of  educa- 
tion, we  should  have  had  a  whole  gene- 
ration growing  up  in  ignorance ;  and  if 
there  were  no  interference  with  regard  to 
vaccination,  it  would  be  a  matter  of  cer- 
tainty that  small-pox  would  spread  over 
the  community.  Such  interference  pro- 
perly took  place  where  the  physical 
health  or  moral  welfare  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  community  was  concerned ; 
but  that  had  not  been  shown  to  be  the 
case  in  the  present  instance.  In  his  opi- 
nion, there  were  three  conditions  which 
ought  to  be  fulfilled  before  interference 
of  this  kind  was  resorted  to.  The  first 
condition  was  that  it  should  be  demon- 
strated that  there  was  an  overwhelming 
necessity  for  interference;  the  second, 
that  the  interference  would  be  effectual ; 
and  the  third,  that  the  inconvenience 
occasioned  by  it  should  not  outweigh  the 
advantages  which  might  result     Hii 
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noble  Friend  had  clearly  failed  to  make 
out  that  in  this  case  those  conditions 
were  fulfilled.  He  had  g^ven  their  Lord- 
ships' House  some  vague  statements  as 
to  Saturday  afternoon  drinking ;  but  it 
did  not  follow  that  the  Bill  would  stop 
Saturday  afternoon  drinking.  What  was 
to  prevent  men  going  to  drink  at  public- 
houses  after  they  had  received  their 
wages  in  some  other  buildings — very 
likely  next  door  to,  or,  at  any  rate,  in 
the  same  street  as,  the  public-house? 
It  was  possible  that  a  small  increase 
of  sobriety  might  result  from  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  notorious 
that  a  great  number  of  persons  would 
be  put  to  the  greatest  possible  incon- 
venience, as  public- houses  often  were 
the  only  places  where  the  men  could  rest 
and  get  refreshment  after  their  week's 
work.  He  hoped  that  it  would  not  be 
supposed  that  he  was  not  in  favour  of 
temperance.  On  the  contrary,  he  be- 
lieved the  great  temperance  movement 
now  abroad  in  the  country  was  produc- 
ing a  large  amount  of  good  ;  but  he  dis- 
believed in  these  Acts  of  grandmotherly 
solicitude  intended  to  make  people  do 
what  they  ought  to  do  for  themselves. 
It  was  not  by  such  legislation  they  would 
make  persons  thrifty  or  temperate.  He 
should  hope  a  great  deal  more  from  the 
effects  of  education,  from  affording  the 
working  classes  opportunities  for  invest- 
ing their  savings,  and,  above  all,  from 
providing  for  them  cheerful  amusements 
not  at  present  within  their  reach.  He 
should  regret  any  legislation  which 
would  strengthen  the  impression  that  it 
was  the  business  of  Parliament  to  do  for 
the  people  what  the  people  ought  to  do 
for  themselves. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  the  noble  Marquess  who  had  just 
sat  down  said  that  under  this  Bill  work- 
men who  had  been  paid  their  wages 
could  still  go  into  a  neighbouring  public- 
house.  In  that  case,  however,  it  would 
be  a  voluntary  act,  and  we,  the  sup- 
porters of  this  Bill,  wanted  liberty,  and 
that  no  man  should  be  compelled  to 
go  into  a  public-house.  If,  as  had 
been  said,  it  rained  or  snowed  outside, 
and  the  publican  provided  a  warm 
room  for  the  workmen  whilst  they 
were  waiting  for  their  wages,  it  was 
human  nature  that  they  should  feel 
bound  to  make  a  return  for  this  hos- 
pitality, and  order  something  for  the 
good  of  the  house.    There  was  another 


cause  which  led  to  the  workmen  having 
to  wait  a  long  time  while  their  wages 
were  being  paid,  and  that  was  that  the 
Department  of  the  Gbvernment  which 
looked  after  the  Mint  did  not  take  care 
to  provide  a  sufficient  supply  of  small 
silver  coinage.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Bramwell),  who  opposed  the 
Bill,  had  referred  to  the  amount  of 
drunkenness  and  crime  which  accom- 
panied Saturday  pay  days ;  and  he  had 
said  tliat  this  Bill  only  provided  for 
navvies  and  such  like  labourers,  who 
did  not  belong  to  trade  unions.  Well, 
those  were  the  very  men  who  most  re- 
quired the  protection  which  this  Bill 
would  give  them ;  and  a  Circular  had 
been  sent  round  to  their  Lordships  by 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  to  the  effect 
that  it  showed  distrust  of  the  wage- 
winners  ;  but  their  own  wives  knew 
them  best,  and  all  of  them  would  ask 
their  Lordships  to  pass  this  Bill. 

Lord  BRABOUENE  observed,  that, 
whatever  abstract  reasons  there  might 
be  in  favour  of  the  measure,  the  prac- 
tical inconvenience  of  abolishing  the 
custom  of  paying  wages  in  public- houses 
ought  to  be  considered.  In  his  opinion, 
there  was  something  of  a  melancholy 
character  in  the  speech  which  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  had  made, 
because  it  meant  that  after  the  many 
years  spent  by  the  Legislature  in  pro- 
moting education  and  other  means  to 
improve  the  masses,  they  were  still  in 
such  a  miserable  and  hopeless  condition 
that  they  were  unable  to  protect  them- 
selves against  the  tyranny  of  foremen 
or  the  designs  of  publicans.  This  Bill 
might  be  a  little  step  ;  but  if  they  went 
on  in  the  direction  indicated  by  its  pro- 
visions, the  end  would  be  that  all  their 
liberties  would  be  gone,  and  that  no 
one  could  make  a  bargain  without  being 
watched  by  a  Government  Inspector. 
Such  legislation  was  quite  foreign  to  all 
old-fashioned  ideas  of  English  liberty ; 
and,  as  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  had  pointed  out, 
this  Bill  would  not  be  effectual.  If  there 
were  foremen  who  obliged  the  men  under 
them  to  spend  their  wages  in  particular 
public-houses  in  which  they  had  an  in- 
terest, what  was  to  prevent  them  exer- 
cising their  authority  in  the  same  way, 
even  though  the  wages  were  not  paid  in 
the  public-house  itself?  They  might 
simply  pay  the  wages  in  the  open  air,  or 
in  some  room  near  to  the  public-housei 
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unless,  indeed,  as  a  consequence  of  this 
Bill,  they  summoned  the  men  to  some 
place  convenient  to  themselves,  but  at  a 
distance  from  the  men's  own  homes, 
where  the  temptation  might  still  be  at 
hand.  It  was  impossible  to  prevent 
people  from  carrying  out  their  business 
in  a  manner  most  convenient  to  them- 
selves. They  prayed  daily  that  they 
should  not  be  led  into  temptation ;  but 
some  people  in  these  modem  days  wished 
to  do  away  with  temptation  altogether, 
instead  of  elevating  the  moral  condition 
of  man  so  as  to  enable  him  to  resist  it. 
This  was  an  impossibility,  and  those 
attempts  at  what  had  been  well  called 
grandmotherly  legislation  would  be 
found  not  only  inconvenient,  but  unpa- 
latable to  the  very  people  for  whom  it 
was  intended. 

LoBD  COTTESLOE  said,  that  many 
working  men  altogether  declined  to  enter 
a  public-house  except  when  the  master 
compelled  them  to  do  so  in  order  to  re- 
ceive their  wages.  That  was  a  most 
arbitrary  act  on  the  part  of  the  master, 
and  he  doubted  whether  it  was  strictly 
legal.  He  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  read 
a  second  time,  as  its  principle  was  sound 
and  good;  but  its  provisions,  if  too 
stringent,  might  be  altered  in  Com- 
mittee. He  gave  Notice  of  his  intention 
to  move  an  Amendment  in  Committee  in 
order  to  allow  publicans  to  pay  their 
own  servants  in  their  own  houses. 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBERY  said,  he 
found  himself  in  a  difficult  position  with 
regard  to  this  measure;  but  if  there  was  no 
one  who  took  a  more  unfavourable  view 
of  this  Bill  than  he  did,  it  would  not  be 
in  much  danger.  An  appeal  had  been 
made  to  the  Government  for  more  sup- 
port than  they  had  been  able  to  give  to 
the  Bill  last  year.  As  far  as  he  knew, 
the  Government  had  not  changed  their 
attitude  towards  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  since  it  was  before  the  House  a 
year  ago.  They  always  regarded  mea- 
sures of  this  character,  and  this  par- 
ticular measure,  as  being  useful,  if  not 
very  extended  in  their  scope ;  but  they 
had  not  thought  it  their  duty  to  become 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  or  to  take  an 
active  part  in  pushing  it  through.  His 
noble  Kelative  (Earl  Stanhope)  had  re- 
ferred to  the  few  observations  which  he 
(the  Earl  of  Bosebery)  had  made  last 
year  with  regard  to  this  Bill;  and  ho 
was  not  disposed  to  qualify  them,  or  to 
express  any  different  opinion,  notwith- 
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standing  all  the  philosophical  speeches 
they  had  heard  this  evening.  The  pros- 
pects of  his  noble  Relative's  Bill  were 
Detter  than  might  be  expected,  although 
the  occasion  had  been  taken  advantage 
of  for  the  purpose  of  fleshing  the  maiden 
sword  of  the  Li  berty  andProperty  Defence 
League,  and  for  displaying  the  prowess 
of  that  body.  He  really  did  not  see,  in 
spite  of  that  attack,  and  of  all  the  argu- 
ments they  had  heard  on  this  occasion, 
what  had  occurred  particularly  to  alter 
the  attitude  of  this  House  with  respect 
to  this  Bill  since  last  year.  What  oc- 
curred last  year  ?  His  noble  Relative 
had  given  ample  opportunity  to  this 
House  to  discuss  and  consider  this  Bill. 
It  had  passed  this  House  without  a  dis- 
sentient voice.  So  unanimously  had  it 
passed,  that  one  little  mild  sentence  of  cri- 
ticism and  regret  which  had  fallen  from 
himself  was  the  only  sound  which  broke 
the  general  murmur  of  approval  in  this 
House.  If  there  was  one  thing  on  which 
he  thought  their  Lordships  might  justly 
pride  themselves,  it  was  that  this  House 
was  not  a  changeable  Assembly.  It  was 
not  an  Assembly  that  might  be  opposed 
to  one  set  of  principles  one  year  and  to 
another  set  another  ;  and,  therefore,  this 
was  an  opportunity  of  preserving  a  con- 
sistency of  feeling  and  action  which  was 
denied  to  what  was  euphemistically 
called  "  another  place."  He  wanted  to 
ask  what  would  be  the  attitude  of  this 
House  if,  having  passed  this  Bill  with- 
out a  single  comment,  with  the  one 
trifling  exception  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  they  were  to  change  their  opi- 
nion and  reject  the  Bill  upon  which 
they  had  not  even  bestowed  criticism 
last  year?  There  was  only  one  thing 
which  had  occurred  to  change  the  atti- 
tude of  this  House  since  the  Bill  was 
passed  last  year.  That  was  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Liberty  and  Property  Defence 
League,  and  he  could  not  honestly  think 
that  that  was  a  sufficiently  serious  reason 
for  depriving  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
and  the  working  classes  of  the  benefits 
which  it  would  confer.  He  confessed 
that  his  sympathy  with  his  noble  Rela- 
tive in  regard  to  this  measure  was  not 
quite  so  strong  as  perhaps  it  ought  to 
be.  He  sympathized  very  muoh  with 
what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Brabourne),  when  he  said  that 
after  all  they  had  done  to  raise  the  social 
condition  of  working  men,  it  did  seem  a 
little  humiliating  that  his  noble  Relative 
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stiould  have  come  forward  'with 
of  this  kind  to  secure  the  working  men 
from  the  temptations  of  the  public- house. 
It  was  quite  true  that  the  working  men 
should  be  superior  to  those  temptations, 
and  it  had  been  observed  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell) 
tbat  the  trade  onions  ought  to  have 
power  to  suppress  tbia  traffic.  Well, 
they  had  power  as  regarded  skilled  arti- 
zans,  but  tbis  Bill  was  not  in  defence  of 
skilled  art! zans.  That  was  where  the  arg;u- 
ment  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  and 
those  who  had  supported  him  was  wrong. 
It  was  not  the  skilled  artizans  that  the 
Bill  was  intended  to  help ;  it  was  the 
bumble  classes  of  unskilled  labourers 
who  had  no  trade  unions.  He  had 
been  delighted  to  hear  the  epeeches 
that  had  been  made ;  but  it  would  have 
given  him  greater  pleasure  if  they  had 
had  somewhat  more  definite  and  de- 
tailed information. 

The  MARacESs  of  SALISBUEY: 
Hear,  hear ! 

Thb  Eabl  of  EOSEBEET,  continu- 
ing, said,  he  was  glad  to  bear  that  cheer 
from  the  noble  Marquess,  and  he  could 
assure  him  that  any  contributions  of 
statistiea  from  him  would  be  welcome  to 
the  Qovemment.  He  would  now  bring 
his  little  contribution  of  information  to 
the  House,  and  that,  he  ventured  to  say, 
was  worth  all  the  philoeopHical  argu- 
ments of  the  noble  Lord.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  labourer  near  Sit- 
tin^boume  describing  the  manner  in 
which  brickmakers  were  paid  their  wages. 
The  letter  was  vouched  for  by  a  Member 
of  Parliament  in  whom  he  had  the 
fullest  confidence.  Itstated  that  the  brick- 
makers  worked  in  gangs  of  from  four  to 
ten.  One  received  the  orders  from  the 
foreman,  and  kept  account  of  the  work 
done  by  his  gang  during  the  week. 
When  Saturday  came,  one  man  went  to 
the  office  and  took  the  whole  of  the 
money  to  bis  gang,  sometimee  receiving 
it  in  gold  and  silver,  and  sometimes  in 
notes,  and  it  was  taken  to  the  public- 
house  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the 
wages.  The  first  thing  was  to  get 
cheuige,  and,  of  course,  every  man  was 
expeoted  to  drink  something,  and  some 
of  them  had  as  much  as  three  pints  while 
the  ohange^was  being  obtained;  and, 
having  reached  the  "df"'*  """  -"""«'  '■ 
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supplied  to  the  men  during  the  week, 
and  deducted  the  amount  before  the 
wages  were  paid,  the  wages  being  thus 
hypothecated  to  pay  for  drink.  Facts 
like  these,  relating  to  men  who  had  no 
power  of  combination,  and  who  worked 
in  comparative  isolation,  were  worth  all 
the  highly  strung  phrases  they  bad 
beard  that  night.  He  would  now  give 
them  another  piece  of  practical  informa- 
tion. When  this  Bill  passed  their  Lord- 
ship's House  last  year,  it  went  down  to 
the  other  House,  and  was  taken  charge 
of  by  Mr.  Broadburst,  whom  he  con- 
sidered quite  as  good  a  Eepresentative  of 
the  feelings  of  his  class  as  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite.  Mr.  Broad- 
burst  received  a  letter,  not  ^m  a  work- 
ing man,  but  from  the  Chief  Constable  of 
a  Northern  city,  who  wrote — 


the  public  than  tMs  BUI.  Its  efloct  would  be 
to  mppress  a  number  of  public-bouses,  which 
practical]]'  live  on  the  Byatem  which  this  Bill 
condonms." 

These  and  other  facts,  although  not  so 
extended  as  he  might  wish  them  to  be, 
pointed  moet  overwhelmingly  in  favour 
of  the  passing  of  this  Bill;  and  he 
thought  that  unless  facts  of  a  weightier 
character  than  mere  abstract  arguments 
were  brought  forward  against  flie  Bill, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  a  right 
to  preserve  the  attitude  of  benevolent 
neutrality,  which  was  in  accordance  with 
their  declarations  last  year. 

The  Masquess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
the  difference,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  be- 
tween their  situation  lost  year  and  this 
year  was,  that  last  year  the  questian  was 
not  debated  at  all,  while  this  year  an 
interesting  and  instructive  debate  bad 
taken  place  upon  it ;  and  be  confessed 
the  impression  on  bis  mind  was  that 
the  House  was  not  sufficiently  informed 
to  proceed  with  legislation  upon  this 
subject.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Eosebery)  had  spoken  of  the  attitude 
of  the  Qovemment  as  one  of  benevolent 
neutrality  ;  but  he  would  rather  coll  the 
noble  Earl's  criticism  a  drench  of  iced 
water,  and  that  was  all  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  been  able  to 
oontribnte  towards  the  discussion  of  this 
Bill.  This  did  not  seem  to  him  a  very 
suitable  mode  of  dealing  with  a  subject 
of  irreat  imoortance.    Eithw  the  Qovem- 
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pass  it.  In  support  of  the  Bill,  the  noble 
tearl  had  said  that  a  great  number  of 
public-houses  would  be  suppressed  — 
that  was  to  say,  that  a  considerable 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  would 
be  deprived  of  the  liyelihood  that  they 
now  gained ;  but  they  were  the  persons 
probably  who  would  be  least  inconve- 
nienced by  the  measure.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  large  employers  of 
labour  would  not  be  affected  by  the  Bill. 
It  was  the  small  employers  of  labour 
who  could  not  provide  pay  offices,  and 
who  could  not  conveniently  pay  their 
men  anywhere  else  than  in  the  public- 
house,  who  would  be  affected  by  it.  Had 
they  a  right  to  inflict  a  great  loss  and 
inconvenience  upon  unknown  numbers 
of  people  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
and  in  various  .trades,  without  having 
made  any  inquiry  whatever  to  ascertain 
what  was  the  precise  nature  of  the  opera- 
tion which  they  were  performing,  and 
what  was  the  precise  extent  of  the  in- 
convenience which  they  would  cause? 
This  seemed  to  him  exceedingly  rash 
and  hasty  legislation.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Bosebery)  had  read  a  letter 
from  Sittingbourne,  upon  which  his  case 
was  apparently  based ;  but  that  letter 
showed  the  kind  of  random  statistics  on 
which  they  were  proceeding,  for  the 
letter,  if  he  understood  it  right,  referred 
to  a  case  where  wages  were  not  paid  in 
the  public-house  at  all,  but  at  a  place 
near  the  public-house.  Supposing  the 
evil  was  as  great  as  the  supporters  of 
the  Bill  said  it  was — supposing  it  was 
an  evil  calling  for  legislative  interfer- 
ence, should  they  not  take  sufficient  mea- 
sures of  inquiry  to  ascertain  whether  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  would  meet  the 
evil  in  the  right  way  ?  Were  they  sure 
that  the  measure  would  have  any  effec- 
tive or  beneficial  operation  at  all  ?  Was 
it  founded  upon  a  sufficient  knowledge 
of  the  facts  ?  Had  they  a  right  to  strike 
in  upon  an  unknown  number  of  persons 
and  trades,  and  inflict  an  amount  of  in- 
jury which  they  were  wholly  unable  to 
calculate  without  having  some  official  in- 
vestigation into  the  facts  upon  which  their 
legislation  was  to  be  based  ?  Upon  that 
ground  alone  he  should  certainly  be 
unable  to  assent  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  But  he  was  not  so  entirely 
indifferent  to  the  abstract  arguments 
upon  whioh  the  noble  Earl  had  poured 
luB  contempt.  It  was  said  that  the  prin- 
ciple involved  was  known  to  the  law. 

Th$  Alarjuexx  f>f  SaJnhirtj 


They  had  interfered  on  other  occasions 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject ;  and, 
therefore,  because  they  had  done  it  by 
way  of  exception  in  the  past,  they  were 
never  to  plead  the  liberty  of  the  sub- 
ject as  a  thing  which  Parliament  ought 
to  consider.  They  had,  he  dared  say, 
rightly  interfered  in  the  past,  on  grave 
cause  being  shown,  with  the  liberty 
of  the  subject ;  but  that  was  not  the 
slightest  justification  for  interfering  now, 
unless  there  was  a  proved  case,  and  a 
proved  benefit  to  be  obtained  thereby. 
Undoubtedly,  they  might  carry  to  bigotry 
the  dogmas  which  the  Liberty  and  Pro- 
perty Defence  Leame  was  instituted  to 
defend.  They  might  lay  down  the  rule 
too  absolutely  that  they  must  never  in- 
terfere with  the  liberty  of  the  subject ; 
but  that  did  not  diminish  the  importance 
of  the  great  principle  of  allowing  every 
man  to  take  care  of  himself,  so  long  as 
he  did  not  interfere  with  the  welfare  of 
his  neighbour.  Language  of  the  most 
exaggerated  character  had  been  used  in 
this  debate.  The  case  of  these  men  had 
been  talked  of  as  a  thraldom.  It  was  a 
thraldom  to  the  extent  that  they  were 
put  within  sight  of  beer,  and  it  was  left  to 
them  whether  they  should  drink  it  or  not. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  believe  that  it  had 
come  to  this — that  they  had  to  interfere 
by  Parliamentary  action  to  prevent 
grown  men  from  yielding  to  the  tempta- 
tion to  get  drunk.  But  if  they  were 
resolved  to  do  this—if  it  appeared  neces- 
sary that  for  high  considerations  of  the 
public  weal  they  ought  to  disreg^ard  those 
essential  principles  of  liberty  on  which 
their  whole  polity  and  prosperity  were 
founded,  at  all  events  they  ought  to  doit 
after  careful,  deliberate,  and  sufficient 
inquiry. 

Eabl  GEANYILLE  said,  that  all  his 
sympathies  were  with  the  general  prin- 
ciples laid  down  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Bramwell)  who  opposed  the 
Bill ;  and  he  was  not  disposed  to  sneer 
at  what  had  been  called  the  philosophic 
character  of  his  remarks.  He  agreed 
with  the  general  principle  that  there 
ought  not  to  be  undue  interference  with 
the  liberty  of  individuals  capable  of  pro- 
tecting themselves.  They  were  warned 
— and  it  was  often  a  wise  warning — not 
to  take  the  first  step  ;  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  seemed  to  regard  this  as  a 
first  step.  But  it  was  rather  late  in  the 
day  to  talk  of  first  steps — it  appeared  to 
him  the  first  step  had  been  taken  lon^ 
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ago.  Yaccination  and  education  were 
spoken  of ;  but  all  these  were  questions 
of  degree.  As  it  had  been  stated,  with 
regard  to  mines,  employers  were  pre- 
vented from  paying  the  wages  of  miners 
in  public-houses.  Parliament,  in  amend- 
ing the  truck  system,  had  seriously  in- 
terfered with  liberty  of  contract  between 
grown-up  persons;  and  it  had  rightly 
done  this  on  account  of  the  abuses  which 
grew  up  in  a  system  capable,  if  properly 
conducted,  of  conferring  great  benefits 
on  working  people,  by  securing  them  a 
better  quantity  of  goods  at  cheaper  rates 
than  were  otherwise  obtainable.  There 
was  no  such  advantage  in  the  payment  of 
wages  at  public-houses;  and  the  case 
against  it  was  very  much  stronger.  It 
was  a  most  extraordinary  warning  that 
they  ought  not  to  be  rash  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  Bill  passed  the  second 
reading  last  year ;  and  if  it  were  not  rash 
to  pass  it  then,  how  could  it  be  more 
rash  for  their  Lordships  now,  after  a 
year's  reflection,  to  take  the  same 
course  ?  For  his  own  part,  he  con- 
fessed he  was  not  violently  in  love 
with  the  measure ;  but  still  its  advan- 
tages appeared  obvious,  and  it  was  a 
very  strong  point  that  it  was  desired  by 
the  labouring  classes,  to  whom  it  parti- 
cularly applied,  that  it  should  pass. 

Eabl  CAIENS  said,  he  was  unwill- 
ing to  give  a  silent  vote  on  this  measure. 
In  the  first  place,  he  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  that  that  House  was 
free  to  take  what  course  it  pleased  this 
year,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  last 
year  the  Bill  passed  almost  %ub  iilentio. 
He  did  not  like  the  Bill  last  year,  and 
he  did  not  like  it  this  year ;  but  still,  on 
reflection,  it  appeared  to  him  that  it 
would  be  a  matter  of  regret  if  it  were 
rejected  on  the  second  reading.  He  dis- 
liked, as  much  as  any  of  their  Lord- 
ships could,  legislation  which  went  to 
restrain  freedom  of  contract,  or  any  ar- 
rangements which  employers  and  em- 
ployed might  make  with  each  other. 
He  looked  with  much  jealousy  on  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  and  his  first  im- 
pulse was  to  oppose  it ;  but  it  should  be 
Dome  in  mind  that  they  were  asked  to 
deal  with  places  which  stood  in  an  ex- 
ceptional position.  Public-houses  were 
licensed  by  the  State,  and  they  could 
not  exist  without  the  licence  of  the 
State.  This  was  part  of  the  legislation 
of  the  country ;  and,  therefore,  he  held 
that  tbe  State  had  a  perfect  right  to  see 


that  the  places  which  it  licensed  for  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors- were  properly 
used  for  legitimate  purposes,  and  that 
they  were  not  used  for  purposes  which 
could  lead  to  any  public  injury  or  dis- 
advantage. He  thought  this  was  part 
and  parcel  of  the  conditions  under  which 
houses  of  this  kind  received  a  licence 
from  the  State.  Therefore,  if  their  Lord- 
ships found  a  public-house  was  used  for 
a  purpose  which  was  not  legitimately  a 
purpose  for  which  the  place  was  licensed, 
and  which,  in  itself,  caused  a  public 
evil,  he  maintained  that  they  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  say  that  a  public-house 
should  not  be  used  for  such  a  purpose. 
For  instance,  there  was  the  question  as 
to  how  far  public-houses  were  to  be  used 
for  particular  purposes  at  election  times. 
He  did  not  wish  to  prejudge  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  no  one  disputed  that  it  was  a 
legitimate  subject  for  legislation  if  an 
evil  were  seen  to  arise.  As  to  this  par- 
ticular measure,  he  said  it  was  clear 
that  the  humble  class  of  labourers  to 
whom  it  applied  were  bound  hand  and 
foot,  and  that  they  must,  under  the  ex- 
isting system,  go  to  the  public-house  to 
receive  their  wages.  He  agreed  that 
working  men  ought  not  to  be  placed  in 
that  position.  The  wages  should  be  paid 
elsewhere,  and  the  public-house  should 
not  be  used  for  the  purpose.  It  had 
been  urged  that,  although  the  men  went 
to  a  public-house,  they  might,  neverthe- 
less, abstain  from  taking  liquor.  Well, 
a  great  deal  of  the  virtues  of  many  of 
themselves  depended  on  the  absence  of 
temptation  ;  and  if  they  mechanically 
brought  people  face  to  face  with  temp- 
tation, they  were  doing  a  thing  which 
was  wrong,  and  which  ought,  if  pos- 
sible, to  be  avoided.  He  thought  the 
Bill  would  do  a  great  deal  of  good  by 
preventing  the  continuance  of  the  pre- 
sent system.  He  was  aware  of  the 
danger  of  legislation  of  this  kind ;  but 
still,  speaking  for  himself,  he  thought 
the  arguments  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  were  stronger  than  the  argu- 
ments against  it. 

On  Question,  That  (''now")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion  ?  Their  Lordships  dwuled : 
—Contents  58;  Not-Oontents  20:  Ma- 
jority 38. 
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Hertford,  M. 
Northampton,  M, 

Belmore,  E. 
Cairns,  E. 
Camperdown,  E. 
Derbv,  E. 
GranVille,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Leyen  and  Melville,  E. 
Manvers,  E. 
Morley,  E. 
NelBon,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 
Redesdale,  E. 
Shaftesbury,  E. 

[Teller,] 
Stanhope,  E.  [TelUr,] 
Stradbroke,  E. 
Waldegrave,  E. 

Gloucester  and  Bristol, 

L.  Bp. 
London,  L.  Bp. 

Belper,  L. 

Boyle,    L.    (E.    Cork 

and  Orrery^ 
Breadalbane,  L.     (E. 

Breadalbane,) 
Brodrick,  L.  ( V.  Midle- 

ton.) 
Garlingford,  L. 
Garrington,  L. 
Clements,  L.  (E,  Lei^ 

trim,) 


Coleridge,  L. 
Congleton,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
Crewe,  L. 
Denman,  L. 
Eer,  L.  (M,  Lothian.) 
Meldrum,      L.      {M, 

Huntly.) 
Methuen,  L. 
Monson,  L. 
Mount-Temple,  L. 
Penryhn,  L. 
Bamsay,  L.     (E.  Dal- 

houtie,) 
Keay,  L. 
Rosebery,  L.  {E.  Eote- 

hery.) 
Saltersford,     L.     (E, 

Courtoton) 
Saltoun,  L. 
Sandhurst,  L. 
Stanley  of  Alderley,L. 
Strafford,  L.     (V,  En- 

Jleld,) 
Stratheden  and  Camp- 
bell, L. 
Sudeley,  L. 
Thurlow,  L. 
Tweeddale,    L.      (If. 

Tweeddak,) 
Ventry,  L. 
Walsingham,  L. 
Watson,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Wimbome,  L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 

Richmond,  D.  Braboume,  L. 

Bramwell,  L.  [Telhr,'] 
Lansdowne,M.[jr<p/^.]    Fitzgerald,  L. 


Salisbury,  M. 

Dartrey,  E. 
Lathom,  E. 
Sondes,  E. 

Hutchinson,    V. 
Lonoughmore) 
Sherbrooke,  Y. 
Sidmouth,  V. 


Fozford,  L.  (/?.  Lime^ 

riek.) 
Kenry,L.  {E.Lunraven 

and  Mount'Earl,) 
Leconfield,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  (E.  Bett' 
{E,        borough.) 

Shute,  L.  (F.  Earring- 

ton.) 
Stewart  of  Garlics,  L. 
{E.  Oalloway.) 
Amherst,  L.(F.J7b{mf«-    Windsor,  L. 
dale.) 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative, 

Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  eommitted 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Tuesday  next. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND). 
MOTION  FOB  A  SELECT  COMiaTTEE. 

The  Eabl  of  DONOUGHMORE,  in 
rising  to  move — 

'*  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
continue  the  inquiry,  commenced  by  the  Select 
Committee  of  last  Session,  into  the  workiaff  of 
recent  legislation  in  reference  to  land  in  Ire- 
land and  its  effect  upon  tiie  condition  of  the 
ponntry," 


said,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  trouble  their  Lordships 
witii  many  remarks  in  reference  to  the 
Motion,  as  it  was  simply  to  revive  the 
Committee  of  last  Session.  The  Com- 
mittee  had  already  published  two  Be- 
ports  of  a  considerable  quantity  of  eyi- 
dence;  but  the  subject  was  a  very  wide 
one,  and  the  Beports  could  hardly  at  the 
present  moment  be  called  complete,  as 
there  were  statements  made  about  pro- 
perty during  the  last  Sitting  of  the 
Committee,  which  could,  perhaps,  be  re- 
futed by  other  statements.  He  was  bound 
to  confess  that  it  was  a  matter  of  sur- 
prise to  him  that  there  should  be  any 
opposition  to  the  re-constitution  of  this 
Committee  on  the  part  of  the  (Govern- 
ment, because  last  year,  when  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  opposed  the  Com- 
mittee, they  said  it  was  not  opposed  on 
the  grounds  of  its  constitution,  but  be- 
cause it  was  inopportune.  The  work  of 
the  Committee,  so  far  as  he  knew,  was 
very  satisfactory,  and  encomiums  had 
been  passed  upon  it,  he  believed,  by 
certain  Members  of  the  Government. 
The  Beport  had  also  been  of  great  ser- 
vice to  them  in  that  House,  since  it  had 
enabled  noble  Lords  opposite  to  meet 
the  arguments  of  their  opponents.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  that  it  be  re- 
appointed. 

Kwedj  **That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  continue  the  inquiry,  commenced  by 
the  Select  Committee  of  last  Session,  into  the 
working  of  recent  legislation  in  reference  to 
land  in  Ireland  and  its  effect  upon  the  condition 
of  the  country." — {The  Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 

LoBD  CABLINGFOBD  (Lord  Pmvt 
Seal)  said,  the  noble  Lord  was  quite 
right  as  to  the  position  which  the  Qovem- 
ment  took  in  this  matter.  If  his  noble 
Friend  had  used  formidable  arguments 
in  favour  of  his  Motion  he  did  not  know 
that  he  should  have  felt  himself  bound 
to  answer  them,  because  the  Government 
treated  the  Motion  as  little  more  than 
a  matter  of  form.  ELis  only  object  in 
rising  was  to  say  that  the  Government 
maintained  the  same  position  on  the 
matter  as  they  took  last  year — ^that  they 
were  not  convinced  of  the  necessity,  or 
the  utility,  or  the  public  advantage  of 
this  Committee.  But  the  matter  had  al- 
ready been  decided  against  the  Gk>vem- 
ment,  and  they  offered  no  opposition  to 
the  renewal  of  those  inquiries  now,  just 
as  they  were  renewed  last  year  after  an 
adjournment  of  the  House.    Therefore, 
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on  briialf  of  the  Gtovernment,  he  wished 
to  say  that  they  were  no  parties  to  the 
Committee,  though  they  did  not  wish  to 
divide  the  House  upon  it. 

LoKD  DENMA^  said,  he  could  not 
see  any  use  in  again  appointing  this 
Committee,  hecause  their  Lordships' 
House  had  already  hefore  them  all  the 
eyidence  that  was  necessary  in  order  to 
come  to  a  proper  decision  on  the  working 
of  the  Land  Act.  It  was  quite  evident, 
from  the  evidence  of  Colonel  King-Har- 
man  hefore  the  Select  Committee,  which 
he  had  heen  privileged  to  hear,  that 
the  poor  Lrish  people  supposed  that  they 
should  be  the  owners  of  the  land,  and 
should  pay  no  rent ;  therefore,  he  did  not 
see  the  use  of  going  into  the  matter  fur- 
ther. It  was  said  that  the  poor  people 
knew  no  better ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of 
their  Lordships'  House  to  set  them  right 
on  the  point,  because  they  knew  that  if 
peasants  became  proprietors  of  land, 
they  would  expect  all  the  privileges  as 
to  rent,  in  case  of  non-occupation,  which 
landlords  were  legally  invested  with.  He, 
for  one,  could  not  see  the  use  of  allowing 
people  to  believe  that  they  could  borrow 
money  from  Parliament  to  buy  the  land 
when  they  had  no  capital  to  work  the 
land.  He  considered  the  opposition  in 
"  another  place  "  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  1882  an  entire 
waste  of  time;  because,  in  18!^ 9,  the 
Besolutions  passed  by  this  House  by  the 
attack  of  Lord  Brougham,  although  car- 
ried by  a  large  majority,  made  no  im- 
pression whatever  on  Viscount  Mel- 
bourne, the  Prime  Minister,  nor  on  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eakl  of  GALLOWAY  asked  the 
Lord  Chancellor  whether  he  would  post- 
pone the  second  reading  of  the  Bepre- 
sentative  Peers  (Scotland)  Bill  until  the 
middle  of  April,  for  the  convenience  of 
the  Scotch  Peers  generally  ?  The  noble 
Earl  said,  he  did  not  think  the  request 
at  all  an  unreasonable  one,  as  a  number 
of  Scotch  Peers  could  not  conveniently 
be  here  until  after  Easter.  They  in 
Scotland  should  like  some  time  to  con- 
sider a  subject  of  this  kind,  and  there- 
fore he  hoped  the  noble  and  learned 
Sari  would  not  brings    on  the  second 


reading  of  this  Bill  sooner  than  Tues- 
day, the  17th  April,  and  would  also,  in 
that  case,  g^ve  an  assurance  that  the 
Committee  would  not  be  taken  sooner 
than  the  first  week  in  May.  The  Scotch 
Peers  generally  would  thank  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  very  much  if  he 
followed  that  course. 

The  LOEDCHANCELLOE  said,  that 
nobody  could  be  more  desirous  than  he 
was  to  consult  the  convenience  of  all 
their  Lordships,  and  certainly  of  the 
Scotch  Peers  as  much  as  other  Members 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  on  a  subject 
in  which  they  were  especially  interested. 
He  could  not,  however,  entirely  assent 
to  the  proposal  of  his  noble  Friend,  as 
to  taking  the  second  reading  on  the  17th 
April,  or  as  to  the  time  he  suggested 
for  the  Committee ;  but  it  appeared  to 
him  he  would  meet  the  views  of  his 
noble  Friend  if  he  said  he  would  not 
move  the  second  reading  until  affcer  Eas- 
ter. He  thought  it  would  be  reason- 
able that  he  should  move  it  on  an  early 
day  after  their  Lordships  met  again 
after  Easter,  which  date  he  did  not  at 
present  exactly  know;  and  if  Scottish 
Peers  did  not  think  it  worth  while  to 
come  up  for  the  second  reading,  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  measure  in  Committee,  which  he 
should  fix  at  a  reasonable  interval  after 
the  second  reading. 

Houfie  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

to  rhursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF-COMMONS, 
Tuesday y  6th  March,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Privatb  Bills  (6y  OrderySe- 
eond  Reading — Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirk- 
caldy Bail  way,  debate  further  adjourned;  Barry 
Dock  and  Railways,  dthate  further  adjourned  ; 
Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Bail- 
way,  debate  further  a^oumed ;  Hull  and 
Lincoln  Railway,  debate  further  a^jountpd ; 
Oxford,  Aylesbury,  and  Metropolitan  Junc- 
tion Railway,  debate  further  at^'oumed; 
Seafield  Dock  and  Railway,  debate  further 
a4;oumed ;  Windsor,  Ascot,  and  Aldershot 
Railway,  debate  further  adjourned. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 
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**  In  the  case  of  any  Bill  relating  to  a  Bail- 
way,  Canal,  Dock,  Harbour,  Navigation,  Pier, 
or  Port,  the  Committeo  on  the  Bill  shall  consider 
and  specially  report  on  any  Clauses  giving 
power  to  levy  tolls,  rates,  or  duties  in  excess  of 
those  already  authorized  for  that  uudertaldng, 
or  usually  authorized  for  like  undertakings." 


ALLOA,  DTJNFEBMLTNE,  AND  KIBK- 
CALDY  RAILWAY  BILL  {by  Order), 

SECOND  BEADING.      [aDJ0T7KNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [27th  February!  "  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon 
this  day  six  months." — {Mr,  Chaplin,) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  returned. 

Me.  chamberlain  said,  it  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  on  the  occasion  when  this  and  other 
Bills  were  last  before  the  House  the 
debate  was  adjourned  for  a  week ;  and 
he  was  asked,  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  after  the  opinion  which  had  been 
pretty  generally  expressed  in  the  House, 
if  he  would  see  whether  he  could  not 
make  some  proposal  in  the  matter  which 
should  be  satisfactory  to  the  House. 
This  was  one  of  a  class  of  Bills  to  which 
objection  was  taken  on  the  ground  that 
it  increased  the  rates  charged  upon 
certain  classes  of  agricultural  manures. 
On  the  merits  of  that  question  a  good 
deal  might  be  said  upon  both  sides; 
but  he  did  not  propose  to  discuss  the 
matter  now.  Upon  one  point  there 
appeared  to  be  a  general  agreement — 
namely,  that  in  future  Bills  of  this 
kind,  proposing  an  alteration  of  rates, 
should  not,  as  in  the  past,  per  ineuriam, 
be  allowed  to  be  passed  without  the 
special  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
which  they  were  referred  being  directed 
to  them.  He  was  now  about  to  propose 
that  all  the  Bills  which  dealt  in  this  way 
with  agricultural  manures  should  be 
postponed  for  another  week ;  and  he  did 
so  in  order  that  the  House,  in  the  mean- 
time, might  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing and  disposing  of  the  Motion 
which  stood  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Hants  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  for  a  new 
Standing  Order,  which  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  would,  to  a  large 
extent,  meet  the  desire  generally  ex- 
pressed on  the  last  occasion  hj  the 
Bouse— namely,  that — 


Of  course,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
make  an  alteration  unless  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  were  specially  directed 
to  the  matter.  But  he  thought  it  con- 
venient and  desirable,  while  he  accepted 
the  principle  of  this  proposal,  that  he 
should  go  a  little  further.  On  the  last 
occasion,  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory)  suggested  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  should  be  instructed  to 
make  a  Beport.     He  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 

Eointed  out  that,  at  one  time,  that  had 
een  the  practice;  but  it  had  been  al- 
lowed to  fall  into  desuetude,  because  so 
little  attention  was  paid  to  the  Beports 
when  they  were  made.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  would 
propose  a  new  Standing  Order  in  the 
terms  in  which  he  originally  placed  it 
on  the  Paper,  and  by  which  he  provided 
that  the  Committee  should  make  a  Re- 
port to  the  House  stating  whether  any 
Beport  relating  to  the  Bill  had  been 
referred  to  the  Committee,  and,  if  so,  in 
what  way  any  alteration  or  recommen- 
dation contained  in  such  Beport  had 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Committee,  he 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  would  undertake  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  make  a  Be- 
port in  each  case,  and  he  thought  that 
this  would  provide  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  difficulty.  It  would  be  perfectly 
useless  to  provide  that  any  Beport  fur- 
nished by  the  Board  of  Trade  should  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Committee,  without 
insuring  that  after  it  had  been  dealt 
with  there  should  be  a  special  Beport 
to  the  House.  He  should  support  the 
Standing  Order  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 
accepted  by  the  House,  with  this  addi- 
tion— 

*'  That  no  Bill  by  or  under  which  power  if 
sought  to  increase  or  vary  tolls  or  rates  already 
authorized,  or  to  be  authorized,  higher  than 
those  sanctioned  by  previous  legislation  shall 
be  read  a  second  time  until  a  Report  from  the 
Board  of  Trade  has  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House." 

If  the  House  were  pleased  to  accept  the 
Standing  Order  with  that  addition,  he 
thought  they  might  then  very  well  aUow 
these  Bills  to  go  to  a  second  reading, 
and  be  referred  tofiComspiittee  lipetairsi 
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accompanied  by  that  Instruction.  In 
order  that  the  matter  might  be  properly 
discussed,  he  proposed  to  move  now  that 
the  adjourned  debate  upon  these  Bills 
be  further  adjourned  until  that  day 
week. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned 
till  Tuesday  next." — (J/r.  Chamberlain,) 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  that 
he  had  put  his  name  down  upon  the 
Paper  in  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  that  and  other  Bills  for  reasons 
which  he  had  mentioned  the  other  day. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  therefore 
permit  him  to  say  that  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  propositions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain) ; 
but  he  should  hold  himself  permitted  to 
retain  his  Notice  of  Opposition  to  these 
Bills  upon  the  Paper  until  the  question 
of  the  new  Standing  Order,  about  to  be 
proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Hants  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth),  had  been  fully  discussed  by  the 
House ;  because  it  might  be  that,  after 
the  House  had  discussed  that  question, 
the  provisions  of  the  Standing  Order 
might  not  be  altogether,  although  he 
Loped  they  would  be,  satisfactory  to  the 
agricultural  community.  He  therefore 
wished  to  say  that  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  the  discussion  upon 
these  Bills  should  be  postponed  for  a 
week.  He  understood  from  the  right 
hon.  Qentlemau  that  he  did  not  propose 
that  these  Bills  should  now  be  read  a 
second  time,  but  that  they  should  be 
deferred  until  a  future  date,  pending 
the  debate  upon  the  Standing  Order 
about  to  be  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Hants. 

Mr.  JAMES  HOWARD  said,  he  had 
listened  with  great  satisfaction  to  the 
concluding  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  but  he  wanted 
to  know  why  the  course  now  proposed 
was  not  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
last  year  ?  The  Board  of  Trade  was  sup- 
posed to  be  the  guardians  of  the  public 
interests,  and  not  the  guardians  of  the 
interests  of  the  Bailway  Companies.  No 
less  than  11  Bills  passed  through  the 
House  last  year,  containing  clauses  of  a 
einiilar  objectionable  character  with  those 


now  proposed.  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  stated,  last  week,  that 
there  was  no  precedent  for  opposing 
these  Bills ;  but  he  failed  to  show  the 
House  that,  although  there  might  have 
been  no  precedent,  there  was  no  reason 
for  opposing  them  ;  it  was  certainly  not 
in  the  interests  of  the  public  that  such 
Bills  should  be  passed.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  Bills  introduced  last 
year  slipped  through  the  House  without 
the  agricultural  interest  being  fully  in- 
formed of  their  nature.  There  was, 
however,  one  Bill  which  was  opposed,  and 
that  was  the  Great  North  of  Scotland 
Eailway  Bill.  He  had  taken  it  on  him- 
self to  move  the  rejection  of  that  mea- 
sure, but  he  failed  to  carry  the  House 
with  him  on  that  occasion ;  and,  as  far 
as  he  was  personally  concerned,  he  was 
very  thankful  that  the  Bill  had  to  be 
referred  to  the  judgment  of  **  another 
place."  There  could  be  no  question 
that  these  objectionable  clauses,  when 
introduced  by  a  new  Company,  were 
backed  up  by  the  big  Bailway  Com- 
panies ;  otherwise,  how  was  the  fact  to 
be  accounted  for  that  the  Lobbies  of  the 
House  of  Commons  were  swarming  last 
week  with  persons  connected  with  the 
large  Eailway  Companies,  if  they  had 
no  interest  in  that  question  ?  Certainly, 
if  the  House  gave  its  consent  to  the 
enactment  of  these  exceptional  powers 
in  the  case  of  new  Companies,  ho  failed 
to  see  what  arguments  could  be  ad- 
duced for  rejecting  similar  provisions 
when  the  old  Companies  came  to  the 
House  and  asked  for  increased  powers. 

Mr.  SCLATEE  -  booth  said,  he 
thought  the  House  was  greatly  indebted 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) for  the  readiness  he  had  displayed 
in  meeting  the  feeling  so  generally  ex- 
pressed last  week.  He  did  not  propose 
to  enter  upon  the  subject-matter  of  the 
debate,  because  he  considered  that  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
were  now  agreed  that  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  safeguard  the  public  in- 
terests in  relation  to  this  important 
matter.  But  ho  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr.  J.Howard) 
had  been  a  little  too  hard  upon  the  Bonrd 
of  Trade,  because  the  House  itself  must 
accept  the  blame  and  responsibility  for 
not  having  hitherto  directed  its  legisla- 
tion in  the  channel  in  which  it  was  now 
considered  desirable  to  see  it  directed. 
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Hitherto  Private  Bill  Committees  had 
been  in  want  of  special  directions,  and 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  taking  account 
only  of  the  cases  submitted  to  them  for 
decision  by  the  promoters  of  a  Bill  on 
the  one  side,  and  by  the  opponents  on 
the  other.  They  had  not  been  specially 
charged  by  the  HousOi  as  he  thought 
they  ought  to  be,  with  the  duty  of  having 
regard  to  the  public  interests  apart  from 
any  case  which  might  be  submitted  to 
them  for  their  decision  from  any  par- 
ticular side.  It  was  in  order  to  cure 
that  evil  that  he  had  proposed  that  the 
House  should  pass  a  Standing  Order, 
on  the  analogy  of  the  iStanding  Order 
passed  at  his  instance  last  year,  with 
respect  to  Bills  and  sanitary  reg^la* 
tions.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  now  pro- 
posed that  the  Bills  standing  on  the 
Paper  should  be  deferred  for  a  week, 
in  order  that  that  Standing  Order  might 
be  discussed ;  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  suggested  some  modification  and 
enlargement  of  the  Standing  Order  as 
he  (Mr.  Sclater*Booth)  had  placed  it  on 
the  Paper.  As  he  understood  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  Amendment,  it  would  fit 
in  better  with  the  form  of  the  Standing 
Order  as  he  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  had 
originally  proposed  it.  Personally,  he 
preferred  the  Order  as  it  was  originally 
proposed,  and  he  had  modified  it  only 
on  the  advice  of  the  Speaker's  Counsel, 
who  thought  that  a  shorter  and  more 
condensed  form  of  words  would  answer 
the  purpose  better.  If  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  allow  him,  he  would  place 
the  Standing  Order  on  the  Paper  as  he 
intended  to  move  it  on  Thursday.  He 
hoped  it  would  meet  the  difficulty,  and 
that  no  mischief  or  prejudice  would 
happen  to  the  promoters  of  these  Bills. 
Nobody  wanted  to  interfere  with  them, 
except  in  regard  to  this  particular  point. 
They  would  not  be  prejudiced  by  the 
delay,  and  when  the  question  came  on 
again  upon  that  day  week,  it  would  be 
found  t£at  the  matter  had  been  settled 
by  the  new  Standing  Order. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  result,  they  were 
all  glad  that  a  definite  mode  of  dealing 
with  this  important  matter  had  now 
been  arrived  at.  There  was,  however, 
one  objection  to  the  course  proposed, 
which  he  would  point  out  to  the  Mouse. 
The  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Viscount 
Folkestone)  had  assented  to  the  proposed 

Mr,  Sclater-Booth 


adjournment  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  in  order  that  the  question  in- 
volved in  the  Standing  Order  might  be 
discussed ;  but  the  noble  Visoount  in- 
timated that  lie  would  not  withdraw  bis 
opposition  unless  the  mode  to  be  decided 
upon  on  Thursday  for  dealing  with  the 
matter  was  satisfactory  to  himself.  If 
it  were  satisfactory,  then  the  noble 
Viscount  would  abstain  from  further  op- 
position, and  would  allow  these  Bills  to 
pass.  He  (Sir  George  Campbell)  could 
only  say  that  the  Kirkcaldy  Bill  was  an 
important  Bill  in  the  interests  of  agri- 
culture in  that  part  of  the  country,  and 
he  was  sorry  it  was  to  be  delayed  for 
another  week  if  the  opposition  were 
then  to  be  renewed.  Of  course,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  insisted  upon  a  fur- 
ther adjournment,  it  would  be  futile  to 
oppose  him. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
wished  to  be  allowed  to  explain.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Eork- 
caldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  had  mis- 
understood his  meaning.  He  had  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain] exactly  as  the  hon.  Member  did 
himself;  and  all  he  (Viscount  Folke- 
stone) had  stated  was  that  he  should  not 
oppose  these  Bills,  if  the  proposition  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  on  the  front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  was 
satisfactory  to  the  agricultural  com- 
munity. At  the  same  time,  he  proposed 
to  keep  his  Amendment  upon  the  Paper, 
until  he  knew  what  course  would  be 
taken  with  regard  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  proposal. 

Mb.  f.  W.  BAECLAY  said,  he 
thought  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  was  a  step  in 
the  right  direction.  It  carried  out,  so  fieLr, 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  Bailway  Hates,  &c.,  which  sat  last 
year,  and  which  called  the  attention  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  subject,  sug- 
gesting that  in  respect  of  Bills  of  that 
nature  the  Government  should  make 
some  Eeport  to  the  House.  He  wished 
to  remind  the  House  that  the  question 
was  not  only  one  of  rates,  but  also  of 
policy.  Down  to  last  year,  the  policy 
adopted  in  all  Bailway  Bills  was  that 
all  kinds  of  manures  should  be  carried 
at  the  lowest  rates.  Now,  the  real  essence 
of  the  proposal  before  the  Bouse  in  the 
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Bills  objected  to  was  that  certain  kinds 
of  artificial  manure  should  be  raised 
from  the  first  to  the  third  class,  and 
charged  accordingly.  The  effect  of  that 
would  be  to  raise  the  rates  for  the 
carriage  of  manures  very  seriously ;  and 
it  was,  therefore,  an  important  matter 
not  only  for  the  farmer,  but  to  all  who 
were  interested  in  land.  The  ques- 
tion, as  he  had  said,  was  not  entirely 
one  of  rates,  but  of  policy.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Standing  Order 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Hants  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)  would  apply  to  unop- 
posed as  well  as  to  opposed  Bills  ?  Op- 
posed Bills  were  fought  out  in  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs;  but  when  a  Bill  was 
unopposed  it  was  not  the  duty  of  any- 
one to  take  cognizance  of  it.  He  thought 
the  House  ought  to  express  a  clear  opi- 
nion on  the  matter  of  policy  altogether 
independent  of  the  Standing  Order ;  and 
he  should  reserve  to  himself  the  right  of 
opposing  these  Bills,  when  they  came 
forward  again,  and  of  taking  the  opinion 
of  the  House  on  the  question  of  policy. 
It  was  most  important  to  know  whether 
the  policy  was  going  to  be  reversed, 
which  had  hitherto  been  adopted,  of 
charging  the  rates  on  all  kinds  of  ma- 
nures on  the  lowest  scale.  Farmers 
looked  to  the  Members  of  that  House 
to  protect  their  interests.  Practically, 
they  had  been  giving  power  to  the 
Bail  way  Companies  to  make  their  own 
charges,  and  the  Bailway  Companies 
were  now  showing  a  disposition  to  in- 
crease their  rates.  The  Great  North  of 
Scotland  Bailway  Company  had,  two 
years  ago,  made  an  attempt  to  increase 
their  charges  for  manures,  and  that 
attempt  had  resulted  in  the  question 
being  Drought  before  the  House.  It  was 
afterwards  referred  to  a  Committee,  and 
the  Bill  was  subsequently  thrown'  out  by 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Question  before  the  House  was  not 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate ;  and 
whether,  in  that  case,  it  was  com- 
petent for  the  hon.  Member  to  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  on  that  Ques- 
tion? 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAEOLAY  said,  he  ap- 
prehended  that  the  Question  before  the 
House  was  the  policy  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled,  upon  the  Question  of  the 


adjournment  of  the  debate,  to  go  into 
the  merits  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  had 
not  proposed  to  discuss  the  general 
merite  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  was  simply 
giving  reasons  why  the  House  should 
consider  the  question  of  policy  before 
adopting  the  Standing  Order. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  must  presume  that  the  object  of  post- 
poning the  consideration  of  these  Bills 
for  a  week  was  to  enable  the  proposed 
Standing  Order  to  be  discussed  in  the 
meantime.  He  believed  that,  in  some 
instances,  the  promoters  had  agreed  to 
alter  their  rates,  and  the  delay  of  a  week 
might  seriously  inconvenience  them.  He 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  to  put  the  Bills 
down  for  an  earlier  day  than  that  day 
week.  He  also  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  whole  of  these  Bills  did  not  hang 
together.  Some  of  the  schemes  were 
opposed  on  a  different  ground  altogether 
from  that  of  an  increase  in  the  charges 
for  the  carriage  of  agricultural  manures. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  such  Bills 
might  be  discussed,  and  that  the  House 
should  not  take  the  whole  of  them  to- 
gether. He  might  inform  the  House 
that,  in  some  cases,  the  agents  had  al- 
ready intimated  their  intention  of  alter- 
ing the  Schedules  attached  to  the  Bills ; 
and  he  presumed  that,  in  that  case,  the 
opposition  would  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  that,  al- 
though he  had  already  addressed  the 
House,  he  hoped  he  would  be  allowed  to 
answer  the  question  which  had  been  put 
to  him.  He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  take  these  Bills  on  an  earlier 
day  than  that  day  week,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Hants  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  would 
not  propose  the  alteration  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order  until  Thursday ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  adjourned  debate  on  the  post- 
poned Bills  could  not  be  conveniently 
taken  on  an  earlier  day  than  Tuesday 
next.  In  regard  to  Bills  which  did  not 
contain  provision  for  increasing  the  rates, 
he  saw  no  reason  why  they  should  not  bo 
taken  earlier,  as  they  were,  practically, 
unopposed  Bills. 

Mr.  hicks  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  that,  in  drawing  up  the  new  Standing 
Order,  care  should  be  taken  that  no 
words  should  be  used  which  by  any  pos- 
sibility could  be  construed  into  allowing 
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the  legislation  of  last  year  to  be  a  pre- 
cedent for  the  future.  He  saw  in  one  of 
the  Bills  objected  to  that  there  was  a  pro- 
vision enabling  the  Company^  from  time 
to  time,  to  demand  and  claim  for  the 
railway  authorized  in  the  Act  such  tolls 
as  were  authorized  in  any  Act  passed  in 
1 882.  He  thought  they  should  take  care, 
in  framing  this  Standing  Order,  that  the 
rates  and  classification  to  which  the 
Standing  Order  referred^should  be  those 
which  had  been  in  general  use  for  a 
considerable  time,  and  not  those  which 
might  have  been  hurriedly  allowed,  and 
passed  without  observation  or  remark  in 
that  House,  in  the  last  year  or  two. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  thought  there 
ought  to  be  a  clear  understanding  on 
the  matter ;  that  the  Beport  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  not  deal  only  with  the 
proposed  Bills.  If  that  were  done,  it 
would  only  be  a  half  cure.  What  was 
wanted  was  a  Eeport  from  the  Board  of 
Trade  upon  the  clauses  of  any  Bill  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  imposing  rates 
in  excess  of  those  previously  scheduled. 
He  was  very  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Hants 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  had  accepted  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  in  regard  to  the  alteration 
of  the  Standing  Order ;  because  that  Stand- 
ing Order,  as  it  was  down  on  the  Paper, 
would  not,  in  his  (Mr.  R.  H.  Paget' s) 
judgment,  have  been  sufEcient  to  meet 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  he 
should  himself  have  been  prepared  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  it,  very  much  in 
the  sense  he  understood  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  now  himself  sug- 
gested to  the  House.  There  was  one 
other  question  to  which  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  it  was  this — would  he 
undertake,  on  behalf  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  not  only  that  there  should  be  a 
special  Beport  laid  before  Committees  on 
Bailway  Bills,  but  that  there  should  be 
an  officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ready 
to  attend  before  such  Committees,  and 
give  such  information  as  might  be  de- 
sired ?  He  laid  particular  stress  on  this 
for  several  reasons.  Those  who  had  had 
to  deal  with  Bailway  Committees  would 
be  aware  that  the  earlier  clauses  of  a 
Bill  were  those  which  were  chiefly  fought 
out  between  the  two  opposing  parties. 
They  were  scrutinized  word  for  word,' 
and  there  was  very  little  chance  of  any- 

J/r.  HieJcB 


thing  being  allowed  to  creep  into  them 
unobserved ;  but  the  moment  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  deal  with  the  rating 
clauses  of  a  Bailway  Bill  all  the  oppo- 
sition of  rival  lines  ceased.  All  Bail- 
way  Companies,  however  much  they  op- 
posed one  another  upon  other  points, 
were  only  too  ready  to  support  each 
other  in  obtaining  the  biggest  rates 
they  could  get  in  these  Bills.  If  the 
object  of  amending  the  Stcmding  Order 
was  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  pub- 
lic from  the  imposition  of  new  ratea 
l)y  Bailway  Companies,  he  maintained 
that,  in  order  to  afford  the  public  full 
protection,  there  ought  to  be  not  only 
a  Beport  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but 
that  the  Committees  should  have  power 
to  examine  an  officer  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  so  as  to  obtain  full  information 
in  regard  to  these  rates. 

Me.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  interrupt 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  call  his  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  Question 
before  the  House  is  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  The  observations  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  more  in 
Order  when  the  proposition  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Hants  (Mr.  Sclater- Booth)  is  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  he  fully 
accepted  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker.  He 
had  hoped,  however,  that  his  remarks 
would  have  been  germane  to  the  Ques- 
tion before  the  House,  as  showing  whe- 
ther it  was  not  desirable  that  the  post- 
ponement of  these  Bills  should  take 
place  until  such  time  as  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  could  consent 
to  a  step  which  he  (Mr.  Paget)  thought 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  public 
interests. 

SiE  JOSEPH  PEASE  said,  he  had 
no  desire  to  continue  the  debate,  be- 
cause he  thought  they  were  nearly  all 
agreed  upon  the  course  which  ought  to 
be  pursued.  But  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  it  was  not  merely  a  question  of  tolls 
upon  manures  which  was  involved  in  the 
Standing  Order  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Nortih  Hants  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth),  but  a  general  revision  of 
tolls  in  all  Bills  which  might  be  intro- 
duced ;  and,  therefore,  the  Standing 
Order  would  apply  to  other  charges  ana 
tolls  besides  those  upon  manures,  which 
might  be  equally  as  objectionable  as  any 
increased  tolls  upon  manures.  He  there- 
fore thought  that  other  Bills  on  the  Paper 
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would  have  to  be  postponed  in  the  same 
way  as  those  which  dealt  with  the  ques- 
tion of  agricultural  manures,  in  order 
that  the  Standing  Order  might  be  applied 
to  eyery  Bill  which  contained  a  Sche- 
dule of  Tolls.  He  thought  that  every 
Bill  brought  before  the  House,  before  it 
became  an  Act  of  Parliament,  should 
undergo  a  thorough  scrutiny  at  the 
hands  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  OEEGOEY  said,  that  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  last  year,  and  the 
year  before,  on  the  question  of  Bailway 
Bates  and  Tolls,  went  fully  into  this 
matter,  and  recommended  an  alteration 
of  the  Standing  Orders  now  in  force,  so 
as  to  give  all  parties  interested,  includ- 
ing ti^e  general  public,  a  locus  standi 
before  a  Committee  upon  a  Bailway 
BiUy  wherever  it  was  proposed  to  in- 
crease the  rates  and  charges.  It  was 
found  now  that  it  was  often  an  exceed- 
ingly difficult  matter  to  get  the  locus 
standi  of  an  intended  opponent  recog- 
nized. He  thought  it  might  be  desir- 
able that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  consult  the  Officers  of  the  House 
upon  this  question,  and  see  whether  any 
alteration  was  necessary,  in  order  to 
enable  a  Committee  to  take  into  con- 
sideration points  which  it  might  be  de- 
sirable to  raise  in  the  interests  of  the 
public. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  said,  there  was 
one  other  matter  which  had  not  been 
referred  to,  and  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  could  properly  be  brought  within 
the  Standing  Order  of  the  House.  It 
was,  however,  an  important  matter  which 
ought  to  be  brought  under  the  notice  of 
Parliament.  In  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Bailway  Bates,  they  made  re- 
commendations not  only  in  reference  to 
new  Bailway  Bills  and  to  those  which 
proposed  an  increase  in  the  scale  of  rates 
already  imposed,  but  they  also  recom- 
mended the  consideration  of  the  existing 
rates  of  existing  Companies.  It  might 
not  be  known  by  every  Member  of  the 
House,  but  it  was  a  fact  that  the  scale 
of  rates  often  differed  materially  as  be- 
tween different  parts  of  the  undertaking 
of  the  same  Bailway  Company.  In  1878, 
a  Beport  was  presented  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  showing  the  difference  in  these 
rates.  In  that  Beport,  for  instance, 
the  various  different  rates  and  charges 
imposed  by  the  Ghreat  Western  Bailway 
Company  covered  20  pages. 
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Mr.  SPEAKEB:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  in  Order  in  g^ing  into  those 
details. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  accepted  the  cor- 
rection of  the  Speaker.  He  had  thought 
it  desirable  that,  in  considering  the  terms 
of  the  Standing  Order,  attention  should 
be  drawn  to  the  existing  rates  of  exist- 
ing Companies. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday 
next. 

BARRY  DOCK  AND   RAILWAYS 
BILL  (6y  Order). 

SBCOKD   BEADIMO.      [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr,  Chamberlainf) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

EXETER,  TEIGN  VALLEY.  AND  CHAG- 
FORD  RAILWAY  BILL  (6y  Order). 

SECOND  BEADINO.      [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mir.  Chamberlainf) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

HULL  AND  LINCOLN  RAILWAY 
BILL  {by  Order). 

SECOND   BEADING.      [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words,  ''upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr.  Creyhe.) 


1599 


Spain— ^ 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  moving, 
as  a  further  Amendment,  "That  the 
Debate  be  further  adjourned  until  Tues- 
day next,"  said,  he  would  suggest  to 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  York 
(Mr.  Creyke)  that  that  would  be  the 
best  course  to  take.  He  was  aware 
that  the  Bill  was  opposed  on  another 
ground  than  that  of  an  alteration  of 
rates  —  namely,  on  the  ground  of  in- 
terference with  the  navigation  of  the 
Humber  ;  but  as  it  was  one  of  the  Bills 
which  contained  a  proposal  for  an  alte- 
ration of  rates  on  agricultural  manures, 
it  would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  that  the  second  reading  should 
be  postponed  until  that  day  week,  when 
the  objection  raised  to  the  Bill  by  his 
hon.  Friend  on  the  other  point  could  be 
taken  at  the  same  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned 
till  Tuesday  next." — {^Mr,  Chamherlain,) 

Mb.  CEEYKE  said,  he  fully  assented 
to  the  course  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday 
next. 

OXFORD.    AYLESBURY,    AND    METRO- 
POLITAN JUNCTION  RAILWAY 
BILL  {by  Order). 

SECOND   READING.      [ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr,  Chamberlain,) — 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

8EAFIELD  DOCK  AND  RAILWAY 
BILL   (by  Order). 

SEOOND  BEADINO.      [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
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Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chamberlain,)^ 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

WINDSOR,    ASCOT,    AND    ALDERSHOT 
RAILWAY  BILL  (by  Order). 

SECOm>  READING.      [aDJOTJBKED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [27th  February], 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chamberlain,) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

MIDLAND,     BIRMINGHAM,     WOLVER- 
HAMPTON.   AND   MILFORD    JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY  BILL  (hy  Order). 

SECOND    BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iff.  Dodde.) 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  urged 
that  the  Bill  might  be  read  a  second 
time,  as  the  opposition  to  it  was  on 
account  of  the  Commons  Preservation 
Society,  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN  asked  if  this 
was  one  of  the  Bills  which  contained 
provisions  for  an  alteration  of  rates  ? 

An  hon.  Membeb  :  Yes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Second  Beading  be  deferred  till 
Tuesday  next," — {Mr.  Chamberlain,) — 
put,  and  agreed  to. 


SPAIN  — INTERNATIONAL  LAW— SUR- 
RENDER OP  CUBAN  REFUGEES- 
THE  PAPERS. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
the  Government  had  promised  to  lay  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  some  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  Cuban  refugees.  They 
had  not  yet  been  furnished  to  the  House, 
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and  unless  they  were  in  the  hands  of 
Members  by  Monday  next,  he  would 
make  a  Motion  on  the  subject. 

QUESTIONS. 


POST  OFFICE  —  CONTRACTS  —  THE 
MAIL  SERVICE  BETWEEN  LONDON 
AND  DUBLIN. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  before 
taking  the  Contract  for  the  carriage  of 
the  Irish  Mails  from  an  Irish  Company, 
the  Goyemment  provided  that  the  Lon- 
don and  North  Western  Bail  way  Com- 
pany would  carry  the  Mails  between 
Holyhead  and  Dublin  in  vessels  equal 
to  the  existing  Mail  Packets  in  size, 
power,  and  draught  of  water  ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  and  what  provision  was  made 
with  the  London  and  North  Western 
Bailway  Company  as  to  the  size  of  the 
Mail  Packets  they  would  use  in  the  ser- 
vice, and  the  convenience  of  passen- 
fers,  so  as  to  ensure  that  the  accommo- 
ation  would  not  be  lessened,  and  the 
charges  would  not  be  increased  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  Sir,  in  con- 
nection with  this  Question,  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it 
is  true  that  the  smallest  mail  boat  at 
present  in  use  is  343  feet  in  length,  and 
1,467  tons  register,  while  the  Ltly  and 
the  Violet,  which  are  of  the  same  class 
as  those  about  to  be  substituted,  are 
only  230  feet  long  and  1,031  tons 
register  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY:  It  is  quite  im- 
possible for  me  to  answer  that  Question 
without  having  Notice.  I  am  not  fur- 
nished with  the  dimensions  of  the  par- 
ticnlar  ships  about  to  be  furnished. 
["  Oh,  oh !  ^']  I  say  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  know  the  exact  size  of  the  vessels. 
With  respect  to  the  Question  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  form  of  tender  for  the  mail 
service  referred  to  is  in  the  usual  terms, 
that  a  sufficient  number  of  steam  vessels 
of  adequate  power,  and  in  all  respects 
suited  for  the  service,  should  be  sup- 
plied ;  and  that,  before  they  are  sup- 
plied under  the  contract,  they  should  be 
submitted  for  approval  to  the  Postmaster 
General.  If  I  understand  his  Question 
rightly,  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  seems  to  uiink  the  contract  should 
contain   regulations  for  the  passenger 
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service.  I  must  point  out  that  that  is 
not  the  primary  object  of  the  contract. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  Was  any  provision 
whatever  made  for  the  accommodation 
of  passengers  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY :  The  usual  provi- 
sion.  The  terms  of  the  contract  are 
that  the  vessels  should  be  adequate  in 
all  respects  for  the  service. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Has  any  arrangement 
whatever  been  made  to  prevent  the 
London  and  North  Western  Eailway 
giving  inferior  accommodation,  and  in- 
creasing their  prices  after  they  had  ob- 
tained the  contract  ? 

Mb.  DAWSON :  Is  not  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  London  and  North  Western  Eail- 
way, expressed  with  the  assent  of  the 
Government,  to  change  the  port  of  entry 
from  Kingstown  to  Dublin ;  and  is  he 
not  also  perfectly  well  aware  that 
steamers  of  a  sufficient  tonnage  and  size, 
such  as  are  required  for  the  mail  and 
passenger  service,  cannot  be  used  in  the 
river  transit  of  Dublin,  which  is  already 
subject  to  several  collisions  even  at  the 
present  time  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY :  I  must  say  that 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  vessels  are  in- 
tended to  go  to  the  North  Wall.  The 
contract  requires  that  the  vessels  shall 
run  to  Kingstown  or  North  Wall  as  the 
Government  may  direct ;  and  I  may  say 
that,  from  the  information  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government  at  present,  they  think 
the  North  Wall  is  totally  out  of  the 
question.  In  reply  to  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Gibson),  I 
must  repeat  that  the  contract  referred  to 
the  postal  service,  and  required  that  the 
vessels  should  be  of  sufficient  dimensions 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  service 
adequately,  and  that  they  should  first 
of  ail  be  approved  by  the  Postmaster 
General. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Department  to  insist  that  the 
vessels  for  the  mail  service  shall  be 
equal  in  size,  tonnage,  and  seaworthy 
capacity  to  those  which  have  been  per- 
forming the  service  since  1859 ;  or  whe- 
ther the  Department  intends  to  permit 
an  inferior  class  of  vessels  to  those  which 
ran  23  years  ago  to  be  put  on  this  im- 
portant service  ? 

Mb.  COUETNEY :  I  think  the  Ques- 
tion is  already  answered  in  the  answer  I 
have  already  given.     The  object  of  the 
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Treasury  and  of  the  Post  Office  is  to 
obtain  the  due  carriage  of  the  mails, 
and  we  have  undertaken  a  contract  for 
the  Company  to  secure  that  the  vessels 
shall  be  adequate  and  in  all  respects 
sufficient  for  the  service.  No  vessels 
would  be  put  on  the  service  that  are  not 
previously  approved  by  the  Postmaster 
General.  The  carriage  of  passengers  is 
not  the  primary  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment's duties,     f  *'  Oh,  oh !  "] 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Is  it  any  part,  pri- 
mary or  secondary  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  I  do  not  think  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Gt)vemment  to  provide 
for  the  carriage  of  passengers.  |  "  Oh, 
oh ! "] 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  In  consequence 
of  the  declaration  of  the  Government 
that  they  do  not  intend  to  consult  the 
convenience  of  Irish  Members  obliged 
to  attend  in  this  House,  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  will  raise  this  question 
when  the  salary  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  comes  up 
for  consideration,  and  also  that  legisla- 
tion promoted  by  the  London  and  North 
Western  Bailway  Company  will  obtain 
the  attention  of  Irish  Members  for  the 
future. 


FACSIMILES  OF  IRISH  MANUSCHIPTS. 

Mr.  STUART-WOETLEY  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
How  many  plates  have  appeared  in 
each  of  the  volumes  of  the  racsimiles  of 
Irish  MSS. ;  whether  the  preface  and 
appendix  in  the  last  volume  do  not  far 
exceed  in  length  those  which  have  ap- 
peared in  previous  volumes;  whether 
this  additional  length  of  mere  printed 
matter  has  largely  tended  to  increase 
the  price ;  and,  whether  the  next  volume 
will  complete  the  series  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  number 
of  volumes  is  four,  and  the  numbers  of 
the  plates  in  the  volumes  published  are 
46,  49,  70,  and  47 ;  but  mere  numbers 
are  no  criterion  of  cost,  as  those  in  the 
last  volume  are  in  divers  colours,  and 
very  much  more  elaborate  than  the 
others,  some  two  or  three  of  them  in- 
volving, I  am  told,  upwards  of  20  print- 
ings. The  preface  and  appendix  to  the 
new  volume  are  much  longer  than  in 
former  cases ;  but .  the  two  together  pro- 
bably did  not  make  10«.  difference  in  the 
price.  The  next  volume  wiU  complete 
the  series. 

Mr.  Courtney 


POST  OFFICE  (SAVINGS  BANK 
DEPARTMENT). 

Mr.    KENNARD    asked    the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  the  Commis- 
sion   of   Inquiry  on    the    Post    Office 
Savings  Banks  in  1875  condemned  sys- 
tematic extra  work  as  prejudicial  to  the 
health  of  the  clerks,  and  opposed  to  the 
true  interests  of  the  Department ;  whe- 
ther the  extra  work  performed  in  the 
office  has  steadily  increased  from  100,000 
hours  in  1874  to  190,000  hours  in  1882; 
whether  the  office  is  still  kept  open  from 
8  a.m.  to  9  p.m. ;  and  whether  the  Post- 
master General  will  state  his  reasons  for 
so  long  restricting  the  staff  to  a  num- 
ber far  below  the  requirements  of  the 
Department ;  whether  the  building  in 
Queen  Victoria  Street  has  proved  totally 
inadequate  in  point  of  size,  and  whe- 
ther portions  of  the  male  staff  have  been 
removed  to  other  premises  in  order  to 
make  room  for  additional  female  clerks ; 
whether  more  than  200  female  clerks 
have  been  appointed    to  the  Savings 
Banks  Department  since  1 875,  and  whe- 
ther the  Postmaster  General  will  restore 
the  relative  proportions  of   the  upper 
and  lower  classes  as  recommended  by 
the  Commission  of  1875,    seeing  that 
the  neglect  of  this  recommendation  has 
destroyed  all  flow  of  promotion  among 
the  male  staff;  and,  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Postmaster's  Accounts  for  Jan- 
uary 1 882  were  not  checked  by  the  books 
of  the  Department  till  August  last ;  whe- 
ther those  of  June  last  were  only  com- 
menced to  be  checked  in  December  last ; 
whether   they  are   yet  completed ;  and 
whether,  in  consequence  of  this  irregu- 
larity, a  fraud  of  considerable  magni- 
tude might  not  have  remained  undis- 
covered ror  a  lengthened  period  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asks  me  ten  Questions  in  one.  I 
will  endeavour  to  answer  them  as  briefly 
as  I  can.  Within  the  last  two  or  three 
years  the  number  of  depositors  in  the 
Post  Office  Savings'  Bank  has  increased 
by  more  than  400,000  a-year,  and  the 
annual  addition  to  the  aggregate  de- 
posits has  increased  by  more  than 
£3,000,000.  I  think  it  will  be  obvioas 
to  the  House  that  it  would  have  been 
impossible  to  have  provided  for  so  re- 
markable an  increase  of  business  with- 
out a  considerable  amount  of  overtime. 
It  was  necessary,  for  instance,  to  ascer- 
tain whether   this   large  and    sudden 
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growtli  of  business  was  only  temporary, 
or  whether  it  was  likely  to  continue. 
Care  will  continue  to  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  amount  of  overtime  from  being  un- 
duly large,  and  with  this  object  as 
many  additional  clerks  were  appointed 
as  room  could  be  found  for.  The  new 
premises  in  Queen  Victoria  Street,  al- 
though they  have  been  opened  little 
more  than  two  years — and  it  was  then 
thought  they  would  provide  ample  ac- 
commodation —  have  been  found  too 
small.  As  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lsfevre)  stated  the  other  day,  the  diffi- 
culties which  prevented  the  acquisition 
of  fresh  accommodation  have  now  been 
removed,  and  the  new  premises  will  be 
ready  for  occupation  next  month.  The 
number  of  superior  appointments  is 
regulated  by  the  requirements  of  the 
service.  Although  I  think  the  House 
would  not  wish  me  to  trouble  them  with 
unnecessary  details,  I  may  state  that  in 
the  last  two  years  the  number  of  princi- 
pal clerks  has  been  increased  in  the 
male  branch  from  three  to  eight,  and  in 
the  female  branch  by  two.  I  believe 
that  great  advantage  has  resulted  from 
the  employment  of  female  clerks,  and 
the  number  employed  in  the  Savings 
Bank  has  been  increased  within  the  last 
two  years  by  91.  As  the  hon.  Member 
suggests  the  possibility  of  fraud,  I  can, 
in  conclusion,  assure  him  that  there  has 
been  no  fraud,  and  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  method  of  keeping  the  accounts  of 
the  Savings  Bank  is  entirely  satis- 
factory. 

NAVY— CASE  OP  WILLIAM  BOWLES 
AKB  G.  MUNDEN. 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  any 
legislation  will  be  undertaken  to  as- 
sure to  William  Bowles  and  G.  Munden 
the  pension  to  which  they  may  be  en- 
titled, as  suggested  in  letter  F  4,  page 
Ml,  of  the  Keport  of  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General,  or  what  other  steps 
will  be  taken  to  prevent  these  men  from 
suffering  prospective  injustice  from  no 
fault  of  their  own  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  B ANNERM AN : 
Sir,  the  Correspondence  appended  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  shows  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Admiralty,  the  two  men  named  by 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  are 


placed,  through  no  fault  of  their  own, 
in  a  most  unfortunate  position.  There 
are  very  serious  objections  to  legislation 
on  behalf  of  individuals ;  but  we  have 
reason  to  believe  that  these  men  will 
not  ultimately  be  made  to  suffer  on  ac- 
count of  the  omission  that  has  been  made 
in  their  case. 

ARMT— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  MILITARY 
RAILWAY  CORPS. 

Viscount  NEWPORT  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  after 
the  recent  experiences  in  Egypt,  the  Gt)- 
vernment  intend  to  establish  a  Military 
Railway  Corps  ? 

The  Marqukss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Yes,  Sir ;  arrangements  are  being  made, 
and  I  hope  will  shortly  be  completed,  for 
the  formation  and  training  of  a  Military 
Railway  Corps. 

ARMY— VACCINATION  OF  RECRUITS. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  every 
recruit  on  entering  the  Army  is  com- 
pelled to  be  vaccinated,  without  reference 
to  any  objection  he  may  entertain  to  the 
operation,  to  the  fact  of  his  having  been 
previously  vaccinated,  or  to  his  having 
had  the  small-pox ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
recruiting  officers  have  orders  to  explain 
this  fact  before  enlistment  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  every  recruit  without  exception  is 
vaccinated  on  entering  the  Army.  No 
orders  are  given  to  recruiting  officers  to 
explain  the  regulations  as  to  vaccina- 
tion before  enlistment ;  but  no  case  of 
objection  has  ever  been  brought  to 
notice. 

EGYPT  (INDIAN  CONTINGENT)— 
EXPENSES. 

Sir  HENRY  FLETCHER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  men  of  the  Anglo-Indian 
regiments,  sent  from  India  to  Egypt  last 
year,  retained  their  Indian  pay  and  al- 
lowances till  October  10th  1882,  whereas 
the  officers  were  put  on  English  pay, 
&c.,  on  landing  in  Egypt? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
Sir,  it  appears  from  the  pay  lists  of 
British  regiments  sent  from  India  to 
Egypt  that  both  officers  and  men  were 
put  upon  British  rates  from  the  day  of 
landing  in  Egypt. 
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POOR  LAW— VACCINATION  OF  PAUPER 

CHILDREN. 
Me.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Govemment  Board,  Whe- 
ther the  Order  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  January  27th,  addressed  to 
Boards  of  Guardians,  does  not  recite, 
with  approval,  that — 

''Some  Boards  of  Guardians  have  passed  a 
resolution  requiring  the  medical  officer,  subject 
to  the  exercise  of  his  judgment  as  to  making 
exception  in  particular  cases,  to  secure  the  yac- 
cination  of  aU  children  bom  in  the  workhouse 
as  soon  as  possible  after  birth ; " 

whether  the  Local  Gt)yemnient  Board 
place  any  and  what  limit  of  age  before 
which  a  newly  born  child  shall  not  be 
vaccinated;  and,  whether  the  Depart- 
ment is  aware  that  its  orders  or  direc- 
tions form  no  defence  in  point  of  Law 
to  the  vaccinating  officer  on  a  charge  of 
manslaughter  by  reason  of  too  early 
vaccination  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  I 
presume  the  hon.  Member  refers  to  a 
Circular  letter  of  January  27,  1882,  as 
there  is  no  Order  under  that  date  in  the 
present  year.  The  practice  is  as  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  Question.  The  Local  Government 
Board  had  never  fixed  any  limit  of  age 
before  which  a  newly-born  child  should 
not  be  vaccinated,  and  they  are  aware 
that  its  Orders  form  no  defence  in  point 
of  law  to  the  vaccinating  officer  on  a 
charge  of  manslaughter.  There  has 
never  been  any  charge,  except  the  one 
which  recently  occurred. 

UNITED  STATES- THE  NEW  TARIFF. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can  give  to 
the  House  any  exact  information  by  way 
of  a  printed  precis  or  other  statement, 
in  a  form  of  which  the  public  can  avail 
themselves,  of  the  effect  of  the  new  Tariff 
Law  in  the  United  States,  comparing 
the  old  and  present  Duties  on  each  class 
of  goods  ? 

Me.  CHAMBEELAIN:  Sir,  I  have 
not  yet  received  any  official  information 
on  this  subject;  but  as  soon  as  I  get 
the  Ketums  I  will  see  in  what  way  the 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  can  be  at- 
tained. 

EGYPT— THE  NEW  EGYPTIAN  INDEM- 

NITY  LOAN. 
SiK  WILFEID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 


Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  "  Standard  "  of  the  5th  instant,  that 
funds  for  the  New  Egyptian  Indemnity 
Loan  are  to  to  be  provided  by  retrench- 
ing the  amounts  now  available  for  the 
internal  administration  of  this  Country, 
a  step  which  is  said  to  be  exciting  the 
'^ liveliest  indignation;"  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  support  the  Egyptian 
Govemment  in  altering  their  decree 
known  as  "  The  Law  of  Liquidation," 
so  as  to  provide  for  the  indemnity  from 
the  revenues  assigned  for  the  payment 
of  the  bondholders  ? 

LoED  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE: 
Sir,  it  is  the  object  of  the  Egyptian  Go* 
vemment  to  introduce  economy  into  the 
different  Departments  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice of  that  country,  so  as,  if  possible, 
to  meet  the  demands  upon  it  without 
imposing  fresh  taxation.  The  issues 
raised  by  the  second  portion  of  the 
Question  are,  I  fear,  of  too  great  import- 
ance to  be  answered  within  the  limits  of 
an  answer  to  a  Question. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Is  the 
money  to  be  taken  from  the  un  assigned 
revenue  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE : 
That  is  a  fresh  Question,  of  which  I 
must  have  Notice. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  :  No,  no. 

POST  OFFICE   (SAVINGS    BANK 
DEPARTMENT). 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  many  male  clerks  in  the  Savings 
Bank  of  from  ten  to  fourteen  years'  ser- 
vice are  still  on  the  lowest  class  of  the 
establishment,  with  very  remote  prospects 
of  promotion ;  whether  any  scheme  for 
the  amelioration  of  their  condition  is 
included  in  the  "beneficial  changes" 
said  to  have  been  determined  upon ; 
and,  whether  he  will  state  the  number 
of  appointments  respectively  to  the  male 
and  female  establishments  of  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  since  the  1st  day  of 
January,  1876,  together  with  the  num- 
ber  of  superior  appointments  created 
since  that  date  in  each  case  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  state  what  will  be  the  effect 
of  the  changes  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers.  It  is  the  case  that  there  are 
clerks  in  the  third  class  of  10  to  14 
years'  service.  Their  chances  of  pro- 
motion in  the  future  depend  upon  the 
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requirements  of  the  Department  and 
their  individual  efficiency  and  conduct. 
The  number  of  appointments  made 
since  the  Ist  of  January,  1876,  has 
been  158  on  the  male  staff  with  13 
superior  appointments,  and  156  on  the 
female  staff  with  15  superior  appoint- 
ments. I  may  add,  however,  that  the 
salary  allotted  to  a  superior  appoint- 
ment on  the  female  staff  is  about  one- 
third  of  that  allotted  to  an  appointment 
of  the  same  rank  on  the  male  staff. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked,  whether 
complcdnts  had  reached  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  part  of  the  female 
clerks,  that  they  were  required  to  do 
the  work  of  male  clerks  for  very  much 
less  than  the  remuneration  of  male 
clerks  ? 

Mb.  FAWOETT.  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  female  clerks  would 
be  extremely  glad  to  have,  an  increase 
of  salary ;  but  he  might  say  that  the 
female  establishment  at  the  Post  Office 
was  in  a  very  satisfactory  position,  and 
he  had  no  difficulty  in  finding  most 
eligible  persons  to  fill  the  appointments. 

CHANNEL  TUNNEL  SCHEME. 

Sib  £.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with 
reference  to  a  Notice  of  Motion  on  this 
subject  standing  in  his  name,  Whether 
it  would  be  brought  on  that  night  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  felt  it  would  probably  be  inconvenient 
that  a  matter  of  so  much  importance 
should  be  left  uncertain,  and  he  would 
undertake  that  it  should  not  be  brought 
forward  that  night. 

CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)— 

REPORTED  MURDER  OF  LORD 

ARDILAUN'S  BAILIFF. 

Mb.  lea  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  If  he  had  any  information  as 
to  the  reported  assault  on  Elynn,  Lord 
ArdOaan's  bailiff,  one  day  last  week, 
by  which  he  received  such  injuries  that 
he  had  since  died  ? 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Pobtbb),  in  reply, 
aaid,  he  was  happy  to  state  that,  so  far 
as  the  death  of  the  man  was  concerned, 
the  report  was  entirely  devoid  of  foun- 
dation. There  was  an  ordinary  trivial 
assault  committed  upon  Elynn  some 
time  ago ;  but  he  was  informed  by  the 
tjub-Inspeotorof  Policethatbesaw  Flynn 


yesterday  at  a  distance  of  10  miles  from 
his  own  residence  in  perfectly  good 
health. 

THB  CIVIL  SERVICE  AND  NAVY 
ESTIMATES. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  that  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  were  in  the  hands  of 
the  printers,  and  he  hoped  a  few  copies 
would  be  ready  on  Thursday,  though 
they  could  not  be  generally  distributed 
till  Monday.  He  could  not  say  when 
the  Navy  Estimates  would  be  ready. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  trusted 
the  Government  was  aware  that  it  was 
not  reasonable  even  to  ask  for  a  Vote 
on  Account  until  hon.  Members  had 
been  afforded  an  opportunity  of  exa- 
mining these  Estimates. 

ARMY  RETURNS. 

Ooix)NEL  ALEXANDEE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Why  the 
Eeport  of  the  Inspector  General  of  Ee- 
cruiting,  which  had  been  promised  for 
that  day,  and  which,  according  to  The 
Timea  of  that  morning,  had  just  been 
issued,  was  not  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers ;  also,  when  the  Tel-el- Kebir  Ee- 
tum,  ordered  on  the  6th  of  November, 
1882,  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  H  AETINGTON,  in 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  been  assured 
that  ihe  Eeport  of  the  Inspector  General 
of  Eecmiting  would  have  been  in  the 
hands  of  Members  that  day;  but  he  had 
not  yet  ascertained  the  cause  of  the 
delay.  He  could  not  reply  as  to  the 
Tel-el-Kebir  Eetum. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES— THE  MILITIA 

VOTE. 
In  reply  to  Earl  Pebot, 

The  Mabquess  op  HAETINGTON 
said,  that  he  thought  the  Government 
could  not  hope  to  have  more  than  one 
night  for  the  Army  Estimates  before 
Easter,  and  he  feared  there  was  no 
possibility  of  taking  the  Militia  Vote 
on  that  night. 

SEED  ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  (No.  2) 

BILL. 

LoBD  COLIN  CAMPBELL :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
What  is  the  course  the  Government 
intend  to  take  with  regard  to  the  Seed 
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Advances  (Scotland)  Bill,  the  debate  on 
whicli  was  adjourned  at  an  early  hour 
this  morning?  Either  that  Bill  is  an 
urgent  measure,  or  it  is  not.  If  it  is 
urgent,  I  think  tlie  House  will  be  curi- 
ous to  know—-!  Cries  of  **  Order  !  "] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  noble  Lord  can 
put  a  Question,  but  he  cannot  enter 
into  debate. 

TheOHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  :  My  noble  Friend 
has  not  g^ven  me  any  Notice  on  the  sub- 
ject, ana  I  can  only  now  repeat  what  I 
said  last  night.  The  Bill  is  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),  and  I  concurred  last  night  in 
the  solicitation  to  adjourn  it  until  it 
could  be  debated.  When  it  is  debated, 
I  will  state  to  the  House  the  views  of 
the  Government  upon  it. 

Lord  COLIN  CAMPBELL:  My 
Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is,  Whether  the  Government  would  give 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  Bill  on  an  early  day '? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  :  No,  Sir ;  the 
urgent  Business  of  the  Government 
is  such  that  we  could  not  possibly  do 
that;  but  we  certainly  should  wish  to 
have  the  Bill  discussed,  and  at  a  reason- 
able hour. 

THE  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Qorst, 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childers)  said,  that  i* 
would  be  necessary  to  obtain  the  Sup" 
plementary  Estimates  on  Thursday,  so 
that  the  Appropriation  Bill  might  be 
passed  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVATE  BILL  LEGIS- 
LATION.—RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr.  CEAIG-SELLAE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  system  of  Private 
Bill  Le^slation ;  and  to  move  the  fol- 
lowing Eesolutions : — 

**l.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  calls  for  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  requires  reform. 

"  2.  That  in  place  of  Private  Bills  which 
have  passed  a  Second  Reading  in  either  House 
of  Parliament  being  referred  to  Committees  as 
heretofore,  they  should  be  referred  for  consi- 
deration and  report  to  Commissions  to  be  estab- 
lished for  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland. 

Lori  Colin  CamjfheU 


**  3.  That  if  any  party  who  shall  have  ap- 
peared before  the  Commission  should  appeal 
against  the  report  thereof,  the  appeal,  together 
with  the  case,  notes  of  evidence,  and  report, 
with  the  reasons  therefor,  should  be  referred  to 
a  Parliamentary  tribunal,  composed  (in  the 
manner  recommended  in  1869  by  the  Joint 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  Despatch  of  Busi- 
ness) of  Members  of  both  Houses,  with  power 
to  award  costs," 

said :  In  moving  these  Eesolutions  on 
Private  Bill  Legislation,  of  which  I 
have  given  Notice,  I  think  it  right  that 
I  should  offer  an  apology  to  the  House 
for  having  ventured,  as  a  young  Mem- 
ber— one  of  its  youngest  Members — to 
introduce  a  subject  of  such  great  import- 
ance, bearing,  as  it  does,  so  closely  on 
the  Business  of  the  House  and  the  juris- 
diction of  Parliament,  when  there  are 
so  many  hon.  Members,  both  older  .'and 
of  much  greater  knowledge  and  expe- 
rience on  this  subject  than  I  can  boast 
of,  who  could  have  discharged  the  duty 
so  much  more  adequately  and  with 
much  greater  effect.  I  feel  that  I  shall 
speak  at  a  disadvantage  in  presence  of 
many  hon.  Members  who  have  spent 
years  in  this  House,  and  who  have  seen 
and  watched  both  the  good  and  the  bad 
points  in  connection  with  Private  Bill 
Legislation ;  and  I  can  only  express  tbe 
hope  that  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion we  shall  have  the  benefit  of  the 
knowledge  and  experience  of  those  hon. 
Gentlemen.  I  would  venture  to  inform 
the  House  why  it  was  that  I  turned  my 
attention  to  this  subject,  and  have  ob- 
truded it  upon  the  House,  and  I  will  do 
so  in  a  few  words.  Knowing  Scotland 
and  the  opinions  of  the  people  and  the 
constituencies  of  Scotland  very  well — as 
well,  perhaps,  as  any  hon.  Member  in 
this  House — I  am  aware  that  there  is  a 
great  feeling  of  dissatisfaction,  from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  present  system  of 
Private  Bill  Legislation  is  conducted. 
I  would  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friends  and 
Colleagues  from  Scotland  whether  it  is 
not  the  case  that  the  enormous  expense, 
the  increasing  uncertainty  in  tbe  deci- 
sions of  Committees  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  the  fact  that  the  evi- 
dence with  regard  to  local  affairs  is 
taken  up  here  in  London,  and  not  in 
the  locality  affected  by  the  Bills,  are 
matters  of  serious  grievance  and  disad- 
vantage to  Scotland,  and  matters  which 
require  reform.    Passing  from  Scotland, 
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and  looking  across  to  Ireland,  I  find 
that  the  same  complaints  are  heard  from 
that  country.       Year  after   year  Bills 
have  heen  introduced  by  Irish  Members 
dealing  with  this   matter,  and  asking 
that    the  people    of   Ireland    may  be 
allowed  to  legislate  for  themselves,  or, 
at    least,   to    conduct    their   local    in- 
quiries   before   Commissioners  in  Ire- 
land,  relating    to    matters    now   dealt 
with  by  Private  Bill  Legislation,  such 
as   railways,    canals,    gas    and   water 
works.    When  I  come  to  examine  the 
matter  in  the  light  of  the  discussions  in 
Parliament,  and  of  the  Eeports  of  Select 
Committees,  I  find  that  the  dissatisfac- 
tion is  not  confined    to    Scotland   and 
Ireland.     Since  1824  there  had   been 
grumbling  almost  from  one  end  of  Eng- 
land to  the  other.    Tear  after  year  Com- 
mittees of  this  House,  and  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  have  sat  and  taken 
evidence  upon  this  matter.  I  think  there 
have  been  at  least  15  Committees  or 
Commissions,  during  the  last  50  years, 
appointed  by  Parliament  to  investigate 
the  reasons  of  the  unsatisfactory  man- 
ner in  which  Private  Bills  have  been 
dealt  with ;  and  while  the  recommenda- 
tions of  those  Bodies  have  been  hesi- 
tating and  irresolute,  the  evidence  of  the 
witnesses    has    not    infrequently   been 
pronounced  and  decided  enough  against 
the  present  system.    In  the  words  of 
the  Committee  of  1863,  the  witnesses 
seemed  to  hold  that  "  the  present  sys- 
tem on  which  Private  Bill  Legislation  is 
founded  is  not  satisfactory,"  and  I  may 
add  that  it  cannot  be  made  satisfactory 
without  some  drastic  change.  My  original 
intention  was  to  confine  my  proposals  to 
Scotland,    where    I    felt    sure  of   my 
ground.    I  had  intended  to  propose  that 
a  permanent  Commission  should  be  ap- 
pointed for  Scotland,  before  whom  the 
evidence  on  Private    Bills  should    be 
taken ;  but  I  found  that  what  was  bad 
for  Scotland  was  bad  for  Ireland,  and 
Avhat  was  bad  for  Ireland  and  Scotland 
could  not  be  good  for  England.    I  felt, 
also,  that  if  I  limited  my  proposal  to 
one  part  of  the  country,  I  should  be  met 
with  the  ready  answer  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  legislate  on  an  important 
matter  of  the  kind  for  one  part  of  the 
country  only.     That    was  the    answer 
which  was  given  by  the  noble  Marquess 
the   Secretary    of  State  for  War   (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)   in   1871  on 
the    liocal  Legislation  (Ireland)    Bill. 


The  noble  Marquess,  who  was  then 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  stated  that  he  considered  Pri- 
vate Bill  Legislation,  as  regarded  Epg- 
land  and  Scotiand,  required  amendment; 
and  in  1880  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster), 
who  was  then  Chief  Secretary,  admitted 
that  Private  Bill  Legislation  was  incon- 
venient for  Ireland,  and  still  more  in- 
convenient for  England  and  Scotland, 
and  that  he  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  the  Three  Kingdoms  should  have  a 
tribunal  to  conduct  these  inquiries  which 
should  ultimately  defer  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  On  these  grounds,  therefore, 
I  determined  to  extend  my  proposal  to 
the  Three  Kingdoms.  Havingmade  this 
explanation,  I  hope  that  the  House  will 
acquit  me  of  presumption,  and  will  bear 
with  me  while,  in  the  words  of  my  1st 
Besolution,  I  attempt  to  prove  that  the 
system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  calls 
for  the  attention  of  Parliament  and  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  requires 
reform. 

What  are  the  main  objections  to 
the  present  system  ?  They  are  three 
in  number — the  expense,  the  uncertainty 
of  the  decisions  of  the  Committees,  and 
the  unprofitable  waste  of  public  time. 
It  is  universally  admitted  that  there  is 
no  more  expensive  tribunal  in  the  world 
than  that  which  deals  with  evidence  on 
which  our  private  legislation  is  founded. 
It  is  impossible  to  give  anything  like  an 
accurate  account  of  the  cost  of  any  indi- 
vidual Private  Bill ;  but  I  shall  mention 
two  or  three  of  the  more  conspicuous 
cases  which  have  come  under  my  notice. 
In  1 862,  at  an  important  meeting  of  the 
Social  Science  Congress  in  London,  some 
papers  on  Private  Bill  Legislation  were 
read,  in  which  several  cases  were  cited, 
and  from  those  the  following  instances 
of  the  expense  of  the  present  system  are 
taken : — Before  the  crisis  of  the  railway 
mania,  it  was  calculated  that  the  lines 
then  existing  had  been  taxed  for  law 
and  Parliamentary  expenses  £1,800  per 
mile;  and  that  up  to  the  year  1857  the 
Great  Western  Railway  Company  had 
spent  no  less  than  £760,000  to  get  the 
sanction  of  Parliament  to  their  under- 
taking. The  Great  Northern  Hailway 
had  spent  £420,620  in  Parliamentary 
expenses  before  a  spade  was  put  into  the 
ground.  It  was  also  stated  before  a 
Committee  in  1863  that  a  railway  was 
planned  from  Oswestry  to  Christchurchi 
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a  distance  of  18  miles,  and  the  expenses 
in  that  case  with  reference  to  the  Parlia- 
mentary contest  amounted  to  between 
£60,000  and  £80,000  for  the  prelimi- 
nary powers  only.     There  were  several 
oases  where  as  much  as  15  per  cent,  and 
even  17  per  cent,  of  the  capital  of  small 
and  insignificant  Companies  was  eaten 
up  by  Parliamentary  expenses;  and  it 
was  not  the  Bailway  Companies  only 
who  suffered  in  this  way,  for  the  Gas 
and  Water  Companies  fared  no  better, 
they  being  mulcted  in  a  similar  manner. 
The  Carlisle  Gas  Company's  Parliamen- 
tary bill  amounted  to  £1,372,  or  8  per 
cent  of  its  capital.    It  cost  Devonport 
£1,611  to  secure  their  original  Act,  and 
£699  more  for  power  to  increase  their 
capital ;   the  Blackburn   Gas  Company 
spent  5    per  cent    of  its  capital,   the 
Cambridge  Company  12  per  cent,  and 
the  Filey  Company  15  per  cent  of  their 
capital ;    and    the  Clifton    Suspension 
Bridge  across  the  Avon  cost  £1,257  for 
Parliamentary  expenses,   although  the 
Bill  was  unopposed.    It  may  be  said 
that  these  figures  are  unofficial.    I  will 
give  one  or  two  results  taken  from  other 
figures,  which  cannot  be  gainsaid.    In 
1862,  Colonel  Wilson-Patten,  now  Lord 
Winmarleigh — than  whom  no  man  is  a 
higher  authority  on  such  matters — pro- 
cured  a  Keturn  through  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  Bail- 
way,  Gas,  and  Water  Companies  in  pro- 
moting or  opposing  Private  Bills  from 
1 855  to  1 861 .  Betumswere  received  from 
270  Bailway  Companies,  37  Gas  Compa- 
nies, and  50  Water  Companies.  The  total 
amount  spent  in  these  years  by  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  was  £1,812,659  ;  by  the 
Gas  Companies,  £90,125;   and  by  the 
Water  Companies,  £101,000.  The  whole 
amount  spent  by  these  Companies    in 
these  years  in  promoting  Bills  in  Parlia- 
ment was  rather  more  than  £2,000,000, 
not  including  the  fees  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament.   But  these  figures,  it  may 
truly  be  said,  refer  to    20  years  ago, 
and  perhaps  we  have  g^wn  wiser  since, 
and  do  not  spend  our  money  so  reck- 
lessly.     But  is  that  the    case?     The 
system  remains  unchanged.    The  main 
cause  of  these  expenses  is  the  profes- 
sional charges,  and   these   remain  the 
same  as   they    were    20   or  40   years 
ago.    If  anything,  they  have  increased. 
Tnirty  guineas  a-day  is  the  least  fee 
that  even  a  junior  counsel  can  take  for 
his  first  day  in  Committee ;  and  though 
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the  minimum  is  fixed,  the  maximum  ia 
not,  and  what  it  may  be  no  one  oan 
say.    It  is  not  an  unheard-of  thing  for 
senior  counsel  to  get  500  or  even  1 ,000 
guineas    for  their  brief  fee,   and  the 
usual  ''refreshers"  and  consultation  fees 
for  every  day  in  which  they  appear  in 
Committee.  These  fees  you  may  multiply 
five  or  six  times,   because    there    are 
always  five  or  six  counsel  on  each  Bill, 
it  being  the  practice,  under  the  existing 
system,  which  drives  the  work  into  a 
few  months  in  each  year,  when  several 
Committees  are  sitting  at  the  same  time, 
to  employ  more  counsel  than  are  abso- 
lutely necessary;  and,  accordingly,  if  you 
multiply  by  five  or  six,  and  add  the  fees 
paid  to  this  House  and   to   the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  the  fees  of  the 
Parliamentary  agents  and  local  solici- 
tors, the  remuneration  of  engineers,  sur- 
veyors, and  skilled  witnesses,  which  is 
always  heavy,  and,  finally,  the  allow- 
ances to  ordinary  witnesses,  you  will  ar- 
rive at  a  total  which  accounts  for  the 
fact  that  Companies  spend  a  large  pro- 
portion of  their  capital  in  order  to  ob- 
tain powers  to  make  a  proper  use  of  the 
balance.    As  we  find  that  the  profes- 
sional charges  have  not  diminished,  so 
we  find  that  the  time  during  which  Bills 
are  kept  lingering  in  Committee  is  not 
shortened,  but,  if  anything,  is  extended. 
Only  two  years  ago  the  Hull  and  Barns- 
ley  Bailway  Bill  was  kept  before  the 
Committee  for  24  days,  and  the  expense 
was  so  lavish  as  to  be  almost  inconceiv- 
able.    Again,  last  year,  the  Southamp- 
ton Branch  of   the  Didcot,  Newbuiy, 
and  Southampton  Junction  Bailway  had 
to  spend  £1,000  per  mile  in  defending 
themselves  against  the  South- Western 
Bailway  Company  before  a    sod    was 
cut.     This  year  the  Manchester    Ship 
Canal  is  one  of  the  biggest  concerns 
before  the  Committees ;  and  it  appears 
that  a  Provisional  Committee  has  ciedled 
for  subscriptions  and  assistance  to  raise 
a  fund  of  £100,000  to  defray  the  ex- 
pense of  an  application  to  Parliament 
to  carry  out  the  scheme.     I  think  I 
have  now  said  enough  to  show  that  this 
is    the    most    expensive    tribunal  that 
exists  anywhere.    In  1867  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission was  appointed,  and  before  that 
Commission    much   valuable    and   im- 
portant evidence  was    taken.     Among 
other  witnesses  examined  was  a  well- 
known  gentleman,  who  had  been  at  one 
time  a  Commissioner  of  Works  in  Ire* 
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land.  He  afterwards  went  to  Prussia, 
where  he  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with 
the  superintendence  of  the  construction 
of  the  Prussian  railways.  He  was  asked 
about  the  difference  between  the  ex- 
penses there  and  in  this  country,  and  he 
stated  that  the  system  of  legislation  in 
Prussia  was  totally  different  from  ours. 
The  preliminary  expenses  there,  he  said, 
were  very  small  indeed;  and  he  also 
said — 

"  I  believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that  the 
▼arioos  expenses  aoeompanying  the  passing  of 
Railway  Bills  in  this  country  through  Parlia- 
ment before  a  sod  was  dug  would  amount  to 
something  very  nearly  like  the  cost  of  the  whole 
Prussian  system." 

This  costliness  is  due  to  the  system 
which  now  exists.  Great  Companies, 
with  boundless  purses,  come  to  this 
House  and  to  the  other  House ;  and  they 
are,  perhaps  unconsciously,  not  un- 
willing to  expend  enormous  sums,  and 
to  protract  discussion  as  long  as  they 
can  with  decency  protract  it,  in  order 
to  drive  off  the  smaller  Companies,  with 
smaller  capital,  who  mieht  wish  to  in- 
terfere with  the  monopoly  of  the  greater 
Companies.  It  is  the  interest  of  those 
great  Companies  to  lengthen  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  the  system  plays  into 
their  hands.  Parliament  sits  only  half 
the  year,  and  the  Committees  sit  only 
for  a  few  hours  in  the  week ;  and  that 
fact,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  the  pro- 
fessional men  and  agents  engaged  are  not 
anxious  to  hurry  the  proceedings,  causes 
great  delay.  I  do  not  for  a  moment  say 
that  either  the  Parliamentary  counsel  or 
the  solicitors  desire  to  spin  out  those  in- 
quiries to  an  inordinate  length.  It  would 
be  unworthy  of  me  to  make  such  a  sug- 
gestion. Neither  do  I  suppose  that  the 
municipal  officials — the  town  clerks  and 
tho  g^eat  deputations  of  town  coun- 
cillors who  come  up  to  London— are  not 
in  a  hurry  to  go  home  again,  but  wish 
to  stay  in  London  at  the  public  expense 
longer  than  is  absolutely  necessary.  I 
do  not  make  those  charges  against  any 
of  these  professional  men  and  official 
gentlemen ;  but  I  do  say  that  the  pro- 
TOSsional  gentlemen,  knowing  that  their 
principals,  the  great  and  wealthy  Com- 
panies, wish  delay,  it  would  hardly 
be  in  human  nature  for  them  to  baulk 
their  principals  of  their  desire.  Then, 
again,  the  hours  are  short.  In  one 
hearing  of  eight  hours,  you  could  do 
more  than  coiud  be  done  in  two  days  of 


four  hours  each ;  and,  therefore,  when 
the  Session  is  so  short,  and  the  hours 
are  so  short,  and  the  tribunal  inexpe- 
rienced, the  difficulty  which  counsel  feel 
is  to  know  when  to  stop.  Naturally, 
they  think  it  advisable  to  go  on  calling 
evidence  until  the  tribunal  stops  them, 
and  BO  the  matter  lingers  on  needlessly 
in  one  House,  to  be  followed  by  similar 
tactics,  similar  delay,  and  similar  ex- 
pense in  the  other  House. 

This  brings  me  to  my  second  objec- 
tion to  the  present  system,  and  that  is 
the  uncertainty  in  the  decisions  at  which 
the  Committees  in  this  House  and  the 
Committees  in  the  other  House  arrive. 
I  will  not  say  one  word  in  prejudice  of 
the  pereonnel  of  the  present  Committees. 
Members  of  Committees  in  both  Houses 
have  shown  great  industry,  sometimes 
very  great  ability,  always  high  honour, 
and  they  have  rendered  service  in  these 
difficult  and  delicate  investigations,  for 
which  they  have  received  inadequate 
credit,  both  from  the  House  and  from  the 
public.  But  the  system  is  one  that  will 
not  bear  investigation.  In  the  first 
place,  how  is  the  tribunal  constituted  ? 
Members  of  the  present  and  leading 
Members  of  the  late  Administration 
rarely  serve  on  Private  Bill  Commit- 
tees. Hon.  Gentlemen  in  large  profes- 
sional practice,  and  who  have  great 
businesses  to  conduct,  are,  as  a  rule,  ex- 
empt; and  you  have  also  to  exempt  those 
who  are  connected  with  property  through 
which  the  lines  will  pass,  or  who  have 
pecuniary  interests  in  the  localities  af- 
fected by  the  Private  Bill.  You  have 
further  to  eliminate  the  Directors  and 
Chairmen  of  other  Bailway  Companies, 
and  who  number  in  this  present  House 
of  Commons  about  113.  So  that,  by 
this  process,  you  practically  exclude 
from  the  service  of  these  Committees 
the  very  pick  of  the  business  faculty  in 
the  House.  The  Committee  of  Selection 
have  got  to  select  the  Chairmen,  and 
their  choice  is  always  good ;  but  each 
year,  we  are  told,  it  is  more  and  more 
difficult  to  man  the  Chairmen's  Panel ; 
and  yet  the  whole  system  really  turns 
on  the  selection  of  Chairmen,  because, 
where  only  the  inexperienced  are  left  to 
fill  the  Committees,  the  whole  burden 
really  falls  upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
Chairmen.  If  it  was  difficult  to  man 
those  Committees  properly  before,  it  will 
be  much  more  difficult  now,  for  it  will 
be  remembered  that  it  was  decided  last 
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year  that  160  picked  Members  of  the 
House  should  be  drafted  off  to  serre  on 
Standing  Committees.  I  am  aware  it  is 
supposed  these  will  represent  a  micro- 
cosm of  the  House ;  but  if  these  Stand- 
ing Committees  are  to  be  successful — 
and  it  is  believed  they  will  be — more  of 
them  will  be  appointed,  and  it  will  come 
to  be  regarded  as  a  considerable  honour 
to  serve  on  them,  and  an  honour  sought 
after  by  the  best  of  the  non-official  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  If  that  be  so,  you  will 
find  it  almost  impossible  to  man  your 
Private  Bill  Committees,  except  by  those 
who  have  not  the  ambition  to  serve  on 
the  Standing  Committees.  The  tribunal 
will  become  weaker  and  weaker ;  it  will 
not  be  a  question  of  abolishing  the  tri- 
bunal ;  but  the  difficulty  will  become  so 
great  that  it  will  be  impossible  to  continue 
the  system.  This  difficulty  of  manning 
the  Committees  is  not  confined  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  So  long  as  20 
years  ago,  a  similar  difficulty  was  ex- 
perienced in  the  House  of  Lords;  and 
Lord  Kedesdale  stated  that  he  was 
not  able  to  take  more  than  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Private  Bills  for  ori- 
gination in  the  House  of  Lords.  Mr. 
Massey,  who  was  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees at  that  time,  was  examined 
before  the  Select  Committee  that  sat  in 
1 863  upon  this  very  question.  He  was 
asked  whether  it  was  not  his  duty  to 
meet  the  Chairman  of  the  House  of 
Lords'  Committee,  and  to  decide  what 
Bills  should  originate  with  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  what  with  the  House  of 
Commons  ;  and  the  answer  to  that  was, 
that  the  Bills  were  selected  by  the  Chair- 
men of  the  Committees  of  the  two 
Houses.  In  answer  to  another  ques- 
tion, he  said  there  was  considerable 
difficulty  with  respect  to  the  selection  of 
the  Bills  for  Committee  in  each  House, 
because  the  number  of  cases  Lord  Bedes- 
dale  would  undertake  was  very  small  in 
comparison  with  the  number  that  must 
commence  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  year  they  had  nearly  400  Private 
Bills,  some  of  which  went  off;  but  of 
those  Lord  Kedesdale  would  only  consent 
to  take  82.  Well,  Sir,  has  that  difficulty 
been  overcome?  This  year  there  are 
276  Private  Bills  introduced  into  Parlia- 
ment, the  Chairmen  have  met,  and  Lord 
Bedesdale  has  found  it  impossible  to 
take  more  than  85.  Last  year,  out  of 
320  Bills  the  House  of  Lords  accepted 
only  96;  and  in  1881,  out  of  231  Bills 
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the  House  of  Lords  accepted  only  65. 
In  both  Houses,  therefore,  there  is  danger 
of  a  dead-lock,  and  this  year  there  is 
greater  danger  than  ever  there  has  been 
in  the  history  of  Private  Bill  Legislation 
owing  to  the  appointment  of  Standing 
Committees.  Such  is  the  tribunal  which 
this  expensive  system  creates.  It  has  been 
called — I  am  not  using  my  own  words — 
*'a  weak  jury  without  a  Judge  to  mode* 
rate  between  the  jury  and  the  Bar." 
The  Parliamentary  Bar  is,  perhaps,  the 
strongest  and  most  experienced  of  any  Bar 
in  this  country;  and  what  possible  chance 
has  the  Committee,  or  the  jury,  as  it  has 
been  called,  against  such  a  Bar  as  that  ? 
And  it  is  not  one  jury,  it  is  two  juries, 
two  Courts  of  original  and  co-ordinate 
jurisdiction,  which  is  an  anomaly  in  it- 
self, and  it  is  incumbent  upon  the  par- 
ties to  establish  their  case  before  these 
two  Courts,  to  whom  are  entrusted  some 
of  the  most  difficult  and  delicate  duties 
that  can  be  entrusted  to  any  tribunal. 
And  what  is  the  consequence  ?  The  con- 
sequence is  that  the  decisions  of  these 
Committees  come  to  be  regarded  almost 
as  lotteries,  in  which  the  longest  purse 
is  apt  to  draw  the  prize,  owing  to  its 
pertinacity.  That  is  the  opinion  of  a 
noble  Lord  whose  experience  is  very 
great  upon  this  question  (Lord  Redes- 
dale),  who,  of  all  men,  is  not  likely  to 
underrate  the  excellence  of  those  in- 
stitutions to  which  he  has  been  accus- 
tomed.   He  says — 

**  My  opinion  is  that  both  the  large  Companies 
and  the  small  Companies  would  equally  gain 
by  being  brought  before  experienced  tribunals, 
and  one  reason  why  there  is  such  great  expense 
is  that  there  is  a  lottery  about  the  decision  of 
a  Committee,  which  they  rely  upon,  in  a  great 
degree,  as  inducing  them  to  carry  on  an  op- 
position. I  think  if  they  knew  that  the 
inquiry  would  be  brought  before  persons  who 
understood  the  whole  question,  all  the  UtUe 
trumpery  matters  which  they  now  bring  in 
for  the  purpose  of  misleading  the  Committee 
would  be  left  out,  and  they  would  not  think  it 
advisable  to  continue  tiie  opposition  if  it  was 
not  well  founded.'' 

Mr.  Hope  Scott,  a  well-known  Parlia- 
mentary barrister,  says  in  reference  to 
the  same  matter — 

"  It  is  a  lottery,  and  whichever  side  comes 
before  me,  1  say  you  may  win,  or  you  may 
lose ;  I  cannot  tell  you  which.*' 

And  it  is  in  the  experience  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  there  is  always  that  uncer- 
tainty about  Parliamentary  Committees. 
In  the  ordinary  affairs  of  lifoi  if  yoa  go 
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to  a  lawyer,  he  tells  you  either  that  your 
case  is  a  good  one,  or  that  it  is  a  bad 
one.    But  if  you  go  to  your  Parlia- 
mentary lawyer,  he  will  be  unable  to 
say  whether  you  have  a  winning  case. 
He  will  give  the  answer  that  is  always 
given  on  such  occasions;   he  will  tell 
you — **  I  cannot  tell  you   until  I  see 
how  the  Committee  is  constituted ;  when 
I  see  what  the  Committee  is,  I  shall 
be  able  to  give    you  some  opinion." 
If  a  lawyer  were  to  tell  you,  in  an  ordi- 
nary case,  that  he  could  not  say  whether, 
your  case  was  bad  or  good  until  he  saw 
the  Judge,  the  whole  system  of  juris- 
prudence would  be  discredited,  for  such 
an  answer  would  be  unbearable.    In 
50  years  of  these  contests,  and  after  un- 
told expense  incurred  therein ,  scarcely  a 
single  rule  of  practice  or  any  principle 
as  to  the  decisions  given  has  been  arrived 
at.     The  House  does  not  know  the  prin- 
ciples that  actuate  Committees,  and  one 
Committee  does  not  know  the  principles 
that  rule  the  Committee  in  the  adjoin- 
ing room.     The  story  of  contrary  deci- 
sions is  well  known ;   but  it  will  bear 
repetition  here.     There  was  a  question 
to  be  tried    before    four    Committees 
in    this    House,    sitting    in    adjoining 
rooms,    the  question  being  as  to  two 
lines  of  railway — which  should  be  pre- 
ferred, a  short  and  direct  line,  or  a  long 
and  more  circuitous  line,  which  passed 
through   more  villages,  and  gaye  pro- 
mise   of  larger   traffic.     The  Commit- 
tees met  to  decide  that  important  ques- 
tion.     The  first  decided   in    favour  of 
the  short  line ;  the  second  in  favour  of 
the  circuitous  line ;   the  third  decided 
that  neither  of  the  lines  would  do,  and 
the  fourth  Committee  decided  in  favour 
of  both.     That  may  be  an  exaggeration  ; 
but  it  illustrates  the  statement  that  it  is 
impossible  for  Committees,  however  just 
individually  they  may  bo,  to  carry  out 
any  uniform  principle    of   legislation. 
Viscount  Sherbrooke,  who  sat  upon  the 
Committee  of  1863  as  Mr.  Lowe,  took 
the  same  objection,  because  he  says — 

'*  The  TMult  18  an  uncertainty,  which  is  not 
only  crael  to  those  who  undertake  these  enter- 
prizes,  but  tends  to  an  increase  of  litigation. 
No  one's  case  is  so  good  that  he  can  have  confi- 
dence in  it,  and  no  one's  is  so  had  that  he  need 
despair.  No  one  can  say  who  is  right  or  who 
is  wrong,  for  right  and  wrong  pre-suppose 
a  standard ;  and  although  £30,000,000  or 
£40,000,000  have  heen  spent  in  railway  liti- 
gation, that  standard  has  never  been  estab- 
lished." 


So  much  for  the  two  principal  objections 
that  I  have  to  urge.  The  third  objection 
I  have   to  the  existing  system  relates 
to  the  unwarrantable  and  unprofitable 
waste  of  public  time  it  involves.     I  shall 
not  lay  myself  open  to  the  charge  of 
wasting  time  unprofitably  by  dwelling 
on  this,   because  it    is    admitted    that 
Parliament  has   too  much  to  do,  and 
that  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  do  some- 
thing to  economize  our  resources  and 
the  time   and  labour  of    public  men. 
The  labour  of  the  last  Autumn  Session 
was  a  confession  of  that.   The  labour,  the 
irksomeness  of  the  work;  and  the  hours 
spent  by  Members  of  this  House  on  Hall- 
way and  Private  Bill  Committees  are  as 
extravagant  of  Parliamentary  energy  as 
the  expenses  connected  with  these  Bills 
are  extravagant  of  public  wealth.     A 
scheme  of  local  inquiries  such  as  I  sug- 
gest would  greatly  economize  the  public 
time,  and  save  the  labour  of  Members 
of  Parliament.      Neither  shall  I  dwell 
upon  the  objections  in  detail,  such  as 
the  overwork  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, or  the  scanty  scrutiny  which  is 
given  to  the  unopposed  clauses  in  Bills, 
or  the  hasty  manner  in  which  the  clauses 
are  considered,  though,  to  my  mind,  the 
House  had  a  curious  illustration  of  this 
last  night,  when  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Truro  (Sir  James  M'Garel- 
Hogg)  gave  such  a  feeling  account  of 
the  sufferings  which  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of    Works  experienced    at    the 
hands  of  the  Metropolitan  District  Eail- 
way  in  the  matter  of  the  ventilators  on 
the  Embankment.  These  objections  will, 
no  doubt^  be  stated  with  more  force  by 
other  Members  who  are  more  experi- 
enced than  I  am  upon  the  subject.  There 
is  one  short  argument,  however,  which 
I  may  urge  upon  the  House,  and  which, 
I  think,  will  have  great  weight  with  it, 
in  favour  of  the  1st  Kesolution ;  and  that 
is,  that   10  years  ag^ — in  1872 — upon 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
(Mr.  Dodson),  this  Besolution  was  carried 
in  the  identical  terms  in  which  it  stands 
upon  the  Paper  now.  Nothing,  however, 
has  been  done  since  1872  to  carry  out 
that  Besolution.  The  Session  of  1 873  was 
a  troubled  Session  ;  the  commencement 
of  1874  was  not  less  troubled ;  and  since 
then  there  have  been  six  years  during 
which  the  attention  of  Parliament  and 
the  country  has  been  directed  rather  to 
external  than  to  internal  affairs,  and 
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the  Eesolution  during  that  time  has  re- 
mained a  dead  letter.  But  now,  Sir,  we 
have  come  back  home  again.  We  have 
entered,  it  is  said,  upon  an  era  of  domes- 
tic legislation,  and  have  already  begun  to 
set  our  house  in  order.  Last  year  some- 
thing was  done  in  this  direction ;  but 
there  is  still  great  room  for  more,  and 
what  is  to  be  done  must  be  done  by  dele- 
gation of  the  Business  of  the  House  to 
external  tribunals.  There  is  no  novelty 
about  this  proposal.  In  1845  Enclosure 
Bills  were  delegated  to  the  Enclosure 
Commissioners ;  in  1 846  Estate  Bills 
were  delegated  to  the  Court  of  Chancery ; 
in  1 857  divorce  cases  were  delegated  to 
the  Divorce  Court ;  and  in  1868  Election 
Petitions  were  delegated  to  the  Election 
Judges. 

But  I  have  now  detained  the  House 
80  long  upon  those  matters  that  I  must 
shorten  as  much  as  I  can  the  few  remarks 
I  wish  to  make  upon  the  remedies  that 
I  venture  to  propose  to  the  House.  Many 
proposals  have  been  made  in  the  direc- 
tion of  improvement  of  Private  Bill  Legis- 
lation. Lord  Bedesdale  has  proposed  to 
appoint  a  Committee,  consisting  of  one 
Peer  and  two  Members  of  Parliament, 
which  should  sit  en  permanence  during 
the  autumn  and  winter  months,  and  in- 
quire into  the  schemes  which  were  to  be 
brought  into  Parliament  in  the  following 
Session ;  Earl  Grey  proposed  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  tribunal  in  connection 
with  the  Board  of  Trade,  whose  de- 
cisions should  be  embodied  in  Pro- 
visional Orders;  Colonel  Wilson-Patten 
proposed  the  appointment  -  of  an  extra 
Parliamentary  tribunal  to  inquire  into 
the  facts  of  each  case ;  Sir  Erskine  May 
proposed,  and  has  repeatedly  proposed, 
that  a  permanent  tribunal  of  high  posi- 
tion and  high  repute  should  be  appointed 
specially  constituted  to  investigate  the 
merits  of  Private  Bills ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  proposed,  as  I  before 
observed,  in  1872,  an  extended  system 
of  Provisional  Orders,  and  a  permanent 
tribunal  to  take  evidence.  Another 
proposal  which  is  influentially  urged  is 
the  appointment  of  a  Government  De- 
partment in  which  the  powers  now  pos- 
sessed by  different  Departments  with 
regard  to  Provisional  Orders  should  be 
vested,  and  all  matters  dealt  with  by 
Private  Bills  should  be  de^t  with  by  this 
Department.  That  proposal  has  many 
supporters,  and,  unaoubtedly,  there  is 
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much  to  be  said  in  its  favour,  seeing 
that  it  would  materially  diminish  the 
expense,  invest  the  decisions  of  the  tri- 
bunals with  certainty,  and  save  the  time 
of  the  House.  But  there  is  one  great 
objection  to  the  proposal,  which  to  many 
minds  is  almost  fatal  to  it ;  and  that  is 
the  jealousy  which,  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly,  exists  to  some  extent  in  this 
House  and  this  country,  and  to  an  enor- 
mous extent  in  Scotland,  against  Go- 
vernment Departments.  They  say  in 
Scotland,  and  I  believe  in  great  many 
parts  of  England  there  are  many  of  ns 
who  consider,  that  centralization  has 
gone  to  its  utmost  limits ;  the  cry  is  now 
for  decentralization,  and  the  evoking 
of  the  work  and  the  faculties  of  the 
localities.  To  my  mind,  the  objection  of 
increased  centralization  is  insuperable 
against  this  proposal.  Another  pro- 
posal is  made  which  goes  in  the  oppo- 
site direction.  It  is  said  that  a  great 
deal  of  work  in  connection  with  this 
Private  Bill  Legislation  might  be  done 
by  local  authorities,  by  municipal  bodies. 
or  by  County  Boards,  when  we  have 
them,  assisted  by  assessors  sent  down 
by  a  Government  Department  or  ap- 
pointed by  Parliament.  Personally,  I 
incline  to  this  view.  These  Municipal 
Councils  and  County  Boards  might  do 
a  great  deal  in  the  investigation  of 
the  smaller  matters  of  Private  Bills; 
but  the  scheme  which,  in  conjunction 
with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Christchurch  (Mr.  Horace 
Davey)  and  others,  I  have  attempted 
to  present  goes  half-way  between  the 
scheme  of  centralization  and  the  scheme 
of  decentralization.  We  do  not  propose 
to  give  the  management  of  evidence  now 
taken  by  Private  Bill  Committees  ex- 
clusively to  Government  Departments, 
nor  exclusively  to  local  authorities.  I 
should  be  glad  if  the  whole  system  of 
Private  Bills  could  be  delegated  to  per- 
manent tribunals.  Parliament  retaining 
nothing  more  than  powers  of  confirma- 
tion. I  believe  the  work  would  be  better 
done,  and  Parliament  would  be  greatly 
relieved ;  but  I  am  well  aware  that  Par- 
liament would  never  listen  to  such  a  pro- 
posal coming  from  a  private  Member; 
therefore  I  should  be  only  too  glad  if 
even  the  limited  scheme  I  am  going  to 
mention  could  be  approved.  The  scheme 
we  propose  would  work  in  this  way. 
Private  Bills  would  go  through  all  the 
preliminary  stages,  just  as  at  preaent. 
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and  tbe  first  and  the  second  reading 
would  be  taken  as  at  present.     After 
that  they  would  go  before  Commissions 
for  investigation — English  Bills  before 
an  English  Oommission,  Scotch  Bills  be- 
fore a  Scotch  Commission,  and  Irish  Bills 
before  an  Irish  Commission.    The  con- 
stitution of  these  Commissions  should  be 
on  a  large  and  liberal  scale,  so  that  the 
services  of  the  best  men  could  be  secured. 
It  would  be  necessary  that  the  Commis- 
sioners should  be  remunerated  on  such  a 
scale  as  would  raise  them  above  all  sus- 
picion.  They  should  consist  of,  perhaps, 
three  Members  for  each  Com  mission ;  and 
upon  these  Commissions  the  Parliamen- 
tary element,  the  legal  element,  and  the 
lay  element  would  be  represented.     I 
should  not  have  Members  of  Parliament, 
but  ex-Members  of  Parliament.     There 
is  no  lack  of  funds  to  remunerate  such 
Commissioners  handsomely.  The  amount 
of  fees  paid  in    1882  to    this   House 
amountea  to  £45,000,  and  the  amount 
of  fees  paid  to  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament was  £38,000,  and  out  of  that 
fund  ample  means  could  be  secured  to 
remunerate  these  Commissioners.  These 
Commissioners  should  go  on  Circuit,  and 
take    evidence   in    open  Court,   which 
should  be  taken  down  by  official  short- 
hand writers ;  the  counsel  should  ap- 
pear who  are  wanted,  and  there  should 
be  all  the  formalities  attending  a  High 
Court  of  Justice,   and  they  might  sit 
either  singly  or  in  twos  or  threes  ac- 
cording to  the  importance  of  the  measure 
brought  before  them.     So  that  there 
might  be  as  many  as  nine   Commis- 
sioners sittine  at  the  same  time  for  the 
Three  Kingdoms,   which  is  above  the 
average  of  Private  Bill  Committees  that 
sit  in  this  House,  and  they  would  sit  all 
the  year  round.     If  their  decision  were 
acquiesced  in,  the  Bill  would  return  to 
the  House,  and  would  go  through  the 
remaining  stages  as  at  present.    If  it 
were  not  acquiesced  in,  there  should  be 
an  appeal  to  a  Parliamentary  tribunal, 
composed  of  leading  Members  of  both 
Houses,  upon  the  system  suggested  by 
the  Committee  of  1869,  and  this  tribu- 
nal should  have  power  to  inflict  costs 
upon  the  losing  parties  to  the  appeal. 
This  Parliamentary  tribunal  would  take 
the  place  of  the  Committees    of   the 
House.     Their  decisions  would  be  final, 
and  no  fresh  evidence  would  be  allowed 
to  be  taken  before  them.     This  is  the 
scheme  which  I  venture,  with  some  diffi- 


dence, to  suggest  to  the  House.  I  am 
well  aware — no  man  is  better,  aware — 
that  there  must  be  many  imperfections 
in  this  scheme.  It  may  be  that  it  will 
not  be  difficult  for  hon.  Members  of  ex- 
perience in  these  matters  to  pick  holes  in 
the  scheme,  or  even  to  say  that  it  is  un- 
workable. I  fain  hope  it  will  be  other- 
wise. I  believe  and  hope  that  the 
imperfections  will  turn  out  to  be  imper- 
fections of  detail,  rather  than  of  prin- 
ciple ;  and  I  shall  await  the  criticisms  of 
experienced  Members  with  much  inte- 
rest and  attention.  Neither  I  nor  my 
hon.  Friend  who  seconds  these  Heso- 
lutions  is  wedded  to  the  details  of  the 
scheme;  but  we  do  attach  importance 
to  the  two  principles  contained  in  it 
— the  principles,  namely,  of  local  in- 
quiry, and  of  an  appeal  to  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  our  reason  for  having  pro- 
duced this  scheme  is  a  simple  one.  It 
is  that  we  know  that  the  House  does 
not  like  abstract  Besolutions;  and  we 
have  formulated  a  scheme,  and  laid  it 
before  the  House,  because  we  think  it 
due  to  the  House  that  when  we  have 
attempted  to  destroy  some  portion  of  the 
existing  system,  we  should  at  least  try 
to  build  up  something  in  the  place  of  it. 
Before  I  sit  down  I  hope  the  House 
will  bear  with  me  while  I  say  a  few  sen- 
tences upon  the  advantages  which  I  ex- 
pect from  this  scheme.  In  the  first  place, 
there  would  be  a  great  saving  of  ex- 
pense. The  sources  of  expense  are  the 
professional  charges,  the  expense  of  wit- 
nesses, and  the  double  inquiry  before 
this  House  and  the  House  of  Lords. 
With  regard  to  professional  charges.  If 
these  Commissioners  were  to  go  on  Cir- 
cuit, no  human  being  would  think  of 
taking  leading  Parliamentary  counsel 
over  to  Dublin  and  Belfast,  or  to  various 
places  in  Scotland,  when  they  could  em- 
ploy the  Irish  or  Scotch  Bar ;  and  in 
small  cases  the  local  solicitors  could  be 
employed.  The  expense  under  that  head 
would  be  largely  diminished.  In  the 
next  place,  the  witnesses  and  deputa- 
tions coming  to  London  would  cease ; 
there  would  no  longer  be  reason  for  the 
whole  of  a  Town  Council  to  come  up  to 
London  in  May,  and  wait  for  months. 
In  the  next  place,  the  double  inquiry 
would  be  done  away  with.  There  is,  I 
am  aware,  the  question  of  appeal  to  the 
Parliamentary  tribunal,  which  might  be 
said  to  introduce  an  element  of  expense. 
But  there  are  several  considerations  to 
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be  laid  before  the  House  on  that  head. 
In  the  first  place,  I  suppose  there  might 
be,  for  the  first  year  or  two,  frequent 
appeals;  but  if  confidence  were  once 
established  in  the  local  tribunal,  and  if 
the  local  tribunal  were  constituted  of 
able,  conscientious  men,  whose  decisions 
were  well  received,  the  appeals  would  be- 
come infrequent,  and  acquiescence  would 
be  the  rule  and  appeals  the  exception. 
Then  there  is  always  the  fact  that  this 
Parliamentary  tribunal    has  power  to 
inflict  costs,  which,  to  a  certain  extent, 
would  be  a  deterrent  to  prevent  Com- 
panies who  had  not  a  good  case  from 
appealing  to  the  tribunal.     In  the  third 
place,  the  element  of  uncertainty  in  the 
decisions  would  be  eliminated,  as  you 
would  have  a  tribunal  going  on  systema- 
tized   rules    of    procedure    in    taking 
evidence,  and  in  other  matters  of  that 
kind.  It  would  diminish  the  uncertainty, 
and  do  away  with  the  haphazard  de- 
cisions which  are  given  at  present.    The 
tribunal  would,  of  course,  be  a  tribunal 
of    the  most  experienced  men  in  the 
House — men  who  would,  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  be  selected  to  the  Chair- 
men's Panel — and  it  is  material  to  re- 
member that  no  fresh  evidence  would  be 
taken  before  this  tribunal.     On  these 
grounds,  I  feel  certain  that  the  expenses 
would  be  greatly  diminished.   But  there 
is  also  this  important  consideration.  The 
local  inquiry  would  elicit  the  truth  much 
more  accurately  and  simply  than  at  pre- 
sent before  Parliamentary  Committees, 
and  it  would  also  enable  many  to  give 
evidence  who  could  not  go  to  London. 
In  the  debate  on  the  transference  of 
the  jurisdiction,  in  the  case  of  Election 
Petitions,  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
Sir  Bobert  Collier  stated  that  local  in- 
quiry was  the  most  potent  agent  to  elicit 
truth.     And  more  than  that,  there  was 
a  Select  Committee  in  1846  to  consider 
the  value  of  local  inquiries.     And  what 
did  that  Committee  say?    It  stated  that 
local  inquiry  would  bo  of  incalculable 
advantage  in  diminishing  the  great  ex- 
penses incurred  by  parties  for  the  attend- 
ance of  agents  and  witnesses  in  Lon- 
don, and  in  saving  a  large  portion  of  the 
time  of  Members  of  the  House,  and  in 
supplying  to  the  Committees  on  Bills 
the  local  and  trustworthy  information 
which,  under  the  present  system,  appears 
to  be  so  much  wanted.     But  it  is  not 
on  the   ground  of  saving  expense  or 
eliciting  the  truth  only  that  I  would 

Mr,  Craig- Sellar 


urge  this  matter.    I  would  urge  it  on 
the  ground  that  only  by  local  inquiries 
could  justice  be  done  to  small  places  and 
to  poor  men.    There  are  many  small 
places  in  Ireland  which  are  anxious  to 
have  tramway  schemes,  or  gas  works,  or 
water  works,  or  harbour  works,  and  who 
are  unable  to  carry  out  these  useful  un- 
dertakings, owing  to  the  enormous  ex- 
pense which  would  fall  upon  them  if 
they  were  to  come  to  Parliament.     In 
Scotland  I  know  of  many  instances  where 
small  towns  and  burghs  are  prevented 
from  having  such  appliances  and  under- 
takings ;  and  I  know  others  which  have 
been  almost  ruined  by  being  brought  up 
to  Parliament,  in  order  to  secure  the 
passing  or  to  defeat  the  provisions  of 
some  Private  Bill.     One  of  the  burghs 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
was  dragged  up  to  Parliament  in  1863 
to  defend  itself  against  unjust  assess- 
ments which  were  proposed  to  be  levied 
upon  it  by  the  county,  owing  to  some 
Eoad  Bill.     They  came  up,  and  had  the 
objectionable  clauses  moaified  in  their 
interest ;  but  at  what  a  cost  ?     It  cost 
them  77  per  cent  of  their  income.     I 
know  of  another  small  burgh  in  Scot- 
land represented  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Ayr  Burghs  (Mr.  E.  F.  F.  Camp- 
bell), with  an  income  of  £3,500  a-year, 
and  two  years  ago  it  had  to  spend  no  less 
than  £2,500  in  securing  the  passing  of 
a  Bill  to  provide  it  with  pure  drinking 
water.  The  expenses  in  these  two  cases, 
and  in  many  others  which  could  be  men- 
tioned, would  be  trifling,  if  the  inquiry 
had  been  conducted  in  the  locality.     I 
am  sure  there  are  many  of  my  Col- 
leagues from  Scotland  who,  in  their  own 
experience,  can  give  similar  instances. 
But  if  this  is  true  of  small  places,  how 
much  more  important  is  it  when  it  af- 
fects poor  men  ?    I  urge  the  importance 
of  these  local  inquiries  on  the  ground  of 
the  injustice  often  inflicted  on  those  who 
are  unable,   from  poverty,   to    defend 
themselves.     I  urge  it  not  in  my  own 
words,  but  in  the  words  of  a  man  whose 
utterances  were  always  heard  with  at- 
tention, with  satisfaction,  and  with  re- 
spect in  this  House — the  words  of  the 
late  Duke  of  Newcastle,  who,  as  Lord 
Lincoln,  in  introducing  the   Enclosure 
Bill  in  1845,  said  that— 

**  In  nineteen  cases  out  of  twenty.  Committees 
of  this  House,  sitting  on  Private  Bills,  ne^ected 
the  rights  of  the  poor.  I  do  not  say  that  they 
wilf uUy  neglected  those  rights :  far  nrom  it ;  bat 


1629       Purliament-'PrivaU         {MARfH  6,  18S3] 


Bill  Legidation,         1 630 


this  I  affirm,  that  they  were  neglected  in  con- 
seqnenoe  of  the  Committees  being  permitted  to 
remain  in  ignorance  of  the  claims  of  the  poor 
man,  because  by  reason  of  his  very  poverty  he  is 
unable  to  come  np  to  London  to  fee  counsel,  to 
produce  witnesses,  and  to  urge  his  claims  before 
a  Committee  of  this  House.  A  Commission,  I 
tiunk,  may,  therefore,  be  so  constituted  as  to 
afford  to  the  poor  man,  by  examination  on  the 
spot  and  at  his  own  door,  more  certain  secu- 
rity than  any  system  of  private  legislation." — 
(3  HanMard,  [8o]  25.) 

On  these  grounds,  Sir,  I  urge  the  ne- 
cessity— I  urge  the  justice — of  estab- 
lishing tribunals,  whose  duty  it  shall 
be  to  institute  inquiries  with  a  view 
to  Private  Bill  Legislation  in  the  locali- 
ties affected  by  tne  Bills.  I  beg  to 
thank  the  House  for  the  attention  I 
have  received 

Mr.  HORACE  DAVEY,  in  seconding 
the  Itesolution,  said,  he  thought  the 
House  would  be  inclined  to  congratulate 
his  hon.  Friend  upon  the  industry  and 
ability  which  he  had  shown  in  bringing 
forward  this  subject.  He  felt  sure  that 
nobody  would  question  the  value  of  the 
services  which  were  rendered  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  served  on  Private 
Bill  Oommittees.  There  were  many 
Members  who  did  not  take  a  very  active 
part  in  the  debates  of  the  House,  but 
who  yet  rendered  very  valuable  .service 
to  the  country;  and  he  could  not  help 
admiring  the  patient  industry  and  intel- 
ligence of  the  men  who,  although  not 
brought  up  with  legal  training,  yet 
showed  great  aptitude  for  legal  and 
other  business  in  the  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees. But^  although  he  should  bo 
sorry  to  lose  the  services  of  such  men, 
it  was  well  known  that  every  Session 
brought  more  Public  Business  before  the 
House;  that  the  debates  were  longer 
than  they  used  to  be ;  and  that  there  was 
a  greater  strain  put  upon  the  strength 
of  hon.  Members  than  used  to  be  the 
case  formerly.  In  addition  to  this  the 
House  determined  last  autumn  to  try  the 
experiment  of  having  Standing  Com- 
mittees to  deal  with  certain  classes  of 
Bills.  He  hoped  the  experiment,  if 
successful,  would  be  extended,  and  that 
every  Member  would  find  a  place  on 
one  or  more  of  the  Standing  Committees; 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  these 
Standing  Committees  comprised  about 
160  or  more  Members,  and  caused  a 
greater  demand  upon  the  time  and 
strength  of  Members  of  Parliament ; 
therefore,  this  was  an  additional  reason 
for  considering  the  question  whether  they 


should  any  longer  continue  the  present 
system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  ?  In 
the  present  Session  there  were  221 
Private  Bills,  of  which  151  were  Rail- 
way, 35  Tramway,  14  Gas,  and  21 
Water  Bills,  the  capital  involved  amount- 
ing to  about  £95,000,000.  These  were 
interests  of  considerable  magnitude, 
and  deserved  careful  consideration .  6  ut 
of  that  number  of  Bills  probably  50 
were  opposed,  which  would  occupy  the 
attention  of  about  200  Members.  In 
these  Committees  the  most  important 
element  was  the  choice  of  a  Chairman  ; 
and  those  Gentlemen  whose  ability  and 
experience  qualified  them  to  serve  as 
Chairmen  of  the  Committees  were  just 
the  sort  of  men  whom  it  was  desirable 
to  place  on  the  Standing  Committees 
proposed  to  be  introduced.  Under  these 
circumstances,  there  was,  he  thought,  a 
feeling  that  the  question  of  Private 
Bill  Legislation  deserved  the  immediate 
or  early  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. What  was  the  remedy  for  the 
existing  state  of  things  and  the  incon- 
veniences of  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
called  attention?  Down  from  1845  to 
the  present  time  Parliament  had  dele- 
gated functions  which  used  to  be  per- 
formed by  Private  Bill  Committees  to 
other  bodies.  In  1845  the  Enclosure 
Act  was  passed,  which  was  the  first  Act 
which  dealt  with  the  subject  of  Private 
Bills  by  Provisional  Orders,  and  that 
system  was  continued  in  the  Public 
Health  Act  of  1848,  and  in  subsequent 
Acts,  ending  with  the  Electric  Lighting 
Act  of  last  Session.  There  were  ««verdl 
bodies  which  dealt  with  legislation  by 
means  of  Provisional  Orders.  For  in- 
stance, there  were  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, the  Local  Government  Board,  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  the  Home  Office, 
which  were  empowered  to  issue  Pro- 
visional Orders  or  certificates.  In  his 
opinion,  it  would  not  be  satisfactory 
to  the  House  or  the  country  that  ques- 
tions of  the  magnitude  and  import- 
ance which  were  usually  dealt  with  in 
the  class  of  Private  Bills  which  now 
come  before  Parliament  should  be  dealt 
with  in  the  way  of  a  Provisional  Order. 
Nothing  could  be  more  important  than 
that  the  best  possible  mode  should  be 
devised  for  dealing  with  questions  of 
that  character.  Considerable  jealousy 
would  be  felt  at  the  entrusting  interests 
of  magnitude  and  importance  to  a  De- 
partment such  as  the  Board  of  Trade, 
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vebich  was  one  of  the  great  Departments  I 
of  the  Government,  and  was  presided 
over  by  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  who 
was  necessarily  a  Member  of  one  of  the 
great  political  Parties.  In  his  opinion, 
the  remedy  was  to  be  found  in  the 
creation  of  an  impartial  tribunal  or 
Commission,  which  should  report  to  the 
House.  He  considered  it  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance  that  the  House 
should  retain  its  control  over  these 
questions,  and  he,  for  his  part,  would 
be  sorry  to  see  the  House  part  with  its 
control  over  Private  Bills ;  but  he  should 
like  to  see  the  House  delegate  its 
functions  of  inquiry  into  facts,  and  into 
the  Preambles  of  Bills  and  the  settlement 
of  clauses,  to  a  tribunal  independent  of 
the  House.  If  they  had  a  Commission 
sitting  permanently  throughout  the 
greater  part  of  the  year,  and  taking  their 
cases  in  order,  they  would  get  that  con- 
sistency of  decision  and  continuity  of 
policy,  the  want  of  which  was  now  so 
much  complained  of.  Having  quoted 
the  opinions  of  Lord  Sherbrooke,  Sir 
Erskine  May,  and  Lord  Salisbury  in 
support  of  his  argument,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  went  on  to  point  out 
how,  by  means  of  a  Commission  sitting 
the  greater  part  of  the  year,  those 
defects  might  be  corrected.  Another 
advantage  of  such  a  Commission,  he 
urged,  would  be  that  it  would  be  capable 
of  sitting  either  in  the  locality  to  take 
evidence  that  could  be  best  obtained 
there  or  in  London  when  that  was  most 
advisable,  and  they  would  thus  gain 
greater  elasticity  of  procedure  than  was 
possible  in  the  case  of  Parliamentary 
Committees.  But  he  would  like  the 
Commission  to  report  to  the  House 
simply.  It  should  not  exercise  the 
functions  which  were  exercised  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  the  Home  Office,  or 
any  other  public  Department  which 
made  Provisional  Orders ;  but  it  should 
simply  report  to  the  House,  and  on  the 
Beport  hon.  Members  would  have  the 
same  power  of  calling  attention  to  the 
points  of  the  Bill  brought  forward 
which  they  now  exercised;  in  fact, 
the  House  would  have  the  most  free 
and  absolute  control  over  Private  Bills. 
Another  important  consideration  was  the 
degree  in  which  the  public  interests 
were  sometimes  overlooked  in  the  clash 
of  the  mighty  warriors  who  crossed 
swords  before  the  Committee  on  Private 
Bills.    The  questions  there  raised  were 

Mr,  Worace  Davey 


often  raised  more  as  between  two  liti- 
gants than  as  concerned  the  general  in- 
terests, and  there  was  nobody  there 
whose  business  it  was  to  protect  the 
public.  It  would,  therefore,  be  wise  to 
give  directions  to  any  Commission  that 
they  should  go  through  the  Bill  and 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Honse  in  their 
Eeport  to  any  clause  that  affected  the 
public — whether  it  had  been  brought 
under  their  notice  by  the  litigant  parties 
or  not.  Sometimes  a  clause  in  a  Private 
Bill  exempted  a  Corporation  or  a  Kail- 
way  Company  from  the  operation  of 
some  general  law ;  and  it  was  clear 
that  some  more  efficient  check  upon 
the  promoters  was  necessary  in  re- 
gard to  such  matters.  It  should  be 
part  of  the  duty  of  the  Commissionera 
who  might  be  appointed  under  his  hon. 
Friend's  scheme  to  protect  the  public 
interests  in  those  cases.  They  were  told 
there  was  a  danger  of  such  Commia- 
sions  becoming  judicial  bodies,  and  of 
their  decisions  crystallizing  into  prece- 
dents, and  that  the  elasticity  and  flexi- 
bility attaching  to  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittees would  be  lost.  No  doubt  it  would 
be  a  misfortune  if  their  policy  as  to  the 
great  Bail  way  Bills,  for  example,  were 
not  capable  of  being  adapted,  from  time 
to  time,  to  the  wants  and  requirements 
of  public  opinion.  But  that  could  be 
secured  in  two  ways — first,  by  retaining 
the  control  of  Parliament  as  efficiently 
as  was  done  at  present  over  the  Bills 
when  they  came  back  from  the  Commis- 
sion ;  secondly,  by  giving  an  appeal,  as 
suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend,  to  a  Joint 
Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
from  any  part  of  the  Beport  which 
should  affect  any  of  the  parties  appear- 
ing before  the  Commissioners.  With 
regard  to  the  expense  of  the  proposed 
system,  he  found  it  stated  that  the  fees 
which  were  paid  by  promoters  of  Private 
Bills  ranged  from  about  £40,000  to 
£130,000  a-year,  leaving  an  ample 
margin  within  which  to  provide  the  ex- 
pense of  such  a  Commission  as  his  hon. 
Friend  had  suggested.  Some  scheme 
might  be  devised  by  which,  when  the 
Petition  for  a  Private  Bill  was  presented, 
and  when  a  Private  Bill  was  lodged,  it 
should  immediately,  by  the  order  of  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  be  sent 
for  inquiry  to  such  a  Commission  as  that 
proposed  to  be  established  by  bis  hon. 
Friend.  He  had  much  pleasure  ia 
seconding  the  Motion. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  House,  the  sys- 
tern  of  PriTEte  Bill  Legislation  calls  for  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  and  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  requires  reform."  —  {Mr, 
Sellar.) 

Mr.  BAIKES  said,  that  the  proposal 
of  these  Besolutions  had  occasioned  him 
some  surprise,  which  he  thought  must 
be  shared  by  other  Members — first,  be- 
cause it  had  recalled  to  his  recollection 
the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  not  themselves  taken  up  this  ques- 
tion, as  they  might,  not  unreasonably, 
have  been  expected  to  do  after  the 
course  taken  by  them  in  recommending 
the  institution  of  Standing  Committees  ; 
and,  secondly,  that  it  should  have  fallen 
to  an  hon.  Member  who  had  not  been, 
he  thought,  a  month  in  the  House,  to 
bring  forward  this  particular  Besolu- 
tion.  But  having  heard  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  had  acquitted  himself  in  a  man- 
ner which  would  entitle  him  hereafter 
to  speak  with  authority  on  the  subject ; 
and  the  House  would,  therefore,  be  not 
too  hasty  to  take  note  that  he  should 
have  brought  the  matter  forward  at  the 
outset  of  his  Parliamentary  career.  He 
gathered  from  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  that  they  did  not 
wish  to  bind  the  House  to  the  precise 
terms  of  the  Motion ;  but  that  they  be- 
lieved it  to  be  their  duty  to  formulate 
some  proposal  as  an  alternative  to  the 
existing  practice.  Those  who  had  sat  in 
that  House  10  or  12  years  would  remem- 
ber that  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  Dodson),  who 
was  tnen  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
had  made  a  very  similar  proposal,  and 
that  it  would  probably  have  been  ac- 
cepted had  it  not  been  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sought  to  put  on  the 
Government  the  responsibility  of  taking 
the  matter  up,  while  the  Government 
wished  to  divide  that  responsibility  be- 
tween themselves  and  the  House.  The 
hon.  Member,  not  being  aware  of  this 
probably,  had  fallen  into  a  trap,  and 
allowed  the  very  words  which  frustrated 
the  Motion  at  that  time,  for  the  reason 
he  had  stated,  to  stand  now  in  his  Beso- 
lution.  For  his  own  part,  he  should 
have  thought  it  better  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  proposed  to  make  it  in- 
cumbent on  the  Government  to  find  a 
remedy  for  the  evil  of  the  present  system 
of  Private  Bill  Legislation.    He  agreed 
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with  almost  all  the  Mover  of  the  Besolu- 
tion  had  said  with  regard  to  the  evils  of 
the  present  system,  ouch  experience  as 
he  had  had  of  the  difficulties  attending 
Private  Bill  Legislation  in  the  House, 
had  entirely  confirmed  him  in  the  opi- 
nion entertained  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  in  1872.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  present  practice  was 
dilatory,  costly,  and  uncertain  ;  and  he 
feared — though  he  was  unwilling  to  be- 
lieve it — that  it  was  rather  losing  that 
prestige  which  used  to  attach  to  it  in 
the  eyes  of  the  public.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  the  Committees  of  the  House 
did  their  duty  with  less  earnestness, 
honour,  and  devotion  than  in  former 
times ;  but,  as  Public  Business  continued 
to  make  greater  inroads  upon  the  time 
of  Members,  it  became  increasingly  diffi- 
cult to  get  Members  of  the  most  useful 
type  to  serve  upon  these  Committees. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Selection  might  well 
regard  the  prospect  before  him  with 
terror.  Indeed,  ne  (Mr.  Baikes)  did  not 
see  where  the  men  were  to  come  from. 
The  new  institution  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees had  enormously  increased  his 
difficulties.  He  did  not  mean  that  Mem- 
bers would  on  that  account  be  excused 
from  Private  Bill  Committees;  but  if 
they  happened  to  be  among  the  160 
Gentlemen  selected  for  the  Standing 
Committees,  it  was  obviously  impossible 
for  them  to  be  engaged  in  the  discus- 
sion of  both  Public  and  Private  Business 
at  the  same  time.  To  those  160  they 
must  add  30  or  40  official  and  ex- official 
Members,  bringing  up  the  total  to  200. 
From  the  remainder  must  also  be  sub- 
tracted practising  barristers,  and  busy 
merchants,  and  the  residue  only,  the 
non-official  Gentlemen,  and  Gentiemen 
not  busily  employed  and  distinguished 
in  any  occupation  would  be  left.  Thus, 
something  like  half  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would  have  some  very  good 
reason  for  not  serving  upon  Private  Bill 
Committees,  and  they  would  be  left  with 
the  half  which,  he  feared,  the  public 
might  cease  to  regard  with  the  admira- 
tion which  in  past  years  was  supposed  to 
have  been  felt  for  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committees  of  that  House ;  indeed,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  feel  the 
same  confidence  in  the  buocobb  of  their 
deliberations.  He  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  quite  as  much 
as  he  might  have  done  in  praise  of 
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that  very  distinguislied,  meritorious,  and 
able  body  of  men — the  Parliamentary 
agents — to  whom  the  House  owed  so 
much  with  regard  to  the  transaction 
of  its  Business,  and  of  whom  the 
public  out-of-doors  knew  but  little. 
The  principal  objection  to  the  proposed 
change  would  lie  in  the  fact — if  it  were 
a  fact — that  in  future  the  Private  Busi- 
ness of  the  House  would  have  to  be  car- 
ried on  without  the  assistance  of  these 
Gentlemen  ;  but  he  hoped  that  such 
might  not  be  the  case,  and  that  in  any 
scheme  which  might  take  the  place  of 
the  present  system  they  should  endea- 
vour, as  far  as  possible,  so  to  adapt  it 
to  existing  necessities  as  to  secure  the 
continued  assistance  of  these  valuable 
public  servants.  The  present  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
Dodson),  in  the  proposal  which  he 
made  to  the  House  in  1872,  was  in 
favour  of  a  system  of  Provisional 
Orders ;  while  the  hon.  Member  advo- 
cated a  scheme  by  which  a  Bill  was  to 
go  through  some  of  the  present  stages 
in  the  House,  but  that  the  most  import- 
ant stage  should  be  taken  outside  the 
control  of  Parliament  and  referred  to 
those  Commissioners  whom  it  was  pro- 
posed to  send  about  the  country  who, 
again,  should  refer  the  Bills  back  to 
the  House  forBeport  and  third  reading. 
He  did  not  consider  that  the  most  con- 
venient method  of  reforming  the  pro- 
cedure ;  but  expressed  his  preference 
for  the  scheme  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  proposed  in  the  first  instance, 
observing  that  the  Provisional  Order 
system  was  the  one  to  which  they  must 
look  in  the  future  for  the  conduct  of 
Private  Bill  Legislation.  One  great  de- 
fect in  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Haddington  Burghs  was  that  it 
would  fail  to  obtain  public  confidence. 
Some  years  ago,  when  he  himself  was  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  he  had  drafted  a  measure 
which  the  pressure  of  Public  Business 
prevented  his  bringing  before  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  but  in  which  he  fol- 
lowed the  lines  laid  down  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  That  scheme  comprised 
the  following  points : — If  the  work  was 
to  be  done  satisfactorily  they  ought  to 
create  a  really  important  tribunal, 
whose  authority  should  be,  if  not  equal 
to  that  of  Parliament,  at  least  equal  to 
that  of  a  Court  of  Law.  For  this  pur- 
pose he  was  anxious  to  institute  a  Com- 


mission  or  Court,  which  should  consist 
of  five  Commissioners.  These  Commis- 
sioners should  be  assisted  by,  say,  from 
five  to  ten  Assistant  Commissioners,  one 
of  whom  should  act  as  Hegistrar.  As 
soon  as  a  Petition  was  presented  to  the 
Commissioners  by  the  promoters  of  any 
scheme,  the  Petition  should  be  referred 
to  an  Assistant  Commissioner,  who 
should  proceed  to  hold  an  inquiry  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  locality  to  be 
affected,  or,  if  it  were  thought  desi- 
rable, in  London.  He  should  find  the 
facts  of  the  case,  and  upon  those  facts 
there  should  be  no  appeal.  The  Com- 
missioners should  then  draft  an  Order, 
and  should  communicate  its  terms  to 
the  parties  who  had  appeared  in  the 
local  inquiry,  and  should  intimate  to 
them  that  if  there  was  no  appeal  made 
against  it,  it  should  after  a  certain  time 
become  final.  When  any  appeal  was 
lodged  against  it  the  parties  should  be 
entitled  to  be  heard  by  counsel ;  but 
only  argument,  and  not  evidence,  should 
be  heard  upon  the  case  as  stated.  When 
the  Commissioners  had  heard  the  ap- 
peal, they  would  consider  whether  they 
would  modify  or  quash  the  draft  Order. 
Having  finally  settled  the  Order  it 
would  then  be  laid  before  Parliament, 
and  would,  if  it  was  not  challenged,  be- 
come law  within  40  days.  If  the  Order 
was  challenged  in  the  House  it  would 
be  referred  to  a  Standing  Committee 
for  consideration.  That  was  the  out- 
line of  his  scheme ;  and  to  his  mind  it 
would  be  preferable  to  have  a  really  im- 
portant tribunal  for  promoting  the  neces- 
sary inquiry  to  having  that  inquiry  con- 
ducted by  a  body  going  round  the 
country,  such  as  that  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Haddington 
Burghs.  It  might  be  said  that  his 
scheme  would  be  more  expensive  than 
that  of  the  Mover  of  this  Besolution. 
He  did  not  deny  that ;  but  he  believed 
that  the  suitors  already  contributed  in 
fees  much  more  than  would  be  sufficient 
to  meet  the  expense  of  his  proposal. 
He  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Dodson),  on  the  part  of  the  Oovem- 
ment,  would  communicate  some  inter- 
esting facts  to  the  House ;  but  the  even- 
ing would  be  mis-spent  unless  they 
obtained  from  Gt)vernment  some  posi- 
tive assurance  that  they  would  take  the 
lead  in  any  change  that  was  made. 
Now,  he  thought,  was  the  time  for  the 
Government  to  take    an  initiatiTe  for 
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some  reform  in  our  Private  Bill  Legis- 
lation, as  a  special  and  peculiar  diifi- 
cultj  had  been  created  in  this  matter 
by  the  institution  of  Standing  Commit- 
tees. The  Government  might  say — 
' '  Wait  until  another  year  and  see  how 
the  Standing  Committees  will  work." 
He  did  not  think  that  they  could  afford 
to  wait  for  the  experience  of  Standing 
Committees.  It  was  a  question  of  how 
they  were  to  provide  arrangements  along- 
Bide  of  Stanaing  Committees  for  the  due 
and  proper  performance  of  those  duties 
which  fell  upon  the  House.  The  House 
would  do  better,  for  its  own  credit,  if  it 
did  not  allow  itself  to  be  deterred  by  its 
reluctance  to  recognize  difficulties  of  its 
own  creation  from  parting  with  a  juris- 
diction which  it  could  no  longer  exer- 
cise with  advantage  to  the  State. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  thanked  his 
lion.  Friend  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  introduced  an  important  subject  to 
the  House ;  but  the  very  fact  that  he 
had  before  him  the  Beports  of  so  much 
evidence  and  so  much  investigation  must 
have  shown  to  him,  as  to  the  House, 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  very  great  diffi- 
culty, and  one  that  had  puzzled  a  great 
many  clever  men.  He  feared  that  the 
first  difficulty  that  must  occur  to  his 
hon.  Friend  in  his  proposal  was  that  in 
bis  proposed  Commission  he  delegated 
the  authority  which  the  House  was 
bound  to  keep  to  itself,  and  that  he  would 
not  retain  that  public  confidence  in  the 
Commission  which  the  public  placed  in 
the  decisions  of  the  House.  It  had 
been  his  lot  to  be  on  both  sides  of  the 
Table  at  one  time  or  another  in  that 
House,  and,  during  an  experience  of  30 
years  or  so,  he  had  seen  a  good  deal  of 
the  promotion  and  opposition  of  Private 
Bills  in  Parliament ;  and  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that,  with  certain  mo- 
difications of  the  present  tribunal,  they 
could  have  a  tribunal  which  would 
accomplish  that  which  was  wanted  with 
less  dilatoriness,  less  expensiveness,  and 
more  uniformity  of  action  than  if  the 
House  delegated  its  authority.  It  had 
been  alleged  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Haikes)  that  the  delegation  of  authority 
<o  Commissioners  would  prevent  the 
working  Members  of  the  House  beioff 
taken  away.  He  did  not  think  it  could 
make  any  difference  in  a  House  of  up- 
wards of  500  working  Members.  He 
did  not  see  how  being  Members  of  large 


Standing  Committees  was  to  exclude 
Members  altoo^ether  from  serving  on 
Private  Bill  Committees.  He  thought 
the  Besolution  before  the  House  would, 
if  carried,  cause  a  great  deal  more  ex- 
pense than  the  present  system.  Pro- 
moters would  not  be  satisfied  with  local 
counsel,  or  local  engineers,  or  borough 
surveyors,  and  counsel  and  engineers 
would  have  to  go  from  London  to  Aber- 
deen or  Cork  with  very  large  fees.  The 
expense  of  promotion  was  not  in  bring- 
ing up  the  witnesses — that  was  a  small 
expense.  It  might  be  true  that  Corpora- 
tions of  towns  were  very  likely  to  come 
to  town  about  the  end  of  May,  especially 
about  Derby  time.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  larger  and  richer  Companies 
endeavoured  to  starve  out  the  smaller 
Companies ;  but  the  smaller  Companies 
were  often  the  aggressors.  The  hon. 
Member  the  Mover  of  the  Besolution 
had  said  that  many  Chairmen  of  Com- 
mittees allowed  counsel  to  run  rampant. 
Now,  he  had  seen  a  good  many  Chair- 
men, and  he  did  not  think  they  came 
within  that  charge.  There  was,  no 
doubt,  a  g^eat  want  of  uniformity  in  the 
decisions  of  Committees  of  that  House ; 
but  this  want  of  uniformity  was  almost 
necessary,  and  in  nine  cases  out  often  was 
almost  right.  He  had  often  heard  that 
the  decisions  of  Committees,  however 
disagreeable  to  one  party  or  the  other, 
were  based  upon  sound  common  sense, 
and  had  given  g^eat  satisfaction  to  the 
districts  to  which  they  were  applied. 
Another  point  was  that  there  were  often 
eight  or  ten  Private  Bill  Committees 
sitting  at  once ;  but  how  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Baikes)  going  to 
support  eight  or  ten  Committees  with  30 
Commissioners.  A  far  better  and  less 
expensive  plan  would  be  to  create  in 
London  one  tribunal,  composed  of  the 
Lords  and  Commons,  sitting  together  on 
all  Bailway  Bills.  That  would  have  a 
much  more  beneficial  effect  in  the  way 
of  keeping  down  expense  than  any  Com- 
mission or  Committee  which  could  be 
appointed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  if  the  Mouse  delegated  its 
authority  it  must  have  ample  controlling 
power  in  the  House.  This  meant  that 
the  party  dissatisfied  would  go  behind 
the  decision  and  say  that  the  whole 
question  must  be  raised  in  the  House 
again,  so  that,  instead  of  saving  time^ 
th&y  would  have  all  these  questions  de- 
bated over  and  over  again. 
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Sir  JOHN   KENNAWAY  said,  it 
would  be  well  to  remember  that  Parlia- 
ment had  been  engaged  on  this  question 
for  more  than  40  years,  that  from  time 
to  time  proposals  had  been  made,  and 
that  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of  making 
a  change  had  been  found  to  be  insuper- 
able.   He  congratulated  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  introduced  the  Motion  on 
the  interesting  speech  he  had  made,  and 
the  reception  it  had  met  in  the  House 
was  a  full  justification  to  him  for  bring- 
ing the  question  forward.     The  subject 
was,  doubtless,  one  of  great  importance ; 
the  interests  involyed  were  enormous, 
and  the  jurisdiction  was  so  peculiar  that 
the  House  was  bound  to  look  into  it 
from  time  to  time,  so  as  to  ascertain 
whether  they  were  doing  what  was  best 
for  the  country  in  retaining  it.  The  fees 
now  taken  amounted,  he  believed,  to  no 
less  than  £140,000,  and  out  of  this  sum 
the  entire  expenses  of  the  House  were 
paid.  The  present  debate  had  proceeded 
on  the  lines  of  that  introduced  1 1  years 
ago,  for  then  the  system  was  stigmatized 
as  lengthy,  costly,  uncertain,  and  un- 
satisfactory.    On  the  other  hand,  they 
had  the  statement  of  the  late  Mr.  Lee- 
man,  a  great  authority  in  railway  mat- 
ters, that  the  system  had,  in  the  long 
run,   worked  out  justice ;    and  figures 
showed  that  for   10    or   15  years  the 
average  sum  invested  under  that  system 
was  £20,000,000  annually.     Whatever 
the  decisions  were,  the  cost,  where  so 
much  was  at  stake,  would  be  large ;  and 
as  the  question  was  one  of  policy,  there 
would  always  be  uncertainty.  The  length 
of  time  occupied  in  cases,  no  doubt,  must 
be   great  when  the  tribunal  sat  only 
three  full  days  a- week ;  but  this  tribu- 
nal did  not,  he  thought,  bear  unfavour- 
able  comparison  with  other  Courfs  in 
this  respect.     Those    objections,  how- 
ever,  were    not    new.      As   long    ago 
as  1846  Parliament  passed  an  Act  that 
a  preliminary  inquiry  should  be  held, 
and  with  the  result  that  the  expenses 
were  increased  two-fold.     In  1851  that 
Act  was  repealed,  and  Parliament  had 
retained    the    jurisdiction    ever    since. 
Much  had  been  said  about  the  dissatis- 
faction that  existed  among  the  public 
with  the  present  system ;  but  on  what 
evidence    was    the    statement    based? 
Board  of   Trade  Eetums  showed  that 
upwards  of  £94,342,000  was  now  pro- 
posed to  be  raised  under  that  system  for 
different  Companies,  and  that  fact  cer- 


tainly did  not  go  to  prove  that  dissatis- 
faction existed  to  the  extent  stated  with 
the  tribunal  to  which  the  cases  of  those 
Companies  were  to  be  referred.   It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  objection  to 
the  transfer  of  jurisdiction  was  based  on 
Constitutional  principles.     To  confer  ex- 
ceptional powers  beyond  the  law  was  the 
attribute  of  the  Supreme  Legislature ; 
and  where  power  was  sought  by  pro- 
moters which  could  not  be  otherwise 
exercised,  there  was  required  a  union  of 
legislative  and  judicial  functions  which 
no  other  tribunal  but  that  of  Parliament 
could  afford — and    that  especially  the 
case  where  property  was  interfered  with, 
and  Parliament  in  such  cases  must  re- 
main the  supreme  jurisdiction.    As  to 
the  Commission  of  experts,  to  whom  it 
was  suggested  that  the  power  should  be 
transferred,  he  would  ask  whether  such 
a  body  was  likely  to  command  confidence 
and  support?    What  he  thought  was 
wanted  in  the  matter  was  a  changing* 
body,  who  were  conversant  with  public 
opinion,  who  would  not  give  stereotyped 
decisions,  and  would  adapt  themselves 
to  the  conditions  under  which  they  were 
placed    with    regard    to  the  questions 
brought  before  them — in  fact,  a  High. 
Court  of  Arbitration  with  widest  powers. 
They  must  not  be  afraid  to  delegate 
their  authority  if  they  could  not  be  found 
to  use  it  properly,  or  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  country ;  but  too  much 
must  not  be  made  of  the  fact  that  they 
delegated  their  jurisdiction  in  regard  to 
Election  Petitions,  because  these  stood 
on  a  totally  different  footing,  the  issue 
in  them, being  one  of  law  bearing  ou 
fact.     He  thought  relief  might  be  found 
in  the  extension  of  Provisional  Orders, 
which  had  already  conferred   so  much 
benefit  in  a  number  of  cases  where  pro- 
vision had  been  made  by  the  general 
law  for  parties  who  used  to  have  to  apply 
to  Parliament  for  special  powers  in  each 
case,  or  it  might  be  that  they  would  be 
able  to  delegate  some  powers  to  local 
bodies  which  were  not  at  present  con- 
stituted— in  the  way  of  holding  a  pre- 
liminary inquiry  to  inquire  into  the  facts, 
leaving  the  decision  to  a  Parliamentaxy 
Committee.     The  whole  question,  how- 
ever, was  one  that  must  be  taken  up  by 
the  responsible  Government. 

Mb.I)ODSON:  I  do  not  intend  to 
address  the  House  at  any  great  length 
upon  the  merits  of  this  question,  which 
has  been  so  fully  entered  into,  more  es- 
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pedallj  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Beeolution.  I  congratulate  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Mover  of  the  Eesolutioni  on 
the  great  care  and  thought  he  has  be- 
stowed apon  the  subject,  and  the  clear 
and  interesting  manner  in  which  he 
submitted  it  to  the  House.  It  is  50 
years  or  more  since  Bentham  inveighed 
against  the  system  of  Private  Bill  Legis- 
lation in  Parliament,  and  declared  that  an 
impartial  spectator  would  think  that — 

'*  The  maxim  of  the  governing  body  was  the 
minimization  of  the  time  employed  in  the  per- 
formance of  its  appropriate  duties,  and  to  maxi- 
mize the  waste  of  it." 

Since  then,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just   sat  down  has  reminded  the 
House,  a|good  deal  has  been  done  in  the 
direction  which  Bentham  recommended 
—namely,  relieving  the  House  of  some 
functions  for  which  it  was  ill  adapted. 
Some    of   these    instances    have    oeen 
mentioned — Enclosures,  Divorce,  Natu- 
ralization, and   Election  Petitions.    In 
no  case,  I  believe,  has  the  House  re- 
pented the  step  that  it  has  taken  in  re- 
lieving itself  of  inquiry  into  these  sub- 
jects, and  refening  them  in  whole  or  in 
part  to  external  tribunals.    The  defects 
of  the  existing  system  of  Private  Bill 
Lsgislation  have  been  so  forcibly  pointed 
out  to-night  that  I  need  not  go  over 
them  again.    It  will  hardly  be  denied 
that  the  system  of  Private  Bill  Legieda- 
tion  is  attended  with  evils;  that  it  is 
somewhat  haphazard  in  its  nature,  and 
that  it  is  expensive.    It  is  haphazard  in 
its  nature,  not  from  any  want  of  industry 
or  even  of  ability  on  the  part  of  the  tribu- 
nals, but  from  the  fluctuating  elements 
of  which  these  tribunals  are  composed, 
their  lack  of  experience  and  training,  and 
the  want  of  one  uniform  spirit  and  soul 
running  through  them.  It  is  expensive, 
for  this  reason — that  all  the  inquiries 
are  crowded  into  one  short  part  of  the 
year ;  and,  moreover,  from  the  nature  of 
the  functions  of  Members,  the  daily  sit- 
tings of  the  Committee  must  be  very 
short.    Nominally  it  meets  at  12  o'clock, 
and  sits  till  a  quarter  to  4,  when  Mr. 
Speaker  takes  the  Ghair.    Virtually  it 
does  not  sit  more  than  3)-  hours  a-day. 
It  is  obvious  that  these  short  sittings 
and  frequent  adjournments  must  add 
veiT  much  to  the  expenses  of  witnesses 
and  of  counsel,  and  of  all  parties  attend- 
ing before  the  tribunal.     I  think  that 
few  persons  will  be  inclined  to  disagree 
with  the  proposition  which  is  contained 


in  the  Ist  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Mem« 
her  for  Haddington — 

<'  That  the  system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation 
calls  for  the  attention  of  Parliament,  and  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  requires  re- 
form." 

Even  those  who  have  most  objected  to 
the  suggestion  of  external  tribunals  have 
not  been  slow  to  admit  that  the  system 
requires  reform,  and  some  have  pointed 
to  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Mouses 
as  a  Court  which  might  be  judiciously 
substituted  for  the  two  Courts,  which  now 
give  the  opportunities  for  a  double  trial 
in  the  case  of  each  particular  BUI.  The 
House  will  not  be  surprised  to  hear  that, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  quite 
disposed  to  agree  with  the  1st  Besolu- 
tion, for  it  is  a  Besolution  which  I  my- 
self submitted  to  the  House  12  years  ago, 
with  an  Amendment  suggested  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  which 
I  willingly  accepted,  and  which  was 
agreed  to  by  the  House  unanimously 
in  1872.  As  regards  the  2nd  Beso- 
lution, I  am  not  prepared  to  give 
my  assent  to  it,  and  for  this  reason — 
that  it  does  not  go,  according  to  my  opi- 
nion of  what  is  needed,  far  enough.  It 
retains  the  system  of  Private  Bills. 
They  are  to  be  read  a  second  time  in 
the  House  before  they  go  to  the  new 
tribunal,  and,  therefore,  whatever  dis- 
advantage attaches  to  solicitations  for 
the  second  reading  of  Private  Bills,  to 
taking  up  the  time  of  Members  by  dis- 
cussions on  Private  Business,  and  to 
such  Business  being  confined  to  the 
period  of  the  Sittixig  of  Parliament  will 
still  continue.  Again,  while  establishing 
an  external  tribunal,  it  would  not  get 
rid  of  the  expense  attending  the  main- 
tenance of  Examiners  of  Private  Bills. 
Then,  again,  so  far  as  it  deals  with 
Provisional  Orders,  it  would  retain  what 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  cumbrous 
system — namely,  the  passing  of  Pro- 
visional Orders  by  embodying  them  in 
Bills  which  would  have  to  go  through 
all  stages  in  both  Houses.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Haddington  proposes 
to  establish  Commissions  for  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland.  He  would 
be  establishing  an  unnecessarily  great 
and  extensive  machinery.  No  doubt,  of 
late  years,  owing  to  bad  trade  and  the 
distressed  state  of  agriculture,  private 
legislation  has  been  somewhat  less  than 
in  the  days  when  people  were  wealthier 
and  making  money  faster.    But,  still. 
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there  have  been  of  late  years  some  SO 
Committees  of  this  House,  on  the  ave- 
rage, to  consider  Private  Bills ;  and  if 
you  reckon  Hybrid  Committees,  and 
Committees  upon  Provisional  Orders, 
there  have  probably  been  about  40  Com- 
mittees. Therefore,  some  120  or  150 
Members  had  annually  sat  on  these  Bills 
between  300  and  400  days.  But  a  tri- 
bunal consisting  of  experienced  men, 
versed  in  controlling  discursive  counsel 
and  checking  redundant  or  irrelevant 
evidence,  and  sitting  not  three  and  a- 
half  hours,  but  six  hours  a-day,  would 
get  through,  on  the  most  modest  calcu- 
lation, in  one  day,  the  work  that  occu- 
pies a  Committee  two  days.  The  result 
is  that  one  body  of  Commissioners,  sit- 
ting seven  or  eight  months  in  the  year, 
would  do  the  whole  work  of  Private 
Bill  Committees.  Then  I  come  to  the 
proposal  to  have  a  separate  Commission 
for  Scotland  as  well  as  for  England  and 
Ireland.  I  find  that  last  Session  there 
were  four  Committees  on  Scotch  Bills, 
who  sat  together  36  days.  That  would 
have  occupied  a  Commission  18  days. 
There  were  two  or  three  Committees  on 
Irish  Bills,  and  they  only  sat  nine  days. 
The  Commission  would  have  disposed  of 
that  work  in  four  or  five  days.  There- 
fore, it  is  obvious  that  there  is  not  work 
enough  for  a  permanent  Commission  in 
the  case  of  Scotland  or  Ireland.  If  you 
are  not  to  appoint  a  Commission  on  pur- 
pose to  perform  this  work,  but  simply 
to  employ  annually  a  certain  number  of 
barristers  or  other  gentlemen  to  do  this 
work,  then  it  appears  to  me  that  you 
will  be  landed  m  the  same  evil  of  tri- 
bunals, consisting  of  fluctuating  ele- 
ments, and  I  do  not  think  much  advan- 
tage will  be  gained.  The  3rd  B;esolu- 
tion,  providing  for  an  appeal,  is  good 
for  that  purpose,  but  it  is,  of  course,  de- 
pendent upon  the  2nd ;  and,  therefore, 
if  the  2nd  is  not  adopted,  the  question  of 
the  drd  will  not  arise.  The  hon.  Baronet 
who  has  just  sat  down  said  that  we  had 
experience  of  external  inquiries  in  regard 
to  Private  BiUs,  and  that  they  had  been 
a  failure  under  the  Preliminary  Inquiry 
Act.  That  is  true ;  but  that  Act  pro- 
vided for  a  local  inquiry,  which  was  to 
be  held  by  an  Inspector,  who  went  down 
and  made  an*,inquiry  in  the  locality ; 
and  I  quite  agree  that,  though  such  an 
inquiry  may  suffice  where  the  object 
affects  a  definite  locality,  or  where  the 
interests    at    stake    are    comparatively 

Mr.  Dodaon 


small,  no  parties  would  rest  satisfied 
with  it  in  important  railway  contests  or 
other  great  cases.    But  this  is  to  be  a 
a  tribunal  which  is  to  hear  witnesses 
and  counsel  in  open  Court,  and,  there- 
fore, it  will  be  one  which  should  carry 
at  least  the  same  weight,  in  my  opinion, 
as  a  Committee  of  the  House,  and,  at 
all  events,   the    proceedings  before  it 
would  be  conducted  in  the  same  way. 
On  behalf  of   the  Government,  I  am 
prepared  to  accept  the   1st  Besolution 
of  my  hon.  Friend.     But  I   would  say 
that  the  House  must  not  expect  that 
the  Government  will  be  able  to  take  any 
action  upon  it  in  the  present  Session. 
We  have  got  before  us  a  prog^amme'of 
work  which  is  quite  sufficient.     I  would 
like  to  point  out  to  the  House  that  the 
changes  which  will  have   to   be  made 
in  order  to  give  effect  to  this  Ist  Beso- 
lution,  in  whatever    way    it  may  be 
carried  out  in  detail,  must  be  a  matter 
for  considerable  discussion,  and  would 
take  up  a  large  amount    of  time.     I 
said  just  now  that  the  Government  can- 
not be    expected  to  take  action  upon 
this  subject  in  the  present  Session,  in 
view  of  the  programme  which  we  have 
already  presented  to  the  House,  unless 
the  House  should  be  so  desirous  to  pro- 
ceed with  it  that  they  would  be  prepared 
to  repeat  what  was  done  last  year,  and 
have  an  Autumn  Sitting  for  the  purpose. 
If  the  House  should  show  any  extraordi- 
nary desire  for  that.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  be  prepared  to  give 
respectful    consideration   to   the  wish. 
I  will  conclude   by  making  this  one 
suggestion   to   my  hon.  Friend  and  to 
the  House,  which,  I   think,  would  be 
an  improvement  on  his  proposal.    The 
Besolution  he  proposes  to  the  House 
is  in  exactly  tne  same  words  as  that 
agreed  to  nem,  eon,  in  1872.     I  think  it 
is  not  very  desirable  that  the   House 
should  simply  repeat  the  Besdlution  it 
then  recorded,  and  I  venture  to  sug- 
gest to  my  hon.  Friend  that  he  would 
strengthen  his  position  by  a  reference 
to  what  was  done  in  1872.     I  therefore 
propose  to  amend   his  Besolution  by 
leaving  out  all  the  words  aftar  "  that," 
and  add  these  words — 

**  This  HouBe  adheres  to  the  Beaolation  npon 
Private  Legislation,  agreed  to  on  the  82na  of 
March  1872." 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  «  That  *'  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
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''this  House  adheres  to  the  Besolation  upon 
Private  Legislation,  agreed  to  on  the  22nd  of 
March  1872/'— ^ifr.  Dodton,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Questioii  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  OBAIO-SELLAB  expressed  his 
thanks  to  the  House  for  the  extremely 
kind  manner  in  which  hon.  Members 
had  received  his  Besolution.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  stated  in  his 
speech  that  there  would  not  be  work 
enough  for  separate  Commissions.  He 
(Mr.  Sellar)  confined  his  remarks  to  the 
work  that  would  be  done  by  the  Com- 
mission appointed  for  Scotland.  In 
1881  the  Committees  sat  upon  opposed 
Scotch  Bais  for  59  days,  and  in  1882 
they  sat  for  64  days  on  opposed  cases; 
and  when  they  looked  into  the  num- 
ber of  Scotch  Bills  which  came  to  the 
House  from  year  to  year,  though  the 
number  was  not  very  great,  it  was  a 
gradually  increasing  number.  The  ac- 
tual amount  of  money  proposed  to  be 
raised  by  these  Scotch  Bills  was  very 
considerable,  amounting  for  a  period  of 
four  years  to  £19,000,000.  The  amount 
for  Ireland  was  smaller ;  but  he  felt  that 
sufficient  work  would  be  found  for  a 
Scotch  Commission  if  it  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed. He  should  gladly  accept  the 
proposed  Amendment  on  the  part  of  the 
Goyemment,  and  withdraw  ms  2nd  and 
3rd  Besolutions. 

Mb.  BOBEETSON  condemned  the 
present  system  of  Friyate  Bill  Legisla- 
tion ;  and,  speaking  from  an  ample  ex- 
perience, said,  that  the  great  cause  of  the 
dissatisfaction  g^yen  by  the  decisions  of 
Committees  of  Parliament  was  not  their 
personnel,  nor  their  expense,  but  the  un- 
certainty which  always  preyailed  as  to 
the  reasons  which  led  to  the  success  or 
to  the  failure  of  Bills.  All  they  knew 
was  that  their  Preambles  had  or  had  not 
been  proyed.  He  would  suggest,  as 
being  all  that  was  really  necessary,  the 
amendment  of  the  Standing  Orders,  so 
as  to  require  Committees  to  report  to 
the  House  not  only  their  decisions,  but 
the  reasons  for  them. 

Mb.  0HE(K)RT  said,  his  experience 
of  Priyate  Legislation  dated  from  1840. 
During  the  time  that  had  since  elapsed, 
he  had  seen  great  changes  in  the  practice 
of  the  House,  and  yery  great  improye- 


ments  in  the  constitution  of  the  Commit* 
tees.  But  from  what  he  had  seen  in  the 
past,  and  what  went  on  now,  he  yery 
greatly  doubted  whether  any  striking 
change  could  be  adyantageously  intro- 
duced. It  would  be  a  yery  doubtful 
policy  to  delegate  to  any  tribunal  outside 
of  Parliament  the  power  of  oyer-riding 
existing  Acts,  and  in  many  cases  the 
Common  Law,  as  was  often  proposed  in 
Priyate  Bills.  No  doubt,  the  constitution 
of  the  Committees,  many  years  ago,  was 
anything  but  satisfactory  ;  but  the  new 
constitution  introduced  since  then  had, 
according  to  his  experience,  worked  yery 
well,  and  the  result  was  that  they  had 
now  yery  competent  and  careful  tribu- 
nals. The  element  of  certainty  was 
embodied  into  their  proceedings  by  the 
practice  of  consulting  the  reference. 
Moreoyer,  the  Bills  were  examined  by 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  in  that  House,  who 
were  both  assisted  by  counsel.  In  this 
way,  all  Bills  were  subjected  to  a  yery 
careful  scrutiny.  The  counsels  had  a 
full  knowledge  of  the  preyious  course  of 
Private  Bill  Legislation.  They  had  a 
distinct  recollection  of  the  yarious  ar- 
rangements made  between  parties  to 
Bills,  and  the  connection  between  those 
Bills.  This  knowledge  of  the  past,  and 
its  relation  to  the  present,  was  most  use- 
ful in  dealing  with  Private  Bills ;  but  it 
would  be  wholly  wanting  in  that  new 
scheme  proposed  by  the  Mover  of  the 
Besolution.  Besides  having  this  know- 
ledge, these  officials  were  well  acquainted 
with  Parliamentary  drafting.  One  rea- 
son urged  for  removing  Private  Bills 
from  the  present  excellent  tribunals  and 
handing  them  over  to  some  external 
body  was  that  thereby  expense  would 
be  saved.  He  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther this  would  be  the  case.  Where 
promoters  had  large  interests  at  stake, 
and  were  possessed  of  heavy  purses, 
there  was  bound  to  be  a  large  expendi- 
ture in  the  promotion  or  defence  of  the 
interests  at  stake.  This  remark  did  not 
apply  merely  to  proceedings  before  Com- 
mittees of  this  House;  it  applied  to 
Courts  of  Law,  arbitrations,  and  refer- 
ences of  evezy  kind.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  expensive  personages 
in  connection  with  the  inquiries  were 
resident  in  the  Metropolis.  It  was  the 
counsel  and  the  experts  who  were  the 
expensive  part  of  the  machinery  of  Pri- 
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MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issued  —  For  the 
County  of  Tipperary,  r.  John  Dillon,  etqoire, 
Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Public  Billr— Ordered — Firtt  Reading — Connty 
Court  Judges*  [112]'>  Hivers  Conservancy 
and  Floods  Prevention  *  [113]. 
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Tate  Bill  Legislation.  It  would  oost  the 
parties  to  a  Private  Bill  a  very  much 
larger  sum  if  these  gentlemen  hcid  to  be 
taken  down  to  the  coantrj  in  order  that 
local  inquiries  might  be  held.  Again,  it 
was  said  that  in  the  localities  the  in- 
quiries might  be  conducted  longer  each 
day;  but  he  did  not  anticipate  that 
much  greater  progress  would  oe  made 
than  was  at  present  the  case. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  GEEGOET  resumed:  With  a 
strong  Chairman,  he  had  seen  cases 
dealt  with  as  speedily  as  they  could  have 
been  in  any  Court  of  Law.  Extraneous 
evidence  was  thrown  aside,  and  attention 
was  centred  on  the  real  facts  of  the  case, 
with  the  result  of  a  g^eat  saving  of  ex- 
pense. He  was  old  enough  to  recollect 
Lord  Dalhousie's  Commission  in  1845, 
which  sat  upon  the  many  railway  schemes 
of  that  period.  The  Eeports  of  the  Com- 
mission did  not  receive  much  attention 
from  Parliament.  The  Committees  acted 
for  themselves.  He  fancied  that  some- 
thing like  this  would  be  the  result  if 
Commissions  were  now  appointed. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  said,  he  fully 
agreed  with  the  Mover  of  the  Eesolution 
that  the  main  objections  to  the  present 
svstem  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  lay  in 
the  expense  and  uncertainty  attending 
it.  If  the  expense' were  a  serious  thing 
for  England  and  Scotland,  how  much 
more  must  it  operate  against  Ireland  ? 
He  did  not  approve  of  the  remedy  .-'sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  Member  for  Had- 
dington, as  it  was  merely  a  compromise, 
and  the  power  of  appeal  he  proposed  to 
give  to  the  House  would  greatly  increase 
the  cost  attending  the  promotion  of  Pri- 
vate Bills.  Eailway  and  Tramway  Bills 
ought  to  be  delegated  in  Ireland  to 
County  Boards  or  Provincial  Councils, 
with  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  or  the  Board  of 
Works.  The  present Jsystem^was  fatal 
to  the  development  of  the  industrial 
resources  of  Ireland. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Eight  o'clock. 


Mr,  Oreyory 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

CRUELTY  TO  ANIMALS  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.— £BiLL  18.] 
(JTr.    Andereon,    Sir   Frederick  Milbank,  Mr, 

Samuel  MorUg^  Mr.  Jacob  BrigkU  Mr,  Pom- 

more  Fdtcarde,  Mr.  Buchanan.) 

SECOITD  BSADnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read, 

Mb.  ANDBESON,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  last  Session,  when  he  was 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
and  was  narrating  some  of  the  atrocities 
that  had  come  to  his  knowledge  in  con- 
nection with  pigeon-shooting,  one  hon. 
sporting  Member,  whose  feelings  perhaps 
were  outraged,  asked  for  a  count  of  the 
House.  It  was  late  in  the  Session,  on 
a  Saturday,  and  a  number  of  Members 
walked  out,  and  conspicuously  amongst 
them  those  Members  of  the  Government 
who  were  then  present.  If  those  hon. 
Members  had  remained  for  a  few 
minutes  longer,  possibly  the  atrocities 
he  described  might  have  been  put  an 
end  to  at  least  one  year  sooner  than 
could  now  be  the  case.  He  quite  recog- 
nized that  some  hon.  Members  were  in- 
credulous of  the  statements  he  then  made, 
for  several  had  informed  him  privately 
that  they  thought  he  must  hare  been 
hoaxed,  as  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
human  beings  could  contrive  or  per- 
petrate such  atrocities.  He  wished  it 
were  so,  and  he  also  wished  it  were 
unnecessary  for  him  to  horrify  the 
House  by  repeating  them ;  but  he  felt 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  that  he 
should  do  so,  because,  unless  he  made 
known  the  full  facts  of  the  case,  he 
might  fail  to  cr^te  as  strong  a  feeling 
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against  tliis  so-called  sport — this  bastard 
sport — of  pigeon-shooting,  as  to  enable 
him  to  get  it  put  down  by  law.  Trap 
shooting  at  birds  was  never  at  the  best 
mnch  of  a  sport ;  but,  at  least  in  the  old 
times,  it  was  different  from  what  it  had 
now  become.  Long  ago  wild  blue-rocks 
were  the  birds  used ;  they  were  put  in 
the  trap  unmutilated.  and  they  nad  a 
chance  of  their  lives,  and  that  system 
tested  the  skill  of  the  sportsman.  But 
that  was  all  changed  now.  Blue-rocks 
were  no  longer  to  be  had  ;  the  common 
tame  household  pigeon  was  substituted. 
Still,  the  purveyors  of  the  birds  called 
them  blue-rocks,  but  they  had  no  more 
title  to  that  name  than  a  sparrow.  Some. 
of  the  birds  were  so  tame  that  when  the 
trap  was  opened  they  refused  to  rise,  and 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  spur  was 
used.  The  trapper  wrenched  out  the 
tail  at  one  pull,  and,  in  order  to  make 
the  incentive  so  much  the  greater,  fre- 
quently touched  the  raw  with  pepper, 
and  sometimes  with  turpentine.  Some- 
times the  trapper  would  stick  a  pin  in 
the  rump  of  the  bird,  so  that  it  could  not 
sit,  and  through  the  pain  was  certain  to 
fly  when  the  trap  was  open.  The  nature 
of  the  barbarity  that  was  applied  to  the 
bird  depended  entirely  upon  what  the 
interest  of  the  trapper  might  be — which 
side  tipped  him  best,  or  whether  his 
interest  lay  in  backing  the  g:un  or  the 
bird.  Again,  if  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
seen  drawing  out  the  tail  feathers,  be- 
because  some  people  objected  to  that 
being  done,  he  could  give  a  very  severe 
twist  to  the  rump,  which  would  be  quite 
as  effective,  and  possibly  a  great  deal 
more  brutal.  He  might  also  squeeze 
the  fragile  framework  of  bones  so  that 
the  bird  would  be  hardly  able  to  fly.  If 
the  trapper  wanted  the  bird  to  fly  to  the 
right  he  would  destroy  with  a  pin  the 
left  eye  or  gouge  it  out  with  the  finger 
naily  knowing  the  bird  would  fly  to  the 
side  it  could  see ;  if  he  wanted  it  to  fly 
to  the  left  he  would  put  out  the  right 
eye.  If  he  wanted  to  utterly  confuse 
the  flight  of  the  bird  he  would  put  out 
both  eyes,  as  was  sometimes  done.  There 
was  another  atrocity  which  had  occasion- 
ally been  noticed,  the  object  of  which 
he  was  hardly  able  to  state,  and  that  was 
that  the  upper  mandible  of  the  bill  was 
bent  over  and  stuck  through  the  soft 
oentre  of  the  lower,  the  object  of  which, 
he  had  no  doubt,  was  to  confuse  the 
flight  of  the  bird.    When  last  year  he 


told  the  House,  and  published  to  the 
country  through  the  Press,  that  atroci- 
ties so  devilish  in  their  ingenuity  were 
practised  on  poor  tame  doves — actually 
on  those  biras  which  by  the  common 
consent  of  mankind  from  the  earliest 
times  had  been  regarded  as  types  of 
gentleness,  innocence,  and  peace — the 
statement  was  received  in  some  quarters 
with  horror,  and  in  others  with  incre- 
dulity. He  had  then  sources  of  infor- 
mation that  made  him  quite  certain  that 
the  charges  were  true,  and  he  could 
have  substantiated  them  if  necessary. 
But  last  month  an  event  occurred  that 
rendered  any  trouble  of  that  sort  un- 
necessary. At  Belper,  in  Derbyshire, 
the  officers  of  the  F^evention  of  Cruelty 
to  Animals  Society  were  able  to  bring  a 
case  into  CSourt,  which  was  described  by 
the  Derbyshire  Advertiser.  One  of  the 
witnesses  said  a  match  was  made  be- 
tween Mr.  Samuel  Hawkins,  publican, 
and  John  Eogers.  The  birds  used  were 
tame  pigeons,  and  were  put  into  the  trap 
by  the  defendants.  As  soon  as  the  first  bird 
got  out  the  witness  noticed  how  remark- 
ably it  flew  about.  The  bird  was  shot 
by  an  outsider,  and  upon  examination 
it  was  found  to  have  a  damaged  eye. 
Another  bird  was  let  loose,  and  it  flew 
to  the  left  and  was  killed  by  a  man 
named  Cook,  and  when  examined  it  was 
found  that  one  eve  had  been  forced  out. 
He  spoke  to  the  aefendants  about  it,  and 
told  them  that  they  would  hear  of  it 
again.  A  third  pigeon  was  liberated,  and 
one  of  the  eyes  of  that  had  been  forced 
out.  A  fourth  pigeon  was  liberated, 
and  it  was  found  to  have  had  both  eyes 
put  out,  and  also  had  a  pin  stuck  in  the 
flesh  near  the  tail.  The  heads  of  two 
of  the  pigeons  were  produced  in  Court. 
Mr.  Brown  cross-examined  the  witness, 
but  failed  to  shake  his  testimony.  John 
Cook,  another  witness,  was  sworn,  and 
deposed  that  he  witnessed  the  match, 
and  saw  birds  with  their  eyes  forced 
out,  and  one  had  the  tail  feathers  torn 
out  with  flesh  sticking  to  them.  WeU, 
the  two  defendants  were  convicted,  and 
got  two  months  with  hard  labour,  and 
they  were  well  served.  At  that  match 
there  were  absolutely  three  of  the  iden- 
tical malpractices  of  which  he  had  told 
the  House  last  year  made  use  of  and 
conclusively  proved  in  Court.  That 
beinff  so,  he  need  hardly  trouble  about 

5 roving  the  others.     Perhaps  some  hon. 
[embers  might  say  that  if  the  ordinary 
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law  could  punish  a  thing  of  this  kind, 
what  more  did  they  want  ?  His  reply 
to  that  was  that  this  was  a  solitary  con- 
viction which  had  heen  got,  and  it  had 
been  got  solely  from  the  reckless  open- 
ness with  which  the  ofifence  had  been 
committed,  and  which  came  from  immu- 
nity from  conviction.  In  general  these 
malpractices  were  carried  on  with  the 
utmost  secrecy.  Generally  the  shooting 
was  not  in  the  open,  but  inside  a  high 
enclosure,  and  it  could  easily  be  under- 
stood that  where  200  or  300  pigeons 
were  fired  at  in  one  day,  even  if  one  or 
two  should  be  picked  up  outside  the 
enclosure  in  a  mutilated  condition,  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  bring  home 
the  maiming  of  any  particular  bird  to 
any  particular  person  inside  the  enclo- 
sure ;  therefore  the  possibility  of  getting 
convictions  was  so  very  small  that  there 
seemed  to  be  no  remedy  for  it  but  put- 
ting the  sport  itself  down  by  law.  Lord 
Westbury  had  written  a  letter  to  the 
papers  to  say  that  at  Hurlingham  and 
the  Gun  Club  no  act  of  cruelty  had  ever 
been  practised.  Lord  Westbury  must 
be  a  very  credulous  person  indeed  if  he 
imagined  that  because  gentlemen  had 
made  a  rule  that  there  was  to  be  no 
cruelty  practised,  and  that  if  there  was 
any  observed  they  would  prosecute  the 
trapper,  that  therefore  everything  would 
be  right.  No  one  imagined  that  noble 
Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  pre- 
sent knew  anything  about  these  matters, 
or  would  sanction  them ;  on  the  contrary, 
most  likely  these  malpractices  were  for 
the  very  purpose  of  plundering  those 
Noblemen  and  Gentlemen ;  therefore  they 
were  not  likely  to  know  of  it.  At  first 
he  was  very  willing  to  believe  these 
malpractices  were  unknown  at  Hurling- 
ham ;  but  he  got  a  letter  from  a  rev. 
Doctor,  the  vicar  of  a  London  parish, 
telling  him  that  he  had  amongst  his 
parishioners  a  man  who  was  an  attend- 
ant at  Hurlingham,  and  that  these 
malpractices  were  not  unknown  even  at 
Hurlingham.  As  for  the  Gun  Club  at 
Netting  Hill,  he  himself  knew  that  they 
were  perpetrated  there,  and  that  that 
place  was  entirely  unworthy  of  Lord 
Westbury's  voucher.  But  much  as  these 
aggravations  increased  the  necessity  for 
legislation  of  this  sort,  he  did  not  wish 
to  rest  his  case  for  this  Bill  upon  the 
atrocities  at  all;  he  .took  his  stand 
against  the  sport  itself.  Even  without 
the  aggravations  it  was  as  cruel  as  most 
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of  those  that  had  already  been  put 
down  by  law,  and  it  was  more  brutally 
cruel  than  any  that  had  not  been  put 
down  by  law.  It  had  no  redeeming 
feature.  There  was  no  trace  about  it  of 
genuine  sport — by  which  he  meant  the 

Eursuit  of  the  wild  animal,  whether 
ird,  beast,  or  fish.  Even  if  there 
was  some  cruelty — they  must  all  admit 
that  these  sports  had  some  cruelty 
about  them — it  might  be  said  there  was 
an  extenuation,  there  was  some  compen- 
sation, as  they  tended  greatly  to  pro- 
mote health,  strength,  courage,  skill, 
self-reliance,  and  he  thought  it  might 
not  unfairly  be  said  in  their  favour  Uiat 
.they  had  contributed  in  no  small  degree 
to  make  our  race  the  dominant  race 
which  it  was,  and  to  keep  it  so.  But 
against  the  wholesale  slaughter  of  doves 
there  was  not  one  word  of  that  that 
could  be  said.  It  was  nothing  but  pure, 
wanton  slaughter.  It  was  in  no  sense 
whatever  a  manly  sport.  It  was  a  mere 
gambling  game,  in  which  the  lives  of 
the  birds  were  made  the  counters.  The 
type  of  innocence  and  gentleness  was 
made  an  instrument  of  gambling  and 
plunder,  and  there  was  nothing  more  in 
it  than  that.  Every  game  or  sport  on 
which  the  gambling  spirit  fixed  was  in- 
evitably degraded  by  it,  and  it  was  the 
gambling  spirit  that  had  originated  the 
malpractices  he  had  narrated,  and  for 
which  there  was  no  remedy  but  that  of 
forbidding  the  sport  by  law.  Some  of 
those  which  were  already  forbidden  were 
less  revolting  in  their  cruelty,  but  those 
were  the  sports  of  poor  men,  and  it  was 
very  easy  for  noble  Lords  and  aristocratic 
Legislators  to  put  them  down ;  but  here 
was  a  sport  practised  by  rich  men  and 
noblemen.  It  could  only  be  practised 
by  rich  men,  because  the  birds  them- 
selves cost  from  £8  to  £10  per  100.  The 
entries  were  something  like  £10  at  great 
matches,  and  as  much  as  £1  was  charged 
for  admission  to  the  enclosure.  At  the 
very  best  it  was  a  cruel  sport.  A  wild 
bird  shot  at  might  escape;  but  Oiese 
poor  pigeons  had  little  chance,  for  if  one 
got  outside  the  enclosure  it  was  beset  by 
a  number  of  guns  of  outsiders  all  round, 
and  if  dropped  wounded  it  was  imme- 
diately chased  by  a  lot  of  roughs  with 
sticks  and  stones.  If  it  escaped  them 
and  reached  the  roof  of  a  house  it  would 
there  die  of  its  wounds,  or  be  starved  to 
death.  If  it  escaped  altogether  it  pro- 
bably returned  home  or  joined  some  of 


1653         Cruelty  to  Ammah        (Mabch  7,  1883}       ActB  Amendment  BiU.      1654 


the  flocks  of  pigeons  in  the  neighbour- 
hood ;  in  either  case  it  would  be  only  an 
escape  for  a  time,  as  it  would  be  brought 
out  again  for  a  subsequent  day's  sport. 
He  had  now,  he  thought,  said  enough 
on  that  painful  part  of  the  subject,  and 
he  believed  he  had  with  him  the  sym- 
pathy of  all  genuine  sportsmen  in  both 
Mouses.  The  worst  part  of  the  sport- 
ing Press  was,  of  course,  against  him, 
and,  like  Lord  Walsingham,  stigmatized 
the  Bill  as  a  disguised  attack  on  sport 
in  general.  They  described  himself  as 
a  fanatical  Scotchman,  a  hater  of  all 
sport,  and  one  who  would  like  to  put 
down  all  sport  and  make  all  the  world 
as  spur  and  fanatical  as  himself.  Those 
papers  did  him  far  too  much  honour ; 
they  judged  him  far  too  highly ;  he  was 
unable  to  speak  from  that  high  plat- 
form. There  were  hon.  Members,  some 
of  whom,  perhaps,  might  take  part 
in  the  debate  to-day,  who  were  able 
to  speak  from  that  platform,  and  he 
must  admit  it  was  a  much  higher 
moral  level  to  be  able  to  say  they  never 
in  their  lives  sought  amusement  in  any 
sport  that  inflicted  death  or  suffering 
on  any  of  God's  creatures.  He  himself 
could  not  speak  except  from  the  lower 
level  of  one  who  had  been  much  addicted 
to  sport  with  rod  and  gun,  and  who  had 
even  several  times  engaged  in  the  sport 
he  now  sought  to  put  down  by  law. 
His  object  was  no  higher  than  to  pre- 
vent all  genuine  sport  being  discredited 
by  atrocities  that  were  perpetrated  under 
its  name,  and  which  had  no  proper  con- 
nection with  it  at  all.  But  this  shooting 
at  tame  pigeons  was  not  only  very  cruel, 
but  it  was  now  unnecessary.  There  was 
an  invention  called  the  ''clay  pigeon," 
which  was  not  a  pigeon  at  aU,  but  a 
saucer  made  of  terra  cotta,  and  when 
projected  from  a  catapult,  gyrated  in 
such  a  remarkable  manner  that  it  tested 
the  skill  of  the  sportsmen,  and  did  it  at 
a  twentieth  of  the  cost,  for  it  was  not 
broken  unless  struck  by  the  shot ;  and 
he  understood  that  such  eminent  sports- 
men as  Mr.  Heginald  Herbert  and  Mr. 
Cholmondley  Pennell  had  declared  in  its 
favour.  He  had  now  very  little  more 
to  add.  He  had  said  that  when  he  first 
exposed  these  things  to  the  House  the 
statement  was  met  with  incrudulity  in 
some  quarters  and  horror  in  others. 
One  gracious  lady,  the  second  lady  in 
the  land,  seemed  to  have  believed  it  and 
to  have  taken  it  to  heart,  and  with  the 


true  instincts  of  a  tender-hearted  woman 
she  determined  to  throw  the  weight  of 
her  high  example  and  influence  to  the 
side  of  the  helpless  and  suffering  doves. 
8he  had  done  so  with  great  effect,  and 
had  earned  the  blessings  of  all  humane 
people.  He  took  g^eat  encouragement 
and  hope  from  her  action ;  and  he  trusted 
that  those  who  might  have  opposed  the 
Bill  would,  through  the  reverence  which 
they  and  the  people  bore  to  the  illus- 
trious lady,  listen  to  her  pleading  when 
they  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  his  own.  The 
Bill,  however,  was,  he  saw,  to  be  opposed. 
He  did  not  know  what  line  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  or  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigton- 
shire  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  intended 
to  take  in  the  matter ;  but  some  of  the 
opposition,  he  believed,  was  directed 
solely  against  the  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill. 
Now,  the  original  intention  of  that  2nd 
clause  was  to  do  no  more  than  to  pro- 
tect animals  in  menageries,  dancing 
bears,  and  such  like ;  but  Lord  Walsing- 
ham said  it  would  stop  stag-hunting 
also — the  hunting  of  bagged  foxes,  and 
of  trapped  hares  and  rabbits.  He  must 
say  that  to  keep  wild  animals  in  cap- 
tivity for  the  sole  purpose  of  occasionally 
hunting  them  appeared  to  him  to  differ 
very  little  from  the  sport  of  badger- 
baiting,  which  was  put  down  by  law. 
He  thought  it  would  require  a  casuist 
to  draw  a  distinction  between  the  two. 
One  effect  of  Lord  Walsingham's  letter 
had  been  to  deluge  him  with  letters 
giving  instances  and  proofs  why  the 
hunting  of  tame  or  captured  animals 
ought  to  be  put  down.  He  did  not 
intend  to  go  into  that  question  further 
than  to  quote  one  instance  from  a  book 
written  by  Mr.  Brinsley  Bichards,  called 
Seven  Years  at  Eton,  which  described 
how  the  elder  Eton  boys  used  to  keep  a 
pack  of  beagles,  and  used  to  hunt  bagged 
hares  and  foxes;  but  before  hunting 
them  one  of  the  pads  was  cut  off — [  Ones 
of  "  No,  no !  "1 — that  was  stated  by  Mr. 
Biohards — and  was  done  in  order  to 
prevent  the  animal  getting  too  far  in 
advance  of  the  hounds.  He  hoped  that 
was  not  true  ;  but  if  it  was,  it  went  far 
to  show  that  even  the  sports  favoured 
by  Lord  Walsingham  might  very  pro- 
perly now  be  put  down  by  law.  Even 
Lord  Walsingham  did  not  pretend  that 
the  Bill  in  any  way  touched  the  hunting 
of  wild  animals,  and  it  certainly  did  not 
do  so,  neither  was  it  intended  to  touch 
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the  hunting  of  tame  ones;  and,  that 
being  bo,  he  was  quite  ready  now  to  say 
that  if  the  House  desired  it,  or  eren  did 
not  disapprove  of  the  change,  as  soon 
as  the  Bill  reached  the  Oommittee, 
if  it  reached  that  stage,  he  would 
either  modify  the  2nd  dause  so  as  to 
exempt  the  hunting  of  tame  animals,  or 
leave  the  clause  out  altogether — \_**  No, 
no."  ] — just  as  the  House  chose.  The 
primary  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  put  a 
stop  to  trap-shooting,  and  he  had  no 
desire  to  peril  the  chances  of  the  Bill  by 
endeavouring  to  extend  the  provisions 
in  directions  wider  than  tne  House 
wished.  That  was  all  he  had  to  say  for 
himself  on  the  subject ;  but  he  would 
like  to  express  his  regret,  in  which  he 
was  sure  the  House  shared,  at  the  ab- 
sence of  one  of  the  backers  of  the  Bill, 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
North  Biding  of  Yorkshire  (Sir  Fre- 
derick A.  Milbank).  The  hon.  Baronet 
was  confined  to  his  bed  by  severe  sickness. 
There  was  no  more  distinguished  sports- 
man in  either  House  of  Parliament 
than  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  so  anxious 
was  he  to  show  that  his  backing  of  the 
Bill  was  no  mere  formal  one,  that  it  was 
no  half-hearted  one,  that  even  from  his 
bed  of  sickness  he  had  written  a  long 
letter  on  the  subject,  in  which  he  not 
only  condemned  pigeon-shooting,  but 
also  the  hunting  of  tame  stags,  as  a  bar- 
barous amusement  that  should  be  put 
down  by  law  instead  of  being  suppozted 
by  the  Government  of  the  day.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  did  an  injus- 
tice to  the  Government  of  the  day,  for  it 
was  not  they  that  supported  the  Master 
of  the  Buckhounds,  xor  that  expenditure 
was  on  the  Civil  List ;  but  he  hoped 
some  day  the  Government  might  do  some- 
thing with  respect  to  it.  He  would  like, 
if  allowed,  to  read  an  extract  from  the 
hon.  Baronet's  letter,  and  he  the  more 
particularly  wished  to  do  it  because  it 
related  to  Hurlingham.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said — 

"  The  Hurlingham  Clab  then  consisted  of  a 
great  many  gentlemen  who  met  for  the  pnxpose 
of  pigeon-shooting,  and  very  high  stakes  were 
shot  for.  After  a  few  weeks  it  became  evident 
that  betting  would  be  the  very  curse  of  the  so- 
called  sport.  Scores  of  pounds  were  laid  upon 
eveary  shot  on  what  were  called  grand  days. 
This  led  to  the  inevitable  result — ^rascality.  One 
day  it  was  observed  that  there  was  something 
wrong  with  the  trapping  of  the  birds.  We 
kept  careful  watch,  and  observed  that  the 
trapper  several  times  took  birds  from  a  different 
hamper  from  what  he  did  at  others.    It  was 
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observed  that  one  hamper  contained  good, 
fre^-caught  birds,  whilst  the  contents  of  the 
other  consisted  of  wretched,  half -starved  ones, 
that  made  a  miserable  flight,  so  that  it  depended 
on  how  the  money  was  put  on  whether  the 
shooter  should  have  a  good  bird  or  a  bad  one. 
No  doubt,  the  trapper  took  his  tip  from  some- 
one betting  whether  he  had  backed  the  gun  or 
the  bird.  The  bird  was  trapped  accordingly. 
From  that  time  I  made  up  my  mind  to  have 
nothing  more  to  do  with  pigeon-shooting.  This 
rascality  was  practised,  but  luckily  found  out, 
at  a  club  of  gentlemen  like  Hurlingham ;  there- 
fore, what  can  be  expected  at  pigeon-shooting 
matches  got  up  at  low  public-houses,  all,  no 
doubt,  for  betting  purposes  ?  It  is  well  known 
that  the  whole  of  the  old  school  have  left  off 
shooting  at  pigeons  on  account  of  its  having  got 
into  the  hands  of  a  set  of  professional  pigeon- 
shooters,  who  do  not  shoot  for  the  so-called 
sport,  but  for  making  money.  Now,  as  to  the 
cruelty,  I  myself  have  observed  birds  after 
having  been  shot  thrown  into  a  heap  struggling 
for  life,  and  I  have  drawn  attention  to  it.  The 
poor  birds  are  picked  up  by  a  wretched  creature 
who  is  called  a  trapper,  who  has  no  more  feeling 
than  a  stone ;  and  whether  the  birds  struggle  for 
life  for  half -an-hour  after  they  have  been  picSced  up 
or  not  is  a  matter  of  perfect  indifference  to  him. 
If  such  things  exist  at  Hurlingham,  where 
there  is  a  certain  supervision,  what  may  be 
expected  at  other  places  where  the  butchery  is 
carried  on,  and  there  is  no  one  to  look  after  the 
sufferings  of  the  poor  creatures  ?  Of  the  dis- 
gusting practices  you  mention  I  have  no  know- 
ledge, except  that  the  fails  of  the  birds  are  in- 
variably pulled  out,  and  that  in  many  cases  they 
are  squeezed  there  can  be  no  doubt." 

He  could  use  no  stronger  argument  than 
that ;  therefore,  without  making  any  com- 
ment on  the  letter,  he  would  now  more 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Anderson.) 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  said, 
that,  although  he  had  placed  an  Amend- 
ment upon  the  Paper  adverse  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not 
wish  it  to  be  supposed  for  a  moment  that 
he  was  an  advocate  of  the  particular 
practice  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  declared 
it  was  the  primary  object  of  his  Bill  to 
prevent.  He  fuUy  appreciated,  and 
claimed,  a  laree  amount  of  sympathy 
with  the  amiable  motives  that  had  in- 
duced the  hon.  Member  to  bring  forward 
this  measure;  and  if  he  thought  that  the 
Bill  would  go  no  further  than  putting  an 
end  to  the  practice  of  pigeon-shooting,  he, 
for  one,  shouldnothave  ventured  tooppose 
its  second  reading.  He  was  as  anxious 
as  the  hon.  Member  could  be  that  the 
time  should  arrive  when  civilixed  men 


1657         Cruelty  to  Animals        (March  *I,  1888]       Acts  Amendment  BiU.      1656 


could  enjoy  tlieinselves  without    their 
pleasure  being  mixed  up  with  the  sor- 
row of  even  the  meanest  creature  that 
breathed ;  but  they  had  to  look  at  these 
things  in  a  practical  light,  and,  if  they 
admitted  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  he 
was  inclined  to  ask  where  they  were  to 
stop  ?    He  could  not  avoid  noticing  the 
strong  appeal  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  made  in  reference  to  some  letter 
which,  it  was  alleged,  had  been  written 
by  a  lady  of  exalted  rank,  expressing  a 
strong  opinion  discouraging  the  practice 
of  pigeon-shooting.    He  belieyed  that  a 
statement  to  the  effect  that  such  a  letter 
had  been  written  had  appeared  in  the 
newspapers ;  but  he  had  never  heard  or 
seen  any  confirmation  of  that  stetement 
from  reliable  sources — [Mr.  AimERSOK : 
Or    contradiction.'] — and,  for    his    own 
part,  he  believed  that  statement  to  be 
apocryphal.    I '*  Oh,  oh !  "]    He  did  not 
believe  that  the  Princess  of  Wales  had 
expressed  any  opinion  as  to  the  merits 
or  demerite  of  the  practice  of  pigeon- 
shooting  ;  but  he  readily  admitted  that, 
had    she  done  so,    her   opinion  would 
certainly  have  had  far  greater  weight 
with  him  than  the  arguments  which  had 
been  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for    Glasgow    in   support  of  his  Bill. 
Where  was  the  line  to  be  drawn?    It 
must  be  remembered  that  pigeon- shoot- 
ing was  akin  to  other  forms  of  sport 
which  were  usually  recognized  as  legiti- 
mate.    He  would  ask  what  well-defined 
line  was  there  between  shooting  pigeons 
from  traps — pigeons  which  had    been 
reared  and  carefully  fed  and  tended  for 
the  purpose — and  shooting  at  pheasants 
which    had    been    carefully  bred    and 
tended  in  a  cover  netted  at  the  end? 
["  Oh,  oh !  "]  Hon.  Members  said  "  Oh, 
oh ! "  but  it  was  an  undoubted  fact  that 
in  Lincolnshire  and    in    the    adjacent 
counties  the  breeding  and  sale  of  pigeons 
for  shooting  formed  an  important  in- 
dustry.    They  were  carefully  fed  and 
tended  in  cots  for  the  purpose  of  being 
shot  at  the  matehes.    Pheasants  were 
likewise  bred  and  reared  in  large  num- 
bers, and  carefully  fed  and  nurtured  dur- 
ing the  summer  for  the  purpose  of  being 
shot  in  the  season.    There  was,  there- 
fore, rery  little  to  choose  between  the 
two  classes  of  sport.    At  all  events,  it 
involved  a  very  nice  question.    The  hon. 
Member  had    strengthened    his  argu- 
ments   with  deteils  of  a  most  revolt- 
ing character,  and  he  must  admit  that 


if  the  practices  described  by  the  hon. 
Member  were  followed,  no  expression  of 
abhorrence  could  be  too  strong  for  them. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said  that  in  or- 
der to  prevent  pigeons  which  were  too 
tame  from  sitting  upon  the  trap  a  pin  was 
inserted  in  that  part  of  their  body  upon 
which  a  pigeon  did  not  usually  sit.    If 
these  barbarities  could  be  proved,   he 
quite  admitted  that  a  very  strong  case 
would  be  made  out  for  the  entire  sup- 
pression of  the  practice  of  pigeon- shoot- 
ing ;  but  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 
had  entirely  failed  to  make  out  his  case. 
At  Macclesfield,   the  Cheshire    magis- 
trates the  other  day  fined  a  trapper  50«. 
and  costs.    That  showed  that  the  ordi- 
nary law  was  strong  enough  to  interfere 
and  obtein  convictions.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber quoted  a  solitary  conviction ;  he  had 
quoted  another ;  and  the  Society  for  the 
Prevention  of  Oruelty  to  Animals  last 
year  recorded  four  convictions  obtained 
for  the  improper  treatment  of  pigeons  in 
trap-shooting.     The    stete    of    affairs 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  described 
might  point  to  an  alteration  of  the  law 
being  required  in  order  to  bring  offenders 
in  this  respect  more  within  ito  power ; 
but  he  hiurdly  thought  the  hon.  Member 
had  made  out  any  case  for  the  entire 
suppression  of  the  practice.     He  had 
been  informed  that  at  certain  pigeon- 
shooting  matehes  which  were  held  at 
Hurlingham  last  summer,  several  offi- 
cers of  the  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals  were  present  by  in- 
vitation,  and  they,   having    witnessed 
the  proceedings,  declared  that  no  cruelty 
had  taken  place  during  the  meetings. 
He  should  be  perfectly  willing  to  give 
these  officers  every  facility  for  putting 
a  stop  to  anything  like  cruelty  at  these 
matohes ;  but  he  objected  to  the  prohi- 
bition of  a  sport  which  might  be  cruel, 
but  which  was  only  one  or  two  degrees 
more  so  than  other  pursuits  which  were 
recognized  as  legitimate,  and  which  he 
trusted  would  remain  legitimate.     He 
must  confess,  however,  that  he  had  the 
greatest  reluctance  to  oppose  this  Bill, 
which  was  intended  to  ameliorate  the 
conditions  of  animal  life.     He  must  re- 
mind the  House,    however,   that  this 
country  was  a  long  way  ahead  of  other 
countries  in  the  care  which  we  bestowed 
upon  the  lower  animals.    Long  might 
it  remain  so ;  but  he  trusted  that,  in  ex- 
ercising that  care,  we  should  never  be 
led  to  take  indiscreet  action.    He  asked 
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the  hon.  Member  to  look  at  his  measure, 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  pigeons.  The 
hon.  Member  aenied  that  the  birds  were 
bine-rocks.  That  was  merely  the  name 
by  which  they  were  known ;  but  what 
he  wished  to  point  out  was  this,  that  if 
the  law  put  an  end  to  pigeon-shooting, 
these  blue-rocks  would  never  be  brought 
into  existence  at  all,  because  it  would 
be  worth  nobody's  while  to  breed  and 
rear  them.  Therefore,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposed  to  ameliorate  the  condi- 
tions of  the  pigeon's  life  by  preventing 
its  life  at  its  very  inception.  He 
wanted  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  this 
question — whether,  if  he  were  a  blue- 
rock,  he  would  rather  accept  life  under 
the  condition  of  his  life  being  a  short 
and  happy  one  and  violently  terminated, 
or  whether  he  would  reject  life  at  all 
upon  such  terms  ?  He  rather  thought, 
therefore,  that,  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  pigeons,  the  existing  law  was  more 
merciful  to  them  than  that  which  was 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Bill. 
Many  other  animals  profited  by  being 
the  object  of  man's  sport.  Thus,  foxes 
would  have  long  ceased  to  exist  in  this 
country  had  they  not  been  used  for  the 
purposes  of  hunting,  and  the  race  would 
have  been  exterminated  instead  of  lead- 
ing a  short  and  a  merry  life.  [^  laugh.'] 
Well,  a  fox's  life  was  a  merry  one,  be- 
cause for  six  months  in  the  year  he  lived 
entirely  unmolested,  and  for  the  re- 
maining six  months  he  had  to  take  an 
occasional  chance  of  losing  his  life ;  but 
generally  he  was  able  to  take  good  care 
of  himself.  He  had  heard  the  opinion 
expressed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  had  himself  once  been  young, 
although  it  was  true  that  he  was 
DOW  approaching  maturity  and  had 
abandoned  the  errors  of  his  youth  alto- 
gether. He  had  even  heard  it  stated 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  himself  en- 
gaged, and  probably  not  unsuccessfully, 
in  pigeon-shooting  matches.  The  hon. 
Member  had,  however,  discontinued  the 
pursuit,  and  now  seemed  inclined  to 

'*  Compound  for  Bins  he  was  inclined  to, 
By  damning  those  he  had  no  mind  to." 

The  hon.  Member  condemned  pigeon- 
shooting,  but  practised  the  gentle  art  of 
fishing.  But  was  there  greater  cruelty 
in  the  one  than  in  the  other  ?  He  would 
suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow was  going  fishing,  and  sent  to  the 
garden  to  have  worms  dug  up.    After- 
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wards  he  visited  his  favourite  stream, 
and,  probably,  to  attract  his  victim,  he 
would  drown  a  handful  of  these  worms 
by  throwing  them  into  the  stream.  Hav- 
ing done  that,  he  would  proceed  to  impale 
upon  the  hook,  through  the  entire  length 
of  its  body,  one  of  these  wretched  inver- 
tebrate animals,  which  being  inverti- 
brate  would  not  be  included  in  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  If  successful,  some 
hungry  fish  swallowed  the  worm.  Now, 
the  degree  of  pleasure  the  hon.  Member 
would  derive  from  the  success  of  his 
efforts  would  be  in  direct  ratio  to  the 
anount  of  resistance  he  met  with  and  the 
amount  of  agony  inflicted  upon  the 
victim — that  was  to  say,  he  would  re- 
ceive more  pleasure  by  playing  the  fish 
for  half-an-hour  than  if  he  were  able  to 
land  it  at  once.  Now,  he  would  ask 
whether  there  was  a  greater  degpree  o£ 
cruely  in  pigeon-shooting,  when  it  was 
legitimately  practised,  than  there  was  in 
connection  with  fishing?  He  believed 
that  this  Bill  would  deal  a  blow  at  all 
field  sports.  He  remembered  'asking  a 
gentleman  once  whether  he  went  in  for 
riding  ?  And  his  answer  was — "  No,  I 
can't  bear  the  sight  of  ahorse.  He  bitos 
you  with  one  end,  kicks  you  with  the 
other,  and  makes  you  sore  with  his 
middle."  Was  it  to  that  that  English 
eentlemen  and  sportsmen  were  to  be  re- 
duced ?  They  all  retained  certain  traces 
of  their  barbarian  ancestry ;  they  could 
not  keep  it  out ;  it  would  return,  and  the 
instinctive  pursuit  would  assert  itself, 
whether  it  was  in  the  collection  of 
butterflies  or  the  hunting  of  small 
animals ;  and  he  thought  they  would 
do  well  to  regulate  it,  but  not  to  prevent 
it  altogether.  He  knew  there  were 
sickly  philanthropists  who  would  not  be 
content  until  the  youth  of  this  country 
proceeded  forth  only  on  the  bloodless 
bicycle,  and,  instead  of  training  race- 
horses, confined  their  attention  to  such 
innocent  amusements  as  the  cultivation 
of  cucumbers.  But  his  principal  objec- 
tion to  this  Bill  was  because  he  believed 
that  the  2nd  clause  would  affect  a 
good  many  more  sports  than  its  pro- 
moters intended.  He  had  no  idea  ^en 
he  put  his  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  with- 
draw that  clause.  If  that  were  so,  why 
was  it  ever  inserted  in  the  Bill  ?  If,  how- 
ever, that  clause  were  allowed  to  stand  as 
it  was,  then  stag-hunting  would  become 
an  illegal  pursuit.    The  hon.  Member 
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said  lie  would  not  be  sorry  if  tliat  were 
the  result ;  but  he  thought  that  was  a 
very  narrow  view  to  take  of  the  matter. 
The  relative  amount  of  cruelty  insepar- 
able from  stag-hunting  and  fox-hunting 
was  very  difficult  to  define,  and  hon. 
Members  might  rest  assured ;  if  they 
consented  to  any  Bill  that  abolished  the 
chase  of  such  animals,  the  day  was  not 
far  distant  when  all  field  sports  would  be 
put  an  end  to,  in  obedience  to  the  in- 
tolerant spirit  to  which  they  were  un- 
happily becoming  accustomed.  He  con- 
gratulated the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
in  haying  attracted  attention  to  the 
abuse  of  which  he  complained,  for  he 
believed  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
directing  the  attention  of  the  officers  of 
the  Society  for  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Animals  to  those  evils,  and  that  the 
existing  law  would  be  found  sufficient  to 
meet  the  circumstances  of  the  case  ;  but 
he  must  ask  the  House  to  hesitate  before 
it  accepted  hysterical  and  grandmotherly 
legislation,  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
discreditable  in  its  character.  He, 
therefore,  begged  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"although  the  Legislature  is  willing  and 
anxious  to  give  further  assistance  in  the  sup- 
pression of  Cruelty  to  Animals,  this  House  can- 
not approve  of  a  Bill  which  threatens  seriously 
to  interfere  with  recognised  and  legitimate 
sport," — (Sir  Serbert  Maxwell^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  made  a  very  amusing  speech 
of  a  somewhat  contradictory  nature.  He 
understood  him  to  say  that  he  would 
make  no  opposition  to  the  Bill  if  it  had 
been  confined  to  pigeon-shooting,  and 
he  used  a  rather  strong  expression  in 
condemnation  of  the  practice ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  that 
the  most  part  of  the  hon.  Baronet's 
Bpeech  was  in  vindication  of  the  sport, 
and  in  explanation  of  the  manner  in 
which  it  should  be  conducted.  He  made 
one  very  amusing  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson),  who  so  ably  brought  forward 
this  Motion,  by  asking  him  to  put  him- 
self in  the  position  of  a  blue-rock ;  but 


this  would  be  difficult,  for  the  position 
was  not  a  blue-rock  in  existence,  but  a 
blue-rock  before  it  was  bom.  It  was, 
however,  a  serious  matter  whether  they 
should  oppose  this  Bill,  and  prevent  what 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  cruel  and  dis- 
graceful sport,  and  being  thus  admitted  by 
public  opinion  generally,  a  demoralizing 
sport  to  all  those  who  took  part  in  it.  The 
hon.  Baronet  thought  the  officers  of  the 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Animals  ought  to  attend  all  pigeon- 
shooting  matches  and  put  a  stop  to  the 
cruelties  of  the  sport.  The  officers  of 
that  Society  did  attend  these  pigeon- 
shooting  matches,  and  did  their  very 
best  to  put  a  stop  to  the  cruelties  perpe- 
trated ;  but  they  could  not.  In  one  or 
two  cases,  by  extraordinary  g^od  for- 
tune, they  might  be  able  to  stop  it ;  but, 
generally  speaking,  they  found  them- 
I  selves  utterly  unable  to  do  so.  He  sup- 
posed he  should  be  considered  one  of 
the  fanatics  of  that  House.  His  hon. 
Friend  was  somewhat  in  the  position 
of  a  repentant  sinner,  and  held  a 
strong  view  in  favour  of  sport  gene- 
rally. That  was  the  view  generally  held 
by  men  who,  he  believed,  were  as 
humane — probably  more  humane— than 
himself  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster).  But  he 
happened  to  hold  a  different  view  with 
regard  to  it,  because  he  never  had  to  do 
with  killing  animals  for  sport.  In  fact, 
to  make  a  candid  confession,  he  never 
shot  a  fellow-creature  but  once,  and 
that  was  a  favourite  cat  whose  life  was 
a  misery  to  it.  But  if  he  were  as  strong 
a  sportsman  as  many  of  his  Friends,  he 
should  say  that  in  the  interests  of  legiti- 
mate sport  they  could  not  by  any  possi- 
bility do  anything  more  likely  to  pre- 
serve sport  in  the  country  than  to 
support  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow.  Whereas,  if  they  wished 
to  injure  sport,  and  increase  what  he 
thought  was  more  or  less  a  growing  pub- 
lic opinion  against  unnecessary  cruelty, 
even  for  the  purpose  of  amusement,  they 
could  not  do  better  than  oppose  the 
Bill.  Depend  upon  it,  it  woula  go  very 
much  against  the  sense  of  people  and 
their  feelings  to  find  that  English  sport, 
of  which  so  many  persons  were  proud, 
was  to  be  defended  by  legalizing  and 
continuing  this  shooting  of  doves  out  of 
a  trap.  They  must  remember  what  had 
happened  in  past  times.  There  was 
quite  as  much  to  be  said — in  fact,  more 
to  be  said—in  favour  of  cock-fighting. 
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The  hon.  Baronet  had  said  the  breeding 
of  pigeons  was  an  industry.  So  was  the 
rearing  of  cocks  in  the  old  days  of  cock- 
fighting.  He  thought  there  was  much 
more  to  be  said  in  favour  of  cock-fighting 
than  of  pigeon-shooting.  He  believed  the 
cock  did  enjoy  fighting,  and  he  did  not 
suppose  the  pigeon  particularly  enjoyed 
the  flight  it  took  from  the  trap.  The  Legis- 
lators of  a  former  time  found  that  such 
was  public  feeling  against  the  sport  of 
cock-fighting  that  it  had  to  be  given  up. 
He  strongly  advised  all  friends  of  sport 
now  to  do  the  same  with  regard  to 
pigeon-shooting.  He  did  not  think  any 
argument  could  be  adduced  in  support 
of  this  particular  sport.  There  was  no 
courage,  or  endurance,  or  outdoor  exer- 
cise required  in  connection  with  this 
sport.  The  hon.  Baronet  said  that  we  re- 
tained some  traces  of  the  barbarism  of  our 
ancestors.  If  he  meant  that  any  of  those 
qualities  which  had  enabled  English- 
men to  rule  the  world  were  culti- 
vated for  pigeon-shooting,  he  denied  that 
that  was  the  case.  To  take  enjoyment 
in  killing  or  attempting  to  kill  perfectly 
helpless  animals  could  not,  in  his  opi- 
nion, tend  to  the  keeping  up  of  any  of 
those  qualities  .by  which  we  had  made 
and  kept  our  position  in  the  world.  The 
remark  that  this  was  an  unmanly  sport 
had  been  cheered  on  both  sides  of  the 
House.  If  possible,  there  was  an  ad- 
jective that  still  better  applied  to  it — 
that  it  was  unwomanly.  He  could  con- 
ceive few  things  more  revolting  than 
seeing  a  pigeon  match  conducted  under 
the  auspices  of  gentlemen  of  position, 
with  ladies  of  beauty  and  rank  looking 
on  with  approval.  The  Boyal  Buck- 
hounds  had  been  referred  to.  He 
thought  there  was  a  very  great  deal  to 
be  said  against  the  practice  of  keeping 
deer  for  the  purpose  of  subjecting  them 
to  torture  from  time  to  time  ;  but  he  ad- 
vised his  hon.  Friend  who  introduced 
the  Bill  to  get  what  he  could,  and  if  he 
found  that  he  could  secure  the  Bill  by 
dropping  out  the  2nd  clause,  relating 
to  stag-hunting,  he  would  recommend 
him  to  do  so.  In  conclusion,  might  he 
be  allowed  to  make  a  suggestion  to 
sportsmen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  ? 
If  they  should  start  a  movement,  with 
the  object  of  giving  prizes  for  showing 
how  the  amusement  of  sport  could 
be  obtained  with  the  least  torture  to 
animals,  it  very  likely  would  result  in 
changes  in  a  great  many  sports.    What 
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they  had  now  to  do  with  was  this  par- 
ticular sport.  Its  object  was  gambling, 
and  its  result  was  gambling.  There 
was  not  one  of  the  qualities  for  which 
sport  was  held  up  to  admiration  to  be 
found  in  it,  except  merely  the  technical 
and  mechanical  act  of  shooting  in  a  par- 
ticular way.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  country  would  by  a  very  large, 
almost  an  overwhelming,  expression  of 
opinion,  support  a  law  similar  to  what 
his  hon.  Friend  had  introduced  ;  and  if 
the  Bill  were  rejected  in  consequence  of 
the  resistance  of  sportsmen,  he  thought 
that  sport  would  not  gain  thereby. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  he  was  anxious  to 
intervene  early  in  the  debate  lest  the  sports 
which  he  favoured  should  oome  in  for 
condemnation ;  but  up  to  that  time  he 
was  happy  to  say  that  no  sport  had 
been  abused  for  which  he  had  the 
slightest  liking.  He  remembered  hav- 
ing once  shot  a  pigeon  freed  from  a 
trap,  and  ever  since  he  had  felt  ashamed 
that  he  should  have  done  such  a  thing. 
He  was  very  much  inclined  to  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  as  to  the  desirability  of 
living  without  giving  pain  to  dumb 
animals ;  but  he  feared  that  condition 
of  things  would  never  oome  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  world.  At  the  same 
time,  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  consider  that  it  was  not  in 
those  countries  where  there  was  the 
least  sport  that  there  was  the  least 
cruelty  to  animals.  The  subject  before 
them  was  a  very  difficult  one,  and  there 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  considerable 
confusion  of  mind  amongst  those  who 
discussed  it,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House.  It  was  said  by  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill  that  the  practice  which  they 
desired  to  abolish  inflicted  a  great  deid 
of  pain  upon  dumb  animals.  That 
was  an  arpment  which  might  be  used 
against  all  kinds  of  sport.  One  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  thmk  that  the  old 
modes  of  pigeon-shooting  were  less 
cruel  than  the  present  system  because 
in  former  times  more  birds  escaped.  To 
that  hon.  Member  he  would  point  out 
that  many  birds  must  have  escaped  in 
a  wounded  condition  and  suffered  greater 
pain  than  they  would  have  suffered  had 
they  been  despatched  at  once.  Now, 
as  far  as  cruelty  was  concerned,  he 
thought  the  very  strongest  ar;gument 
he  had  heard  in  favour  of  shooting 
tame  birds  was  that  so  few  of  them 
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escaped.  If  they  were  liit  at  all  they 
were  killed,  and  the  sportsman  was 
spared  the  pain  of  thinking,  as  he  had 
often  done  after  a  good  day's  shooting, 
of  how  many  birds  he  had  wounded, 
but  which  had  escaped.  If  pigeon  shoot- 
ing was  demoralizing,  let  them  put  it 
down ;  but  let  them  understand  distinctly 
the  ground  upon  which  they  did  so. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  had  had  the  courage  to 
show  that  cock-fighting  was  not  nearly 
so  cruel  as  many  of  the  sports  engaged 
in  by  half  the  Members  of  that  House. 
It  was  said  that  the  sport  to  which  their 
attention  was  particularly  directed  led 
to  gambling ;  but  so  did  nearly  all  other 
sports.  The  objection,  therefore,  did 
not  apply  exclusively  to  the  sport  in 
question.  And,  for  his  part,  he  could 
not  see  why  they  singled  out  one  sport 
on  that  ground,  unless  they  were  pre- 
pared to  put  down  all  sport  to  which  that 
objection  applied.  It  had  also  been  said 
that  this  sport  was  a  rich  man's  pastime. 
He  had  been  very  much  surprised  to 
hear  that  statement,  for  it  was  admitted 
that  the  matches  were  mostly  arranged 
in  low  public-houses.  Did  rich  men  go 
to  low  public-houses?  He  did  not  know. 
They  might  do  so.  He  asked  for  in- 
formation. With  the  very  best  mo- 
tives the  Legislature  had,  for  many 
years  past,  been  putting  down  one  after 
another  tJio  sports  of  the  poor  man 
— while  they  had  never  touched  the 
sports  of  the  rich.  Was  there  any 
greater  cruelty  in  pursuing  a  rabbit 
with  a  terrier,  than  in  hare-hunting  or 
fox-hunting  ?  He  did  not  like  to  hear 
hon.  Members  talk  about  the  cruelty 
of  poor  men's  sports,  when  they  must 
know  that  the  kinds  of  sport  in  which 
they  themselves  indulged  were  just  as 
cruel.  He  thought,  therefore,  the  House 
would  be  making  a  great  mistake  if,  in 
its  honest  endeavour  to  minimize  the  in- 
f!  lotion  of  unnecessary  pain  on  animals, 
it  laid  itself  open  to  the  imputation  of 
striking  at  the  sports  for  which  its 
Members  had  no  liking,  and  forgetting 
altogether  the  sports  against  which  just 
as  much  might  be  said  on  the  ground 
of  cruelty. 

Db.  PAEQXJHARSON  said,  he 
thought  that  all  who  had  the  interests 
of  sport  at  heart  ought  to  be  very  grate- 
ful to  bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  for  having 
brought  this  Bill  before  the  House,  and 

VOL.  CCLXXVI.    [third  series.] 


for  having  cleared  an  institution  which 
they  regarded  as  English,  and  of  great 
value  to  the  country,  &>om  any  imputa- 
tion of  complicity  in  the  infliction  of  un- 
necessary cruelty.  The  hon.  Member, 
unlike  many  persons  who  took  up  what 
were  called  sentimental  arguments,  had 
not  begun  by  begging  the  whole  ques- 
tion, and  by  assuming  the  existence  of 
cruelties  which  had  not  been  proved  to 
exist.  He  had  brought  before  them, 
almost  with  painful  elaboration,  state- 
ments of  cruelties  which  were  un- 
doubtedly most  amply  founded  on  fact. 
Speaking  as  one  who  had  great  sym- 
pathy with  sport,  and  was  himself  a 
sportsman,  'he  (Dr.  Farquharson)  also 
wished  to  have  an  opportunity  of  saying 
a  word  for  his  own  profession.  Medical 
men  were  occasionally  spoken  of  by  cer- 
tain sections  of  the  community  as  being 
so  hardened  and  brutalized  by  their 
training  that  they  occasionally  sym- 
pathized with  cruelties ;  but  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say,  after  consultation  with 
some  of  the  most  distinguished  members 
of  the  profession,  that  they  were  in 
hearty  sympathy  with  this  Bill,  and 
would  give  it  all  the  support  in  their 
power.  He  thought  that  the  strong 
point  in  favour  of  the  Bill  as  regards 
pigeon- shooting  was  not  so  much  the 
cruelty  of  shooting  itself,  as  the  un- 
sportsmanlike character  of  the  practice, 
and  the  degrading  cruelties  by  which  it 
was  surrounded.  In  defending  any  sport, 
all  that  could  be  pleaded  in  justification 
was  that  the  cruelties  were  counter- 
balanced by  great  advantages  and  bene- 
fits to  the  community ;  but  whenever  the 
cruelties  of  these  sports  got  too  apparent, 
and  whenever  they  became  surrounded 
by  heartless  abuse,  and  the  sentiment 
of  sport  became  overborne  by  the  mere 
pleasure  of  killing,  then  they  should 
very  likely  have  to  deplore  an  agitation 
got  up  in  the  community  to  endeavour 
to  sweep  away  sport  altogether.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  real  danger  to 
sport  in  this  country  was  from  the  al- 
tered agricultural  state  of  the  country. 
Farmers  were  no  longer  able  to  take 
part  in  the  sport,  and  hunting  was  no 
longer  confined  to  the  country  gentle- 
men. Special  trains  brought  down  large 
parties  of  men  from  London,  who 
trampled  down  and  destroyed  crops,  and 
who  very  often  paid  nothing  to  the  hunt, 
and  the  people  whose  lands  they  des- 
troyed obtained  nothing  except  damage. 
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He  thouglit  their  only  liope  for  sport  in 
the  future  was  that  they  must  cultivate 
sympathetio  relations  with  the  farmers, 
show  them  the  sport  was  in  no  degree  to 
injure  their  property,  and  enable  them 
from  time  to  time  to  share  the  sporty  and 
then  sport  would  be  made  on  a  firm 
basis,  undisturbed  by  legislation.  They 
had  heard  from  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
had  opposed  the  Bill  several  arguments 
against  it.  They  had  been  told  that 
Lord  Westbury  and  other  noble  sports- 
men went  to  Hurlingham  and  elsewhere, 
but  heard  nothing  of  these  things.  He 
did  not  think  that  this  argument  could 
hold  water  for  a  moment.  It  was  not  at 
Hurlingham  that  these  things  took  place, 
but  at  the  low  public-houses  which  were 
frequented  by  the  lower  classes,  at  which 
these  cruelties  were  only  too  frequent. 
They  had  been  asked,  where  was  this 
kind  of  legislation  to  stop  ?  He  said  no 
doubt  if  they  went  back  to  the  discus- 
sions when  this  Cruelty  to  Animals  Bill 
was  introduced  30  years  ago,  they  would 
have  lieard  the  same  arguments  made 
use  of  with  regard  to  badger-drawing, 
bull-baiting,  and  cock-fighting,  which, 
they  were  told,  were  all  English  sports, 
and  were  necessary  to  keep  up  the  pride 
and  prestige  of  the  country.  Then  they 
were  told  that  the  ordinary  law  was  suf- 
ficient to  stop  these  evils.  The  hon. 
Baronet  answered  that  argument  him- 
self when  he  told  the  House  that  under 
the  ordinary  law  in  the  past  year  only 
four  convictions  took  place,  and  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  brought  for- 
ward a  great  many  instances  of  gross 
cruelty,  it  would  appear  that  the  ordi- 
nary law  was  not  sufficient.  The  hon. 
Baronet  said  they  did  not  prevent  other 
cruelties,  and  why  should  they  prevent 
this?  The  old  argument  was  a  very 
good  one,  that  two  blacks  did  not  make 
a  white.  They  must  begin  somewhere, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  not  stop  until 
they  had  swept  away  all  unnecessary 
cruelty.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  rather 
to  deplore  the  cruel  instincts  of  man- 
kind, but  these  must  be  repressed  when 
they  spring  up.  They  were  told  that 
sports  of  poor  men  were  not  to  be  touched 
^y  legislation.  Unfortunately  the  sports 
of  the  poor  man  were  too  often  cruel.  The 
upper  classes  conducted  their  sports  with 
a  minimum  of  cruelty,  because  they  had 
been  educated  up  to  the  point ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, in  the  lower  classes  the 
otuelty  still  remained,  and  it  must  be 
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repressed.  Those  who  objected  to  sport 
which  involved  cruelty  might  be  called 
sickly  fanatics,  but  they  must  be  content 
to  hear  that ;  and  he,  for  one,  had  much 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  Bill. 

Mr.  C.  EOSS  said,  that,  although  he 
had  been  a  Member  of  that  House  for 
two  years,  this  was  the  first  occasion  on 
which  he  had  ventured  to  address  it, 
and  he  did  so  now  in  defence  of  the 
defenceless.  His  main  object  in  rising 
was,  as  a  member  of  the  Society  for  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals,  and 
one  of  its  Council,  to  tender  the  most 
cordial  thanks  of  that  Society  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) 
for  having  brought  this  measure  for- 
ward. The  object  of  that  Society  was 
not  to  put  down  sport,  but  deliberate 
and  cold-blooded  cruelty.  Pigeon-shoot- 
ing did  not  come  within  the  category  of 
real  sport.  Though  a  member  of  the 
Society  to  which  he  had  referred,  he  was 
as  fond  of  sport  as  any  Member  of  the 
House,  and  loved  fishing  and  shooting. 
There  was  a  certain  element  of  uncer- 
tainty connected  with  real  sport  that 
made  an  enormous  difference  to  his  mind 
between  it  and  such  practices  as  that  of 
pigeon-shooting.  One  might  tramp  a 
moor  for  hours  without  getting  a  shot, 
or  draw  cover  all  day  long,  and  get  a 
few  tumbles  and  have  a  blank  day ;  and 
there  was,  therefore,  about  real  sport  an 
uncertainty  that  added  a  dignity  to  it, 
and  which  deprived  it  of  all  resemblance 
to  the  cold-blooded  and  deliberate  inten- 
tion to  slaughter  a  bird  out  of  a  cage. 
The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 
had  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
to  join  with  him  in  imagining  what  he 
would  think  of  pigeon -shooting  if  he 
were  a  blue  rock.  Now,  both  Gentle- 
men were  countrymen  of  his  own,  for  he 
was  half  a  Scotchman  himself,  though 
representing  an  English  constituency; 
and  as  Scotchmen  had  never  been  dis- 
tinguished for  any  great  amount  of  ima- 
ginative power,  he  could  not  regard  the 
question  from  that  point  of  view,  and 
should  be  content  to  regard  it  from  the 
point  of  view  of  a  man.  As  a  man,  he 
thought  pigeon- shooting  ought  to  be 
condemned  by  law  as  an  unmanly  and 
brutal  pastime.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  having  borne  with  him,  and  he 
thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  having 
brought  forward  this  Bill,  which  he 
trusted,  in  the  interests  of  manly  sport 
as  well  as  of  poor  dumb,  defenceless 
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creatures,  would  find  a  place  upon  the 
Statute  Book. 

Mr.  monk  said,  they  had  heard  a 
great  deal  about  real  sport;  but  he 
would  like  to  ask  them  what  was  ''  real 
sport?"  Pigeon- shooting  was  said  to 
be  no  sport  at  all,  and  probably  to  those 
who  never  shot  it  was  no  sport  at  all ; 
but,  although  it  certainly  was  not  the 
highest  kind  of  sport,  he  believed  it 
afforded  sport  to  a  c^reat  number  of  their 
fellow-subjects.  No  doubt  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  sport  in  walking  over  a 
moor ;  but  if  they  were  to  define  what 
sport  was,  he  thought  they  would  have 
some  difficulty  in  coming  to  a  satisfac- 
tory decision ;  certainly,  if  they  were  to 
take  for  granted  all  that  they  had  heard 
^m  those  who  had  introduced  this  Bill. 
When  150  or  200  pheasants  rose  and 
wore  covered  by  six  or  seven  guns, 
which  killed  or  wounded  almost  every 
one  of  them,  he  should  like  to  ask  his 
hon.  Friend  whether  that  was  sport. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had 
laboured  to  bring  an  accusation  against 
Hurlingham,  and  had  read  a  long  letter 
from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  North  Biding  of  Yorkshire  (Sir 
Frederick  Milbank)  as  to  what  took 
place  there.  Many  years  ago  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  himself  were  members  of 
the  Hurlingham  Club,  they  had  shot 
pigeons  together  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons shot  against  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  there  was  no  more  distinguished 
shot  than  the  hon.  Baronet.  On  a  certain 
occasion  the  hon.  Baronet  said  that  he 
noticed  something  unfair  going  on — that 
blue  rocksy  which  were  fast  birds,  were 
taken  out  at  one  time  and  slow  birds  at 
another;  but  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
say  what  took  place  in  consequence.  He 
had  no  doubt  the  trapper  was  dismissed. 
His  hon.  Friend  must  be  aware  that  the 
manager  of  Hurlingham  was  a  gentle- 
man of  high  birth  and  connections,  and 
was  probably  known  to  a  majority  of 
the  Members  now  in  the  House.  When- 
ever there  was  pigeon-shooting  at  Hur- 
lingham the  manager  was  almost  in- 
variably present,  and  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  none  of  the  cruelties 
which  he  had  heard  mentioned  with 
horror  and  indignation  had  ever  taken 
place  there.  He  quite  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  animals  deserved  full 
protection  from  cruelty;  but,  if  that 
was  the  object  of  the  Bill,  did  his  hon. 
Friend  Uiink  it  went  far  enough ;  and 


did  he,  for  instance,  not  wish  to  suppress 
such  cruel  practices  as  the  crimping  of 
salmon  and  cod,  and  the  boiling  of  live 
lobsters  ?  Whatever  was  done  ought,  at 
least,  to  be  done  sincerely ;  and  if  be- 
cause the  House  had  heard  of  certain 
cruelties  at  low  public-houses,  do  not  let 
them  put  down  that  which  was  certainly 
as  genuine  a  sport  as  shooting  tame 
pheasants,  brought  up  by  hand,  at  a 
"hot  corner."  Again,  did  his  hon. 
Friend  intend  to  persevere  with  the 
2nd  clause  of  the  ^ill,  which  related 
to  tame  stag-hunting?  He  had  once 
been  in  a  stag  hunt ;  but,  after  the 
pitiful  sight  of  the  poor,  hunted  tame 
deer,  with  the  hounds  hanging  on  to  its 
flanks,  he  had  never  taken  part  in  an- 
other. Was  the  hon.  Member  further 
aware  that  in  Norfolk  and  Suffolk  hares 
were  caught  in  nets  and  put  in  confine- 
ment and  sent  to  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
try for  the  purpose  of  being  coursed, 
and  did  he  mean  to  put  down  such  sport 
as  that?  If  this  Bill  was  to  pass  it 
should  be  extended  so  as  to  apply  to 
netted  hares  and  bagged  rabbits.  He 
had  given  up  pigeon-shooting  for  many 
years,  but  he  was  not  at  all  ashamed 
that  he  had  shot  pigeons.  Certainly  he 
had  never  seen,  nor  would  he  have 
tolerated,  any  cruelty  with  respect  to 
the  sport  in  which  he  had  engaged. 
There  were  probably  many  anomalies 
and  inconsistencies  in  the  attitude  of  the 
law  to  sport  and  animals  in  general,  but 
he  would  not  now  discuss  them ;  his 
only  object  had  been  to  vindicate  Hur- 
lingham from  the  charge  of  cruelty. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  entirely  con- 
curred with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  who  introduced  the  Bill ;  and, 
for  his  part,  he  should  certainly  support 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading.  He 
was  only  sorry  that  the  Bill  had  not 
taken  a  more  exhaustive  scope,  and  that 
it  did  not  prohibit  fox-hunting  and  hare- 
coursing,  ['*  Oh,  oh !  "]  Those  were 
his  opinions,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
why  he  held  them.  The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  had  asked  where 
were  they  to  stop  if  they  admitted  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  and  what  was  the 
difference  between  shooting  pigeons  and 
pheasants  ?  That  was  a  very  simple 
question,  and  easily  answered.  We  were 
justified  in  killing  animals  for  the  pur- 
poses of  food,  and  we  were  justified  in 
killing  all  animals  that  were  vermin 
and  annoyed  us.    But  in  both  cases  wo 
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"were  absolutely  bound  by  the  laws  of 
God  to  do  the  killing  in  the  most  rapid 
and  instantaneous  manner.  It  was  a 
most  cruel  and  brutal  proceeding,  ut- 
terly inexcusable  from  his  point  of  view, 
to  prolong  the  sufferings  of  any  animal 
merely  for  sport.  He  could  not  imagine 
anything  more  brutal,  more  sinful,  or  de- 
moralizing than  the  practice  of  hunting 
bagged  foxes  and  hares.  In  the  case 
of  the  fox  the  animal,  it  was  true,  was 
yermin,  and  ate  our  chickens,  and 
ought  to  be  destroyed;  and  as  to  the 
hare,  he  should  be  killed  in  order 
that  we  might  eat  him.  But  the  kill- 
ing in  both  cases  should  be  as  ex- 
peditious as  possible.  [Colonel  Kiko- 
Harmast  :  What  about  salmon  crimp- 
ing ?]  He  would  ask  the  hon.  Member 
where,  on  any  occasion,  he  ever  pro- 
longed the  pain  of  the  salmon  beyond 
the  time  necessary  for  catching  it  ?  As 
to  pigeon-shooting,  it  was  condemned 
by  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  and  he  (Mr.  Blake) 
supported  the  Bill  in  this  respect.  He 
would  reply  to  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  by  saying  that  he 
killed  pheasants  in  order  to  eat  them ; 
but  if  they  could  be  killed  more  rapidly 
by  cutting  their  throats,  by  all  means 
let  us  do  it.  Pheasants  might  be  killed 
to  be  eaten,  but  their  sufferings  ought 
not  to  be  prolonged  for  sport  only.  The 
hon.  Baronet  might  just  as  well  con- 
tend that  we  were  not  justified  in  killing 
chickens  and  ducks  for  food.  He  en- 
tirely disagreed  with  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Percy)  that  it  was  justifiable 
to  set  a  dog  after  a  rabbit,  and  hunt 
it  for  amusement,  or  that  anybody 
was  justified,  for  the  purpose  of  sport, 
in  torturing  for  one  single  instant  any 
of  God's  creatures.  In  the  presence  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Lalor),  who  was  an  active 
member  of  the  Land  League,  he  said 
there  was  nothing  he  more  thoroughly 
sympathized  with  in  the  Land  League — 
although  its  object  was  not  the  same  as 
his  own — than  in  its  endeavour  to  prevent 
fox-hunting  in  Ireland.  He  thought 
their  funds  could  not  have  been  spent 
in  a  more  justifiable  way,  and  he  con- 
gratulated them  on  the  partial  success 
of  their  efforts.  No  matter  how  popular 
fox-hunting  was,  both  inside  and  outside 
the  House,  as  practised  in  Ireland,  it 
was  a  most  monstrously  brutalizing,  cruel, 
and  sinful  sport.  What  could  be  more  un- 
fortunate than  to  see  the  hon.  Member 
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beside  him  (Colonel  King-Harman) — 
with  whom  he  differed  in  politics,  but, 
in  common  with  most  of  his  countrymen, 
whose  personal  qualities  he  admired  aa 
well  as  his  personal  appearance — what 
could  be  more  unfortunate  than  to  see 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Dublin, 
mounted  on  a  horse,  and  with  his  pack  of 
hounds  pursuing  an  unfortunate  animal 
from  sunny  mom  to  dewy  eve  ?  Surely, 
if  anything  could  demoralize  such  a 
noble  specimen  of  humanity,  it  was  that 
sport.  The  practice  in  France  when  they 
went  out  to  hunt  a  fox  was  to  take  a 
gun  on  the  saddle,  and  shoot  him  at  the 
first  opportunity.  That  was  the  right 
thing  to  do.  He  remembered  reading 
of  an  ardent  French  sportsman  who  was 
brought  to  an  English  hunt  by  an 
equally  keen  English  sportsman.  The 
former  went  and  provided  himself  with 
a  gun.  A  fox  was  started,  and  the  re- 
port of  a  gun  was  heard.  The  visitor 
turned  to  his  host  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible elation,  and  scdd — '*Do  you  know 
what  I  have  done  ?  I  have  shot  the 
fox."  There  was  a  great  hubbub  in  the 
hunt,  and  the  gentleman  was  requested 
not  to  come  out  any  more.  On  one  oc- 
casion, and  on  one  occasion  only,  he 
had  been  out  to  a  fox-hunt  himself. 
{^Laughter,']  Yes;  he  had.  He  went  out 
with  the  Kilkenny  hounds,  and  he  went 
for  the  purpose  of  seeing  if  he  could  be 
of  any  use  to  the  fox.  The  master  was 
the  great  Sir  John  Power.  The  horse 
went  much  faster  than  he  had  antici- 
pated, and  soon,  to  his  very  great  horror, 
he  found  himself  leading  the  hunt.  He 
knew  where  the  fox  was,  and  he  was 
asked  the  question,  and  he  was  soriy  to 
say  that,  in  the  interest  of  humanity, 
he  was  guilty  of  a  little  fiction,  for 
he  sent  the  hunt  the  wrong  way.  After- 
wards the  master  of  the  hunt  came  up 
and  said — "  Do  you  know  you  sent  the 
hunt  the  wrong  way ;  you  pointed  in  one 
direction,  and  the  fox  went  in  another." 
His  reply  was — **  That  is  quite  true,  but 
it  is  consistent  with  my  principles ;  "  but 
the  master  of  the  hunt  rejoined — **  You 
may  keep  your  principles,  but  you  must 
keep  away  from  the  hunt  in  future,"  and 
accordingly  he  did  so.  As  these  were 
his  principles,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
excuse  him  for  having  expressed  them 
so  strongly. 

CoLOKEL  KING-HASMAN  said,  he 
thought  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  proved  con- 
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clusively  the  necessity  for  opposing  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Olasgow  stated,  indeed,  that 
if  the  Bill  were  allowed  to  pass  the  second 
reading,  he  would,  if  such  a  course  were 
in  accordance  with  the  feeling  of  the 
House,  modify  or  withdraw  the  second 
clause.    But  the  hon.  Oentleman  was 
met  with  cries  of  "  No,  no !  "  from  both 
Bides  of  the  House,  and  the  last  speaker 
said  he  would  not  be  allowed  to  with- 
draw it.     He  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  amusing  and  interesting 
speech  further  than  to  say  that  the  hon. 
Member,  in  referring  to  him,  did  certainly 
touch  upon  a  barbarous  case  of  cruelty 
to  animals  when  he  said  that  he  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  had  followed  the  chase 
on  one  horse  '*  from  sunny  morn  to  dewy 
eve."    If,  in  point  of  fact,  18  stone  had 
been  carried  over  Dublin  County  '*  from 
sunny  mom  to  dewy  eve  "  on  the  back 
of  one  unfortunate  hunter,  that  would 
indeed  have  been  an  instance  of  cruelty 
to  an  animal.     He  was  asked  whether 
he  had  ever  unduly  prolonged  the  agony 
of  a  fish.     His  reply  was,   ''Certainly 
not,"  as  he  had  always  brought  the  fish 
to  bank  as  soon  as  possible.    He  would, 
however,   remind  the  House  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  was  for 
some  time  a  Commissioner  of  Inland 
Fisheries,  and  that  as  such  it  was  his 
duty  to  see  that  the  laws  were  duly  re- 
spected which  allowed  salmon  to  get 
up  from  the  lower  waters,  where  they 
might  have  been  taken  almost  painlessly 
with  a  net,  to  the  upper  waters,  where 
they  were  killed,  after  a  long  struggle, 
with  a  rod  and  line,  and  after  enduring 
half  an  hour's  agony.     He  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member  how  it  happened  that, 
although  he  deprecated  cruelty  to  some 
kinds  of  animals,  he  never,  in  his  capa- 
citjr  as  a  Fisheries  Commissioner,  said 
any  thing  about  crimping  the  unfortunate 
salmon  and  the  harmless  cod?  He  agreed 
with  the  first  portion  of  the  Bill,  and  if 
it  applied  solely  to  pigeon-shooting  the 
hon.  Member  for  Olasgow  would  find  him 
among  his  supporters.     He  had  himself 
been  a  pigeon-shooter,  but  he  gave  up 
that  amusement  a  long  time  ago,  because 
he  thought  it  was  unsportsmanlike  and 
unnecessarily  cruel.    He  was  not  now 
speaking  of  the  barbarities  in  pigeon- 
shootingthat  were  practised  in  some  parts 
of  the  country  and  the  suburbs  of  Lon- 
don, for  nothingcould  be  said  in  extenua- 
tion of  those  horrible  practices.    Pigeon 


shooting,  even  when  practised  as  it  was 
now  at  Hurlingham,  and  as  it  used  to 
be  at  the  Gun  Club,  was  not  a  manly 
pursuit,  and  it  was  one  that  was  de- 
cidedly cruel.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  spoke  of  this  pursuit  as  having 
fallen  into   disrepute    because    of   the 

Gambling  with  which  it  was  associated, 
n  former  days  he  had  attended  a  great 
many  pigeon-shooting  matches,  and  he 
found   that    the    betting    was    always 
for  ready  money.     He  was  surprised 
that    this    practice    of    ready  -  money 
betting  was  not  put  down  by  the  ofii- 
cials  of  the  law,  who  would  not  allow 
it  on  racecourses.    In  his   opinion,  if 
ready-money  betting  were  put  down  at 
pigeon-shooting  matches,  there  would  be 
very  little  pigeon-shooting.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  quoted  a  state- 
ment made  by  an   author    not  much 
known  to  fame,  to  the  effect  that  a  muti- 
lated hare  was  pursued  by  Eton  boys, 
with  beagles  or  narriers.     He  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  spoke  in  the  presence  of 
many  Etonians  and  of  many  others  who 
knew  what  Eton  boys  were,  and  he  fear- 
lessly asserted  he  did  not  believe  that 
in  the  history  of  Eton  College  such  a 
base    act  of  barbarity  was  ever  com- 
mitted.   The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
said  that  the  object  of  the  2nd  clause 
of  his  Bill  was  to  secure  the  better  treat- 
ment of  animals  in  menageries.    Per- 
haps the  tender  heart  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  so  touched  by  the  departure  of 
Jumbo  from  our  shores,  and  the  piteous 
sorrow  of  the  mourning  Alice  left  in  the 
Zoological  Gardens,  that  he  had  brought 
in  this  Bill  to  provide  that  the  keepers 
should  not  longer  be  permitted  to  inter- 
fere with  the  tender  affections  of  the 
animals  committed  to  their  care.    He 
presumed  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
had  been  to  Hengler's  Circus,  and  had 
seen  the  wild  boar  of  the  forest  com- 
pelled, at  the  bidding  of  his  keeper,  to 
pick  up  the  letters  A,  B,  B,  A,  and  so 
on.    It  was  necessary  to  prevent  such 
tortures  as  must  have  been  inflicted  in 
order  to  teach  that  noble  but  unsagadous 
animal  to  go  through  such  a  perform- 
ance.   If  the  Bill  had  been  confined  to 
the  cases  of    hares    caught   in  boxes 
and  let  out,  or  to  the  hunting  of  tame 
rabbits,  he  could  have  supported  it  just 
as  he  would  that  part  of  it  referring  to 
pigeon-shooting;  but  this  2ndolause  was 
artfully  drawn  up,  and  might  be  twisted 
by  zealous  humanitarians  into  fdmost 
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any  shape,  and  be  made  to  cover  almost 
every  description  of  sport  enjoyed  in  the 
British  Isles.  So  far  as  the  question  of 
shooting  pheasants  was  concerned,  he 
read  a  story,  which  he  did  not  believe 
to  be  true,  that  some  years  ago,  at  a 
large  shooting  party,  when  the  birds 
were  laid  out,  one  of  the  visitors  noticed 
that  the  cock  pheasants  all  had  their 
tails  broken.  On  inquiry,  it  appeared 
that  some  of  the  birds  had  been  put 
under  flower-pots,  and,  in  order  that  the 
rise  should  be  gradual,  the  keepers  went 
along  and  took  off  the  pots  one  by  one. 
It  might,  perhaps,  seem  odd  for  an 
Irishman  to  object  to  setting  birds  ont 
of  traps,  for  Irish  landlords  were  gene- 
rally shot  at  from  a  trap,  and  there  was 
not  even  a  close  season  for  them.  He 
could  well  understand  that,  in  the  dis- 
tricts where  fox-hunting  and  hare-hunt- 
ing abounded,  the  stag-hunt  seemed  an 
ignoble  pursuit ;  but  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  large  cities,  and  in  certain  parts 
of  the  country  where  there  were  no 
fox  covers,  it  was  the  only  way  in 
which  gentlemen,  and  especially  busi- 
ness gentlemen,  whose  hours  of  relaxa- 
tion were  small,  could  get  sport  and 
exercise.  What  would  be  thought  by 
numbers  of  City  men  if  they  were  de- 
barred from  running  with  Her  Majesty's 
Staghounds  once  or  twice  a  week  ?  Could 
it  be  said  to  be  a  cruel  sport  when  it 
was  practised  by  the  Queen's  Buck- 
hounds,  and  presided  over  by  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Buckhounds  ?  The  Ward 
Union  Staghounds  in  Dublin  afforded 
the  present  Lord  Lieutenant  almost  the 
only  sport  he  had  during  his  brief 
periods  of  relaxation.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  this  Bill  was  the  outcome  of  the 
meddling  and  humanitarian  legislation 
which  had  been  pressed  upon  the  House 
from  time  to  time.  A  certain  amount 
of  pain  would  be  inflicted  and  blood 
would  be  shed  so  long  as  the  instinct 
of  sport  was  allowed  to  prevail  in  the 
human  mind,  and  so  long  as  we  were 
allowed  to  live,  like  our  forefathers,  on 
wholesome  beef  and  mutton,  fowl,  game, 
and  other  products  of  nature.  He  looked 
upon  this  Bill  as  one  that  should  be 
thrown  out,  not  as  regarded  pigeon- 
shooting,  but  on  its  merits  as  a  whole. 
It  ought  to  be  thrown  out  as  a  meddling 
attempt  to  interfere  with  legitimate  and 
honourable  sport,  and  as  a  precursor  of 
legislation  under  which  fishermen  would 
be  imprisoned,  butehers  would  be  hung, 
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and  we  should  all  be  ridden  over  by 
rampant  vegetarians,  and  there  would 
be  in  our  markets  ''neither  fish,  flesh, 
fowl,  nor  good  red  herring." 

Mr.  E.  T.  EEID  said,  he  must  deny 
that  this  Bill  attacked  fair  and  honest 
sport.  If  any  gentleman  cared  for  legi- 
timate fox-hunting  or  shooting,  or  any 
kind  of  sport  which  involved  the  chase 
or  destruction  of  wild  animals,  he  would 
not  be  interfered  with  in  the  smallest 
degree  by  this  Bill.  In  his  opinion,  that 
which  was  not  confined  to  the  chase  and 
destruction  of  animals  in  a  state  of 
nature  was  not  genuine  sport  of  which 
any  true  sportsman  could  approve.  This 
Bill  would  afford  relief  in  a  great  many 
cases  in  which  it  was  desirable  that 
relief  should  be  afforded.  There  was 
often  practised  towards  animals  kept  in 
menageries  great  cruelty,  which  would 
excite  just  indignation  in  the  minds  of 
those  who  knew  of  it;  and  a  .Bill  of 
this  description  was  necessary  to  pro- 
tect those  animals  from  such  treatment. 
Pigeon-shooting  was  another  case  to 
which  the  measure  ought  to  apply,  that 
not  being  an  instance  of  legitimate 
sport.  The  real  question  was  not  one 
as  to  bagged  foxes  or  carted  stegs.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  was  prepared, 
if  the  House  desired  it,  to  alter  and 
modify  the  Bill,  so  as  to  prevent  it  from 
applying  to  cases  of  that  kind.  For 
himself,  he  regretted  that  it  should  be 
necessary  to  make  any  such  amendment 
as  that ;  but  he  earnestly  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  reject  a  Bill  which 
would  unquestionably  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  cruelty,  which  he  was  sure 
they  would  all  deprecate.  He  believed 
that,  sooner  or  later,  more  of  these  Bills 
would  be  brought  forward,  and  more  sup- 
port would  be  given  to  them  in  future, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  putting  down 
genuine  sport,  but  in  order  to  suppress 
cruelties  by  which  some  so-called  sports 
were  accompanied. 

Mr.  ECEOYD  said,  he  felt  obHged  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  for  intro- 
ducing the  subject.  He  thought  it  was 
impossible  to  draw  a  clear  logical  dis- 
tinction between  different  kinds  of  sport 
on  the  ground  of  the  entire  absence  or 
presence  of  cruelty.  He  would  not  go  the 
length — as  some  estimable  people  did — 
of  condemning  all  sports  on  the  ground  of 
the  cruelty  inevitably  connected  with 
them ;  but  he  was  afraid  that,  so  long  aa 
man  ej^ercised  his  supremacy  over  tk^ 
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lower  animals,  and  used  them  as  food, 
there  would  always  be  a  certain  amount 
of  cruelty  in  his  dealings  with  thelu.  But 
there  was  a  broad  distinction  between 
genuine  manly  sport  and  that  abuse  of 
sport  which  was  now  exciting  a  feel- 
ing of  reprobation  in  the  country;  and 
he  would  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow,  among  other 
reasons,  from  an  interest  in  the  preser- 
vation of  true  and  reasonable  sport. 
The  old-fashioned,  manly  sport  which 
had  been  practised  for  generations  by 
English  gentlemen,  and  which  brought 
them  the  enjoyment  of  fresh  air  and 
genial,  pleasant  society,  while  it 
strengthened  them  physically  and  en^ 
couraged  them  in  good  fellowship,  was 
far  too  valuable  ever  to  be  willingly 
sacrificed  by  the  English  people.  At 
the  same  time,  he  looked  back  with  re- 
gret on  the  days  when  our  sportsmen 
were  more  content  to  seek  their  sport 
in  the  fair  pursuit  of  wild  animals  than 
they  appeared  to  be  now ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  desire  manifested  in 
recent  times  to  concentrate  a  large 
amount  of  slaughter  in  a  small  space 
and  a  short  time  was  to  be  reprobated. 
If  it  were  persisted  in,  it  would  give  rise 
to  so  widespread  a  feeling  of  disgust 
that  even  the  most  legitimate  sport 
might  be  brought  into  g^eat  danger. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  might  find  favour 
with  the  House,  and  that  would  be  satis- 
fied with  carrying  that  part  of  his  Bill 
which  was  likely  to  obtain  practical  sup- 
port. At  the  same  time,  he  trusted  the 
result  of  the  discussion  might  be  the 
preservation  of  English  sport  from  those 
excesses  which  threatened  to  bring  it 
into  general  disrepute,  and  to  increase 
the  feeling  against  it  amongst  classes 
of  the  community  who  themselves  took 
no  part  in  it. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  he  thought  it 
was  about  time  the  House  should  know 
where  they  were.  After  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson),  they  were  under  the  im- 
pression that  he  would  withdraw  the 
part  of  his  Bill  which  was  objection- 
able to  all  true  sportsmen ;  but,  since 
the  amusing  address  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake),  things 
had  got  a  little  mixed.  He  should  like 
to  know  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
.Glasgow  whether  it  was  to  be  under- 
3tood  that  if  the  Bill  was  allowed  to 


pass  a  second  reading,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  undertake,  in  Committee,  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  3nd  clause? 
("Mr.  Monk:  No!]  The  hon.  Member 
for  Gloucester  said  '*  No ;"  but  if  the 
2nd  clause  was  to  be  omitted  he 
would  give  the  Bill  his  hearty  support ; 
but  if  they  were  asked  to  acknowledge 
the  principle  of  the  2nd  clause,  he, 
for  one,  could  not  consent  to  do  so. 
He  entirely  concurred  in  the  letter 
which  had  been  read  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  North  Biding  of  York- 
shire (Sir  Frederick  Milbank).  He 
thought,  however,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  had 
spoiled  his  case  by  overstating  it.  He 
did  not  believe  in  the  stories  about  put- 
ting out  the  birds'  eyes ;  but  he  believed 
there  were  few  pigeons  put  into  the 
trap,  at  Hurlingham  or  anywhere  else, 
without  having  some  feathers  extracted 
from  them.  With  regard  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Blake),  he  thought  it  came  to  this — that 
there  was  no  cruelty  in  killing  an  ani- 
mal if  they  ate  it  afterwards.  Pigeon- 
shooting  in  olden  time  was  quite 
different  from  that  now  practised,  and 
he  thought  that,  as  it  was  now  carried 
on,  it  ought  to  be  put  a  stop  to.  He 
believed  that  the  question  before  the 
House  had  become  rather  complicated, 
and  he  should  like  the  House  to  have  a 
clear  notion  of  what  it  was  voting  on 
before  they  went  to  a  division.  He 
considered  the  2nd  clause  a  danger- 
ous one,  and  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  had  come  down 
to  the  House  prepared  to  support  the 
Bill,  because  he  thought  it  an  excellent 
Bill  as  it  stood.  At  present  there  was 
a  law  to  prevent  cruelty  to  tame  animals, 
and  his  hon.  Friend  wished  to  include 
in  the  Bill  all  animals,  whether  tame  or 
wild.  He  understood,  however,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  was  to  withdraw  the 
clause  giving  those  general  powers. 
The  practical  result  of  this  would  be  that 
the  House  would  say  that  ratting  and 
other  things  which  hon.  Gentlemen  called 
manly  sports,  although  cruel,  ought  to  be 
permitted  by  law.  The  argument  of 
the  landed  interest  was  that,  if  ratting 
were  forbidden,  they  must  necessarily 
forbid  the  hunting  of  tame  stags,  and 
then  some  monster  would  bring  in  a 
Bill  declaring  it  to  be  cruel  to  kill  wild 
foxes.    If  they  must  submit  to  the  i4-> 
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teration  of  tlie  Bill,  let  it  p;o  forth  to 
the  country  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
been  forced  by  the  House  to  withdraw  a 
clause  generally  assented  to,  as  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  believed,  by  the  people  of 
the  country,  because  hon.  Gentlemen 
said  that  it  would  interfere  with  their 
ideas  of  sport.  If  the  clause  were  re- 
moved, the  Bill  would  simply  forbid  the 
shooting  of  birds  liberated  from  traps  or 
other  contrivances,  though  they  might 
still  have  their  eyes  put  out.  The  House 
was  told  that  pigeon-shooting  was  poor 
sport,  because  betting  took  place  upon 
it.  If  he  were  a  pigeon,  and  were  put 
into  a  trap  to  be  shot  at,  he  should  be 
quite  indifferent  as  to  the  betting. 
Betting  did  not  make  the  sport  cruel. 
He  was  reading  the  other  day  that  cer- 
tain persons  in  the  East  End  of  London 
were  in  the  habit  of  catching  birds  and 
blinding  them  in  order  to  make  them 
sing;  if  the  2nd  clause  was  struck 
out,  they  would  still  be  able  to  practise 
that  cruelty.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  must  modify  the  Bill  so  as  to 
enable  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  hunt 
tame  stags,  well  and  good;  but  if  he 
reduced  the  Bill  merely  to  a  prohibition 
of  shooting  pigeons  from  traps,  he  would 
recognize,  or  would  rather  call  upon  the 
House  to  recognize,  the  fact  that  there 
was  to  be  a  distinction  between  cruelty 
towards  a  tame  animal  and  cruelty  to- 
wards a  wild  animal^^ 

SiE.  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
had  always  been  an  ardent  sportsman, 
and  the  reason  why  he  should  support  this 
Bill  was  that  he  thought  it  would  pro- 
mote instead  of  discourage  legitimate 
sport.  He  could  not  help  feeling  that 
the  tendency  of  modern  sport  was  to 
alter  somewhat  its  genuine  character  by 
enabling  it  to  be  carried  on  with  less 
trouble  and  less  exercise  than  formerly. 
Even  in  battue-shooting,  however,  it 
frequently  happened  that  the  pheasant, 
being  a  free  bird  and  at  liberty  to  exer- 
cise its  natural  instincts,  escaped  the 
gun  of  the  sportsman  stationed  at  a 
''  hot  comer ;"  but  that  was  not  the  case 
with  pigeon-shooting.  The  unfortunate 
pigeon  was  kept  in  a  trap,  and  the  only 
time  it  had  for  escape  was  a  very  short 
one.  He  had  become  a  great  enemy  to 
pigeon-shooting  ever  since  he  had  visited 
Monte  Carlo,  where  the  so-called  sport 
was  carried  on  in  all  its  glory.  [The 
hon.  Baronet  described  the  process.]  The 
only  argument  in  its  favour  was  tnat  it 
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enabled  men  who  were  not  qualified 
otherwise  to  have  sport,  to  enjoy  some 
amusement  and  to  obtain  skill  in  the 
use  of  the  gun.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
thought  a  strong  argument  in  favour  of 
suppressing  pigeon-shooting  was  that  it 
was  antagonistic  to  what  was  manly, 
athletic  sport,  which  involved  taking 
exercise  over  the  stubble,  or  wandering 
along  a  river  in  pursuit  of  salmon,  or 
seeking  for  snipe  along  the  banks  of  a 
brook,  perhaps  up  to  one's  knees  in  snow. 
That  was  something  like  athletic  exer- 
cise, and  was  a  kind  of  sport  that  would 
always  find  favour  in  this  country.  If 
this  Bill  had  a  tendency  to  discourage 
legitimate  sport  he  would  be  one  of  the 
first  to  oppose  it ;  but  he  did  not  believe 
that  it  would  have  any  such  result. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  said, 
they  had  had  a  long  and  interesting  dis- 
cussion on  the  Bill,  and  he  thought  the 
course  of  the  discussion  had  shown  that 
it  could  not  be  regarded  from  any  point 
of  view  as  a  Party  question,  but  rather 
that  it  was  a  question  on  which  hon. 
Members  would  form  their  own  inde* 
pendent  opinion,  and  one  upon  which 
he  did  not  think  the  Government  were 
called  upon  in  any  way  to  guide  the 
decision  of  the  House.  It  was  emi- 
nently one  of  those  questions  in  which 
the  House  ought  to  reflect  the  public 
opinion  of  the  country.  It  would  be  a 
great  mistake  in  questions  of  that  kind, 
whatever  might  be  their  own  opinions, 
to  outrun  public  sentiment  upon  the 
question ;  and  as  it  was  their  duty  not 
to  fall  behind  that  sentiment,  so  they 
ought  not  to  exceed  it.  On  that  ques- 
tion, which  interested  everybody — the 
question  of  humanity  to  animals — ^there 
could  not  be  the  smallest  doubt  that 
opinion  in  this  country  had  been  pro- 
gressive for  a  long  time,  and  progress- 
ing in  the  direction  that  everybody  would 
desire ;  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  represent  that  progressive  opinion  on 
proper  occasions.  One,  perhaps,  of  the 
most  interesting  reooras  of  English 
oratory  was  the  celebrated  speech  made 
by  the  great  orator,  Mr.  Wyndham,  in 
defence  of  bull-baiting.  Mr.  Wyndham 
himself  was  a  celebrated  fighter  and 
sportsman;  and  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  commended  the  speech  he  made 
in  defence  of  bull-baiting  to  the  atten- 
tion of  hon.  Members  who  had  not  read 
it  for  the  ingenuity  and  power  with 
which  he  defended  that  sport.    It  waa  n 
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complete  defence  of  bull-baitinff.  He 
did  not  think,  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate, anybody  had  been  bold  enough  to 
defend  pigeon-shooting  from  the  point 
of  view  from  which  Mr.  Wyndham  bad 
defended  bull-baiting.  They  had  seen 
many  sports  faroured,  before  public 
opinion  had  advanced  as  it  had  now 
done,  and  not  condemned.  Bear-baiting 
was  a  celebrated  sport  in  the  time  of 
Queen  Elizabeth,  and  for  a  long  time 
afterwards ;  and  bull-baiting,  cock-fight- 
ing, and  many  other  sports  had  at  one 
time  been  popular,  which  public  opinion 
now  condemned  and  the  law  prohibited. 
The  only  question,  then,  which  they  had 
to  consider  was  whether  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  G-lasgow  was  a 
reasonable  proposal,  and  corresponded 
with  public  opinion  in  the  country.  He 
was  not  endeavouring,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  to  influence  the  opinion  of 
that  House  in  the  matter;  but  was 
merely  expressing  his  own  personal 
opinion,  and  that  was  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Q-lasgow.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  sport  of  pigeon-shooting,  and 
hie  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
had  been  able  to  reinforce  himself  with 
the  opinion  of  a  Gentleman  whose  name 
was  on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  and  whom 
he  had  very  properly  described  as  one 
of  the  most  distinguished  sportsmen  of 
this  Kingdom — the  hon.  Member  for  the 
North  Eidinff  of  Yorkshire  (Sir  Frede- 
rick Milbank).  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wigtonshire  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell), 
who  had  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
had  called  for  some  logical  definition  of 
sport,  and  of  that  which  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  not  sport,  but  as  cruel.  He 
should  not  attempt  to  give  any  definition 
of  the  kind.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
possible  to  give  it.  He  thought  it  was 
very  likely  that  what  was  now  commonly 
regarded  as  legitimate  sport  might  be 
regarded  in  future  times  as  the  other 
sports  to  which  he  had  referred  were 
regarded  now.  He  did  not  feel  at  all 
called  upon  to  defend  the  hunting  of  the 
carted  stag.  He  knew  that  he  had  re- 
sided sometimes  in  a  county  where  it 
was  pursued,  and  that  it  was  not  re- 
garded with  very  great  favour  by  the 
gentlemen  over  whose  lands  it  was  pur- 
sued. But  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  pigeon-shooting,  and  whether  it  was 
sport  or  not,  they  had  had  great  and 
justifiable  eulogiums  upon  the  manly 


exercise  that  was  derived  from  sport.  He 
was  afraid  that,  in  modem  times,  sport 
had  a  little  lost  that  character;  and 
sport,  even  in  his  recollection,  had  not 
improved  in  quality  as  it  had  increased 
in  quantity.  The  sport  which  was  spoken 
of  was  not  a  sport  which  involved  walk- 
ing three  or  four  miles  in  the  course  of 
the  day,  with  a  luncheon  at  a  suitable 
interval.  That  was  not  the  sort  of  sport 
to  which  our  ancestors  were  addicted. 
It  began  at  3  or  4  in  the  morning, 
and  ended  about  2  in  the  afternoon, 
and  did  not  begin  at  11  and  end  at 
3  or  4.  But,  without  entering  into 
these  elaborate  distinctions  of  sport,  let 
them  ask  if  this  pigeon-shooting  was 
entitled  to  receive  the  protection  given 
to  sport  ?  He  was  inclined  to  concur 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  in  hoping  that 
the  intimation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  with  reference  to  the  2nd 
clause  would  be  thoroughly  understood 
and  acted  upon.  These  were  matters, 
after  all,  in  which  they  must  proceed 
according  to  clearly  developed  public 
opinion.  He  believed  public  opinion 
was  made  up  on  the  main  point  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  sought  to 
be  established.  Then,  let  the  point  be 
established,  and  the  other  matters  could 
be  discussed  at  another  time.  He  knew 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  thought  that 
would  be  a  very  incomplete  chapter 
in  the  ''coming  democracy."  But 
they  were  not  all  so  impatient  as  his 
hon.  Fiiend,  and  they  were  willing  to 
make  their  progress  in  a  more  reason- 
able and  cautious  way.  He  would, 
therefore,  strongly  advise  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  to  make  it  clearly 
understood  that  the  question  of  stag- 
hunting  was  out  of  the  field,  and  that 
the  House  was  dealing  now  with  the 
question  of  pigeon-shooting  alone.  On 
that  point  he  had  no  doubt  the  hon. 
Member  would  secure  an  overpowering 
majority  of  the  House.  It  was  not  only 
the  sufferings  that  the  unhappy  birds 
endured,  but  there  was  another  thing  to 
be  considered,  and  that  was  the  outrage 
upon  the  feelings  of  the  people  who 
witnessed  those  proceedings.  He  had 
received  the  other  day  a  letter  from  a 
lady  in  reference  to  this  matter.  \A 
lattghJ]  He  thought  when  hon.  Gentle- 
men heard  the  letter  they  would  think 
it  worthy  of  their  attention.    She  resided 
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in  tlie  neighbourhood  of  a  notorious 
gun  ground.  It  was  about  200  yards 
from  her  residence,  and  she  wrote  that 
she  had  had  many  sad  opportunities  of 
seeing  the  cruelties  that  were  called 
sport.  Birds  were  found  to  have  been 
inhumanly  treated  before  being  put  into 
the  trap — their  eyes  put  out,  their  beaks 
turned  and  twisted  inwards,  and  other 
cruelties  inflicted  which  she  could  not 
mention,  while  hundreds  which  escaped 
death  by  the  guns  had  lingered  for 
days  on  the  roof  of  the  house  where  she 
lived.  Besides  the  cruelty  of  it,  he  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  thought  that  that 
letter  showed  that  pigeon-shooting  was 
an  absolute  nuisance.  Why  should  any 
person  who  resided  in  these  neigh- 
bourhoods be  exposed  to  the  outrage 
upon  their  feelings  which  practices  of 
this  kind  brought  about  ?  These  were 
matters  that  ought  to  be  considered. 
He  himself  fully  believed  that  the 
opinion  of  the  country  was  against  these 
practices,  and  that,  by  supporting  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow, 
confined,  as  he  hoped  it  would  be,  to 
the  clauses  prohibiting  pigeon-shooting, 
the  House  would  reflect  the  overwhelm- 
ing opinion  of  the  country. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  thought  that  one  or  two  of  the 
remarks  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
just  made  had  been  dictated  rather  by 
candour  than  by  prudence.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that 
the  Government  did  not  intend  to  inter- 
fere in  the  discussion  of  that  Bill,  be- 
cause it  was  not  a  Party  question,  which 
meant,  he  supposed,  that  they  did  not  see 
their  way  to  making  political  capital  out 
of  it.  And  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  went  on  to  remark  that  he 
thought  it  of  the  greatest  importance 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  de- 
cide this  question  for  itself,  because  the 
House  of  Commons  reflected  the  true 
mind  of  the  country,  whereas,  he  indi- 
cated, the  Government  did  not  do  so. 
With  both  those  statements  he  (Lord 
Handolph  Churchill)  could  most  cor- 
dially agree.  He  also  agreed  with  the 
Home  Secretary  in  the  sentiments  he 
had  expressed  with  regard  to  pigeon- 
shooting  ;  but  he  differed  from  him  en- 
tirely with  respect  to  the  2nd  clause, 
which  he  looked  upon  as  the  germ  of  the 
Bill.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  would  on  no 
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account  consent  to  abandon  that  clause. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wigtonshire  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell)  said  they  must  look 
at  the  principle  of  this  legidation ;  and 
asked  where  they  were  going  to  stop 
when  it  was  passed.  Well,  he  should 
say  **  stop  here,"  because  this  Bill  inter- 
fered with  a  particular  class  of  sport, 
which  was  recognized  by  the  large  body 
of  public  opinion  in  this  country  to  be 
objectionable  and  cruel.  It  did  not  in- 
terfere with  true  sport,  and  therefore 
this  Bill  would  mark  a  convenient  stop- 
ping-place upon  the  road.  The  hon. 
Baronet  took  up  very  dangerous  ground 
when  he  said — **  If  you  put  down  pigeon- 
shooting  you  must  also  put  down  phea- 
sant-shooting." If  the  same  amount  of 
cruelty  prevailed  in  the  one  case  as  the 
other,  then,  undoubtedly,  pheasant- 
shooting  would  follow  ;  but  eveiyone 
who  knew  anything  about  it  was  aware 
that  pheasant-shooting  was  perfectly 
safe  under  the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wigtonshire  said  pigeon- shooting  as 
practised  at  Hurlingham  was  not  cruel, 
and  he  mentioned  that  on  some  occa- 
sions two  of  the  officers  of  the  Society 
for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals 
had  attended  the  pigeon-shooting,  and 
had  come  away  declaring  that  there  was 
no  cruelty  at  all  practised  there.  All  he 
could  say  was  that  those  two  officers, 
instead  of  being  connected  with  the 
Society  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Animals,  ought  to  be  denominated 
officers  of  a  society  for  the  promotion  of 
cruelty  to  animals.  He  supposed  they 
saw,  in  the  course  of  their  experience, 
such  horrid  atrocities  that  their  feelings 
became  blunted  to  what  cruelty  was.  In 
his  opinion,  the  sight  of  a  pigeon -ground, 
abounding  with  masses  of  feathers  and 
blood,  and  wounded  birds  surrounding 
the  trap,  contrasting  so  hideously  with 
the  green  grass  and  the  trees  all  around, 
with  the  sun,  perhaps,  shining  brilliantly 
on  the  scene,  was,  without  exception, 
the  most  horrible  and  repulsive  sight 
possible  to  imagine.  Beference  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley  Wil- 
mot)  to  the  pigeon-ground  at  Monte 
Carlo.  He  had  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  watching  the  sight  at  Monte 
Carlo,  though  he  never  had  the  satis- 
faction of  killing,  a  pigeon  himself.  The 
pigeon-ground  at  Monte  Carlo  was  con- 
ducted on  the  same  principles  as  that  at 
Hurlingham,  a^d  under  similar  rules, 
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He  saw  the  birds  taken  out  of  the  bas- 
ket, and  before  being  put  into  the  trap 
a  man  cut  their  tails  with  a  large  pair 
of  scissors.  That  probably  was  not 
Tsiy  cruel,  because  he  only  cut  the  quill, 
though  at  times  he  seemed  to  cut  very 
close.  But  worse  followed.  After  cut< 
ting  the  tail,  he  saw  the  man  take  the 
bird  in  one  hand,  and  with  the  other 
tear  a  great  bunch  of  feathers  from  the 
breast  and  stomach  of  every  pigeon. 
On  asking  the  man  what  he  did  that  for, 
he  replied  that  it  was  to  stimulate  the 
birds  in  order  that,  maddened  by  excite- 
ment and  pain,  they  might  take  a  more 
eccentric  leap  into  the  air  and  increase 
the  chance  of  the  pigeon  gamblers.  He 
saw  another  yery  curious  thing  too. 
One  of  the  pigeons  was  struck  and  fell 
to  the  ground ;  but  when  the  dog  went 
to  pick  it  up  the  wretched  bird  fluttered 
again  into  the  air,  and  for  an  appre- 
ciable time  it  remained  so  fluttering, 
just  a  little  higher  than  the  dog  could 
jump.  While  the  bird's  fate  was  thus 
trembling  in  the  balance,  the  betting 
was  fast  and  furious,  and  when  at  last 
the  pigeon  tumbled  into  the  dog's  jaws, 
he  never  would  forget  the  shout  of 
triumph  and.  yell  of  execration  that  rose 
from  the  ring-men  and  gentlemen.  Hun- 
dreds, perhaps  thousands,  of  pounds 
changed  hands  over  the  dying  agonies 
of  the  unfortunate  creature.  They  were 
told  that  there  was  actually  no  difference 
between  that  and  other  kinds  of  sport ; 
but  the  fact  was  that  pigeon-shooting 
now  was  kept  up  simply  for  the  sake  of 
betting,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  had  chosen  to  deal  with  this 
subject  by  way  of  rendering  it  illegal 
to  make  bets  at  pigeon  meetings,  there 
would  not  be  a  single  pigeon  shot  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  people  wanted  to 
gamble  and  undergo  this  exciting  way 
of  earning  money,  they  ought  to  ac- 
company the  Prime  Minister  to  the  Bi- 
viera  and  gamble  at  roulette  and  such 
like  games,  which  would  not  injure  the 
lives  of  innocent  creatures.  Pigeon- 
shooting,  he  ought  to  point  out,  was 
not  one  of  the  sports  which,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigtonshire  seemed  to 
suppose,  they  had  inherited  from  their 
barbarous  ancestors;  it  was  entirely  a 
modem  sport — so  modern  that  they 
might  look  upon  it  as  a  Badical  sport. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  it  originated 
not  more  tbiii^  60  years  ago,  and  as  it 


had  not  the  merits  of  the  more  ancient 
sports  of  this  country,  that  constituted 
another  reason  why  the  Tory  Party 
should  put  it  down.  With  respect  to 
the  2nd  clause,  however,  if  it  was 
abandoned,  he  should  really  feel  dis- 
posed to  oppose,  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
be  dealing  piecemeal  with  a  very  im- 
portant  question,  and  in  a  very  im- 
perfect manner.  The  great  merit  of  the 
Bill,  in  his  eyes,  was  that  it  put  down 
the  abominable  amusement  of  stag- 
hunting.  He  was  sure  that  every 
genuine  fox-hunter  would  be  slad  to  take 
an  opportunity  of  putting  down  stag- 
hunting.  He  was  told  that  if  this  Bill 
was  carried.  Lord  Cork,  the  Master  of 
Her  Majesty's  Buckhounds,  would  be 
summoned  before  a  magistrate.  Well, 
what  was  he  ?  Lord  Cork  was  an  L*ish 
Whig.  If  an  Irish  Whig  chose  to  in- 
dulge in  those  amusements  connected 
with  following  staghounds  across  coun- 
try he  had  only  himself  to  blame  if  they 
brought  him  to  the  police-court  or  some- 
where worse.  As  far  as  the  Queen's 
hounds  were  concerned,  he  did  not  think 
they  need  be  in  any  fear,  because  he 
had  no  doubt  that  if  stag-hunting  was 
made  illegal  the  Queen's  buckhounds 
would  be  transferred  into  the  Queen's 
foxhounds.  Who  were  the  followers  of 
the  Queen's  buckhounds,  and  by  whom 
were  they  supported?  Why,  the  * '  meet " 
was  mainly  composed  of  the  counter- 
jumpers  of  London — that  class  of  per- 
sons who  were  denominated  by  the 
generic  term  of  *'  'Arry."  He  believed 
that  in  the  East  End  of  London  these 
hounds  were  generally  known  as  **  'Arry's 
'ounds."  The  persons  who  followed  the 
stag  were  hardly  ever  genuine  sports- 
men. There  was  another  reason  why 
this  2nd  clause  ought  to  receive 
general  support,  and  that  was  because 
stag-hunting  did  an  infinitude  of  harm 
to  the  land  through  which  the  hunters 
went.  This  sport  attracted  more  people 
than  any  other  kind  of  sport,  and  many 
of  them  did  not  know  the  difference  be- 
tween a  wheat  field  and  a  field  of  oats. 
On  all  these  grounds  he  would  support 
this  Bill,  in  which  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  had  drawn  a  very  wise  distinc- 
tion. The  distinction  in  it  between  fox 
and  stag-hunting  was  this — you  ren- 
dered it  illegal  to  capture  an  animal  and 
keep  it  in  captivity  in  order  to  pursue  it 
over  a^d  over  a^ain ;  but  you  did  not  'm^ 
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terfere  with  the  legitimate  sport  of  hunt- 
ing wild  animals  for  the  purpose  of  kill- 
ing them  and  giving  pleasure  to  every- 
one engaged  in  such  sport. 

Colonel  KINGSCOTE  said,  he  did 
not  see  any  difference  between  pigeon- 
shooting,  pheasant- shooting,  partridge- 
shooting,  or  any  other  kind  of  shoot- 
ing at  birds.  He  saw  no  greater 
cruelty  in  shooting  a  pigeon  than  a 
pheasant  or  a  partridge,  provided  they 
were  not  tortured  beforehand.  It  was 
not  nearly  so  cruel  to  hunt  a  tame 
stag  as  to  hunt  a  wild  stag,  because 
the  tame  ones  were  trained  and  kept 
in  perfect  condition.  He  considered 
that  the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  was 
quite  strong  enough  to  prevent  any  mal- 
practices such  as  had  been  described  by 
non.  Members.  He  did  not  stand  up 
for  pigeon-shooting ;  it  was  an  amuse- 
ment he  never  cared  about ;  but,  not- 
withstanding all  that  had  been  said,  he 
had  still  to  ask,  Where  were  they  going 
to  stop  ?  If  they  passed  this  Bill  they 
would  have  a  Bill  to  prevent  the  keep* 
ing  of  squirrels  in  a  cage,  or  to  prevent 
the  shaving  of  poodle  dogs  in  a  tender 
part  of  their  bodies.  He  had  been 
brought  up  a  fox-hunter,  and  he  hoped 
he  might  continue  one.  But  he  could 
see  no  reason  why  stag-hunting  should 
be  stopped  any  more  than  fox-hunting. 
As  far  as  his  humble  vote  went,  he 
should  give  it  most  cordially  against 
every  provision  of  this  BDl. 

Lord  ALGERNON  PERCY  said,  he 
did  not  quite  understand  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow asked  the  House  to  pass  this  Bill. 
Was  it  upon  the  ground  of  cruelty  ?  or 
that  the  pastime — for  he  would  not  call 
it  sport — was  a  demoralizing  one  ?  He 
denied  that  there  was  any  special  cruelty 
in  pigeon-shooting  from  traps,  apart 
from  the  inhuman  practices  which  it  had 
been  said  were  associated  with  it,  and 
which  were  quite  unnecessary  for  carry- 
ing on  the  sport.  By  all  means  let 
these  inhuman  practices  be  put  down 
with  a  firm  hand;  but  they  afforded 
no  reason  whatever  for  putting  a  stop 
to  the  sport  of  pigeon-shooting.  It 
had  been  urged  that  the  mere  shooting 
of  pigeons  was  in  itself  cruel ;  but  he 
denied  that  there  was  any  cruelty  in 
putting  an  animal  to  a  speedy  death. 
Horse-racing,  in  the  opinion  of  some 
persons,  was  conducted  with  a  consider- 
able amount  of  cruelty.     Some  people 
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said  that  horses  enjoyed  racing ;  but  if 
anyone  had  seen  a  close  finish  of  a 
great  race,  they  would  know  to  the 
contrary.  If  this  Bill  were  to  pass, 
where  was  the  line  to  be  drawn  ?  One 
hon.  Member  had  talked  about  gentle- 
men standing  around  in  order  to  stop 
the  escape  of  the  birds.  He  shonld  be 
very  sorry  for  anyone  who  stood  in 
front  of  a  gun  at  Hurlingham.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had  alluded 
to  Monte  Carlo.  He  (Lord  Algernon 
Percy)  could  only  say  that  in  those 
countries  where  love  of  sport  did  not 
exist  as  it  did  in  England  there  was 
great  cruelty  ;  and  therefore  he  did  not 
think  that  ^hey  were  good  examples  to 
quote.  If  the  2nd  clause  was  omitted, 
the  Bill  would  be  useless,  and  if  it  was 
retained,  the  Bill  would  strike  at  all 
forms  of  sport. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that,  as  there 
seemed  to  be  some  doubt  on  the  subject, 
he  might  repeat  the  announcement  he 
made  at  the  beginning  of  the  debate.  It 
was  that  he  would  be  willing,  if  the 
House  wished,  or  if  it  did  not  disapprove, 
either  to  modify  the  2nd  clause  or  to 
leave  it  out  altogether.  Jlie  general 
opinion  seemed  to  be  in  favour  of  modi- 
fying the  clause.  No  doubt  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  took  a 
different  view,  but  his  position  was  some- 
what illogical ;  because,  while  stating 
that  he  regarded  Clause  2  as  the  germ 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  if  that  were  with- 
drawn he  would  vote  against  the  Bill, 
he  had  given  them  a  most  vivid  descrip- 
tion of  the  cruelties  of  pigeon-shooting, 
which  was  dealt  with  by  the  other 
clauses.  Surely,  if  they  could  not  get 
all  they  wanted,  it  was  wise  to  take  a 
half,  provided  that  half  was  a  distinct 
advantage.  He  did  not  propoee  to 
withdraw  from  his  announcement.  The 
primary  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  put 
down  pigeon-shooting  &om  traps.  Its 
second  was  to  protect  wild  animals  in 
captivity ;  and  he  was  quite  willing  to 
avoid  interference  with  hunting,  and 
confine  Clause  2  to  menageries  and  other 
things  of  the  same  kind,  or,  if  that  were 
not  possible,  to  withdraw  the  clause 
altogether. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  observed,  that  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had  attri- 
Duted  to  him  a  course  which  he  did  not 
intend  to  t&ke,  and  opinions  which  he 
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did  not  entertain.  From  what  he  had 
heard  he  was  still  at  a  loss  to  know  on 
what  grounds  they  were  asked  to  support 
this  measure.  If  they  were  askea  to 
support  it  on  the  ground  of  the  cruelty 
inflicted,  then  he  failed  to  see  any  great 
distinction  between  the  cruelty  of  shoot- 
ing pigeons,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
crueUy  of  shooting  partridges  or  phea- 
sants, on  the  other  hand.  They  must 
not  allow  themselves  to  be  the  victims 
of  humbug  or  cant.  There  was  no  sport 
which  was  practised  in  this  country,  or 
could  be  practised,  which  was  not  at- 
tended with  some  cruelty.  The  noble 
Lord  had  given  a  harrowing  description 
of  the  horrors  of  pigeon-shooting  at 
Monte  Carlo.  He  was  tempted  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  if  he  had  never  been 
present  at  a  battue  or  in  a  warm  corner  ? 
He  had  always  understood  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  a  distinguished  shot,  and  that 
he  had  covered  himself  with  glory  on 
many  occasions.  Had  the  noble  Lord, 
when  pursuing  his  favourite  sport,  never 
seen  wounded  birds  and  rabbits  brought 
in  by  the  dogs  ?  Even  if  the  Bill  were 
confined  to  pigeon-shooting  he  should 
oppose  the  second  reading,  because  he 
thought  it  was  one  of  those  matters 
which  had  best  be  left  to  public  opinion. 
The  predicament  they  were  placed  in 
was  this — If  public  opinion  was  opposed 
to  the  proposition  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow,  then  he  did  not 
think  they  would  find  that  it  would  work 
very  satisfactorily.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  public  opinion  was  in  advance  of 
the  Bill,  why  then  the  country  did  not 
want  it.  If  the  practice  of  pigeon-shoot- 
ing were  a  public  nuisance,  let  it  be  dealt 
with  as  such  by  means  of  the  law  that 
already  existed.  In  his  opinion,  modern 
sports  contrasted  favourably  with  those 
of  their  ancestors.  Inasmuch  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  had  now  thought 
fit  to  withdraw  the  2nd  clause,  he  as- 
sumed that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  would  feel  himself 
bound  to  vote  against  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  did  not  himself  care 
about  stag-hunting.  As  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said,  they  might  as  well  hunt  a 
jackass.  The  noble  Lord  had  made  a 
suggestion  which  he  would  certainly  like 
to  see  carried  out — namely,  that  the 
Hoyal  Staghounds  should  be  abolished. 
There  were  many  gentlemen  in  the  Me- 
tropolis who  could  not  enjoy  sport  in 
any  other  form  than  by  following  the 


Queen's  Staghounds.  It  had  been  said 
that  if  the  staghounds  were  done  away 
with  there  womd  be  foxhounds.  But  to 
keep  a  pack  of  foxhounds  there  must  be 
foxes  to  hunt,  and  there  were  very  few, 
if  any,  foxes  in  that  part  of  the  country. 
On  several  grounds  he  should  be  com- 
pelled to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill. 

Mb.  GIBSON  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  been  said  by  more  speakers 
than  one  as  to  the  necessity  of  a  Bill  of 
this  nature  following  public  opinion. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had  him- 
self recognized  this.  As  far  as  he  un« 
derstood  the  present  position  of  affairs, 
the  hon.  Member  had  modified  his  views 
as  to  Clause  2  during  the  debate.  At 
the  outset  the  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  he  was  willing  to  ^o  with  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  and  if  they  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill  he  would  modify  it. 
Now,  he  stated  that  he  would  issue  the 
Bill  again  without  this  clause  at  all. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  wished  to 
modify  the  clause  so  as  to  confine  it  to 
wild  animals  in  menageries,  &o.,  or,  if 
that  were  not  found  practicable,  to  aban- 
don it  altogether. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  afraid  that 
that  left  the  debate  on  this  Bill  exposed 
to  considerable  doubt  and  uncertainty. 
He  felt  there  was  a  very  strong  feeling 
with  reference  to  Clause  3.  If  Clause  2 
was  kept  in  the  Bill  it  would  affect  the 
chance  of  Clause  8.  The  best  way  of 
setting  rid  of  Clause  2  would  be  to 
bring  in  the  Bill  again  proformd  with- 
out the  clause.  He  did  not  think  the 
opinion  of  the  country  was  at  all  ripe 
enough  for  Clause  2.  Possibly  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  considered  that  his  ex- 
tention  of  the  definition  of  the  original 
Act  to  vertebrates  would  make  it  apply 
to  a  great  number  of  fish  confined  in 
parks  and  ponds.  He  very  much  re- 
gretted that  Clause  3  had  not  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  with  the  clearness 
that  it  might  have  been.  It  was  an  in- 
stance of  the  abominable  system  of  re- 
ferential drafting.  It  would  have  been 
a  great  deal  simpler  and  more  logical, 
and  would  have  effected  the  purpose  of 
the  hon.  Member  far  more  efficaciously, 
if  he  had  drawn  ud  a  complete  clause  of 
his  own.  If  the  hon.  Member's  draft 
passed  as  it  was,  those  who  were  inte- 
rested in  keeping  up  pigeon-shooting 
from  traps,  and  who  made  money  from 
it,   could  readily  cariy  it  on  with  the 
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most  perfect  impunity,  notwithstanding 
the  amiable  and  well-intended  legisla- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member.  He  would 
find  that  Clause  3  of  the  Act,  which  he 
sought  to  amend,  applied  to  acts  in 
themselves  obviously  cruel,  done  in  a 
place  used  for  the  purpose.  He  advised 
that  if  the  Bill  passed  the  second  read- 
ing it  should  be  committed  pro  formd 
and  re-cast. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  to  pre- 
vent any  misunderstanding  he  would 
withdraw  Clause  2  altogether. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  wished  to  know  clearly  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  intended  to 
deal  with  anything  besides  pigeon-shoot- 
ing ?  If  he  proposed  to  deal  with  any 
other  sport  he  would  not  obtain  any  sup- 
port in  that  House,  or  succeed  in  pass- 
ing his  Bill  during  the  present  Session. 
Public  opinion  should  be  brought  to 
bear,  ana  it  would  do,  as  he  believed, 
all  that  was  necessary  to  check  the  abuse 
in  all  these  matters  ;  and,  believing  this, 
he  should  vote  against  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  would,  as  it 
appeared  to  him,  interfere  with  sparrow - 
shooting  clubs,  and  thus  deprive  the 
poor  man  of  the  only  sport  he  had. 
This  was  a  matter  that  surely  ought  to 
be  taken  into  consideration  by  those 
hon.  Members  opposite  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway.  He  thought  the  House 
already  exhibited  too  great  a  tendency 
to  deal  with  sentimental  grievances.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  would  got 
up  and  state  that  he  would  withdraw 
Clause  2,  he  would  have  a  far  better 
chance  of  carrying  the  Bill. 

Mk.  WIGGIN  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  confined  the  Bill  to  the 
abolition  of  pigeon- shooting  he  should 
have  cordially  supported  it ;  but  he  was 
informed  on  high  authority  that  the  re- 
tention of  Clause  2  would  possibly  make 
fox-hunting  a  criminal  act  —  [*'No, 
no !"] — and  if  that  was  so  ho  should 
oppose  the  Bill  as  strongly  as  he  possibly 
could. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  it  was  unfor- 
tunate the  hon.  Member  could  not  with- 
draw the  clause,  especially  as  the  oppor- 
tunities of  opposing  a  Bill  in  its  future 
stages  were  fewer  than  they  had  been. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
he  could  not  record  a  silent  vote,  and  he 
was  sure  they  would  forgive  him  for 
saying  a  few  words.  He  could  not  sup- 
port the  second  readiug  of  this  Bill.  He 
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could  not  swallow  the  cant  which  it  con- 
tained. He  did  not  defend  pigeon-shoot- 
ing as  connected  with  betting,  and  had  no 
sympathy  with  it ;  but  when  he  was  told 
that  it  was  cruel  to  kill  a  certain  class  of 
animals  and  not  cruel  to  kill  another,  he 
said  that  was  absolute  cant.  The  amount 
of  torture  connected  with  pigeon-shooting 
was  far  less  than  was  involved  in  a  day's 
cover-shooting,  when  hundreds  of  birds 
might  be  brought  down  and  many  of 
them  left  to  linger  in  agony  for  hours, 
while  the  pigeons  that  were  wounded 
were  at  once  put  out  of  their  misery. 
He  felt  bound  to  deprecate  efforts  such 
as  this,  which  did  this  grievous  harm — 
that  they  dealt  a  deadly  blow  at  what  he 
thought  they  should  preserve  most  of  all 
in  their  national  life,  and  that  was  their 
old  national  sports. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that,  as  hon. 
Members  did  not  a|^ear  to  be  quite 
satisfied  with  his  assurance  upon  the 
point,  he  would,  following  the  advice  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
move  that  the  Bill  be  committed  pro 
formdf  in  order  to  be  re-cast,  to  meet 
the  objections  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  told  him  existed »  in 
which  case  he  would  omit  Clause  2  alto- 
gether. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  195  ;  Noes 
40  :  Majority  155.— (Div.  List,  No.  19.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agrtud  io. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com' 
mitted  for  Tuesday  next. 

BOROUGH  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  22.] 

{Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  Dawton,  Mr,  Omy, 
Mr.  CallaHf  Mr.  Leamy.) 

SECOND  KEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Me.  DAWSON,  in  rising  to  move 
that  tho  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  House  at 
any  length,  and,  were  it  not  for  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  placed  on 
the  Paper  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Downpatrick  (Mr.  MulhoUand),  he  need 
hardly  have  gone  into  the  matter  at  alL 
The  principle  of  equalization  of  the  fran- 
chise had  long  been  admitted  by  states- 
men; and,  therefore,  he  would  apply  him- 
self, not  to  the  Bill,  but  to  the  Amend* 
ment.    The  hon.  Member's  was  the  only 
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Amendment  which  had  been  put  down 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  and  he  pre- 
Burned  that  the  Amendment  expressed 
the  only  tangible  objection  felt  against 
it.  That  Amendment  said  that  this  was 
not  an  opportune  time  in  the  history  of 
Ireland  for  carrying  such  a  Bill.  He 
said,  in  reply,  that  this  was  the  most 
opportune  time;  and  that  the  circum- 
stances to  which  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self referred  in  that  Amendment  proved 
the  urgency  and  necessity  of  the  mea- 
sure. It  would  be  vaiu,  perhaps,  to 
refer  the  hen.  Member  to  the  speech 
delivered  recently  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone),  who 
Bpoke  of  the  necessity  for  equalizing  the 
laws  for  England  and  Ireland.  His  own 
position  in  the  House,  as  one  always 
favourable  to  law  and  order,  prompted 
him  to  put  forward  the  advice  of  Sydney 
Smith — '*  If  you  want  to  eradicate  a  vice 
setup  a  virtue  in  its  place."  No  doubt, 
Ireland  was  unsettled,  and  no  doubt 
un-Constitutional  proceedings  had  taken 
place,  which  had  earned  his  earnest  dis- 
approval ;  but  the  way  to  prevent  such 
proceedings  in  future  was  to  remove  all 
causes  of  dissatisfaction  and  discontent 
from  the  Irish  people  by  giving  them 
a  legal  and  Constitutional  share  in  the 
Government  and  politics  of  the  country. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  would  take 
to  -heart  the  words  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  in 
1866,  when,  in  reference  to  the  Heform 
Bill^  he  strongly  condemned  the  restric- 
tion of  the  franchise  to  the  monied 
classes,  and  asked,  were  those  who  had 
not  a  money  qualification  to  be  left  to 
faU  into  the  hands  of  the  very  lowest 
agitators  ?  He  thought  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  no  other  reason  to  give  against 
his  Bill  than  the  one  which  he  had  put 
in  his  Amendment  he  ought  to  give  way 
to  it  and  allow  the  Bill  to  pass.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  with  an 
enumeration  of  the  miserable  causes 
which  prevented  the  people  from  exer- 
cising the  franchise.  In  the  City  of 
Dublin,  with  a  population  of  300,000 
persons,  there  were  but  8,000  who  were 
occupiers  entitled  to  the  franchise.  In 
Leeosy  on  the  other  hand,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  300,000,  instead  of  8,000,  there 
were  no  less  than  49,000  voters  on  the 
register.  Again,  in  Newcastle,  where 
there  was  an  election  the  other  day, 
145,000  people  had  24,200  votes,  while 
a  population  twice  as  great  in  Dublin 
had  only  8,000  rated  voters.    If  they 


went  to  Limerick,  in  a  population  of 
49,000  people,  there  were  only  1,900 
voters ;  while  in  Gloucester,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  only  36,000  persons,  there 
were  5,600  voters.  He  need  not  go 
further  into  the  question,  but  would 
leave  it  to  the  good  sense  of  the  House. 
The  Government  were  committed  on  the 
matter.  The  Bill  had  been  a  Govern- 
ment measure,  and  had  been  promoted 
by  the  Government,  and  therefore  he 
had  no  reason  to  dilate  upon  it.  He 
could  do  no  better  in  closing  than  to 
quote  the  words  of  Lord  Jobn  Hussell 
in  moving  the  Beform  Bill — 

**  When  I  propose  the  reform  of  Parliament, 
when  I  propose  that  the  people  shall  send  into 
the  House  real  Representatives  to  deliberate  on 
their  wants  and  consult  their  interests  and 
consider  their  grievances,  I  do  it  under  the 
conviction  that  I  am  laying  the  foundation  of 
the  greatest  improvement  in  the  comfort  and 
well-being^of  the  people." 

He  appealed  to  both  the  Government 
and  the  Opposition  to  support  the  mea- 
sure in  the  interests  of  law  and  order, 
and,  by  passing  the  Bill,  to  secure  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. — {Mr,  Dawion.) 

Me.  MULHOLLAND,  in  rising  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment — 

<*  That  it  is  inexpedient,  in  the  present  un- 
settled condition  of  Ireland,  to  introduce  any 
measure  making  large  changes  in  the  present 
Iri£^  Parliamentary  Franchise," 

agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow 
Borough  that  everything  shoidd  be  done 
which  would  conduce  to  the  cause  of  law 
and  order  in  Ireland ;  but  he  regretted 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  this  Bill  would  have  that  effect. 
The  Amendment  expressed  a  truth  which, 
to  his  own  mind,  appeared  very  obvious, 
and  he  trusted  would  appear  equally  ob- 
vious to  the  majority  of  the  House,  and 
he  must  insist  upon  pressing  it.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  second  reading  had  not  been  so  much 
a  defence  of  the  Bill  as  an  attack  upon 
the  Amendment.  Considering  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour,  instead  of  going  in 
detail  through  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
he  would  confine  his  remarks  to  a  de- 
fence of  the  terms  of  the  Amendment. 
If  they  were  to  go  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  franchise— whether  it  was  a 
right  inherent  to  every  individual,  or 
a    trust    confided    by    the    community 
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in  persons  after  they  had  proved  their 
fitness  to  hold  it — ^the  debate  might 
be  spun  out  to  great  length.  He  had 
no  desire  to  go  into  that  or  kindred 
questions.  Turning,  then,  to  the  terms 
of  his  Amendment,  it  would  be  admitted, 
he  believed,  after  the  debate  with  which 
the  Session  opened,  that  Ireland  was 
now  unsettled.  If  so,  he  did  not  think 
there  would  be  very  much  diflPerence  of 
opinion  as  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Amendment — that  it  would  be  unwise 
to  add  fuel  to  the  smouldering  fire  by 
introducing  any  large  question  of  Con- 
stitutional change  at  this  moment.  It 
would  not  be  a  slight  change  in  the  poli- 
tical condition  of  Ireland  which  this  Bill 
would  effect.  The  number  of  electors 
which  would  be  added  through  the 
change  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
would  be,  if  they  excepted  Dublin  and 
Belfast,  considerably  more  than  the  total 
number  now  entitled  to  the  franchise  in 
Ireland.  In  other  words,  it  would  effect 
a  complete  transfer  of  political  power 
from  the  class  which  at  present  held  it 
— \_Cheer8  from  the  Irish  Partj/'] — he  was 
fflad  to  see  that  hon.  Members  admitted 
his  accuracy — to  another  class  whose  fit- 
ness for  the  trust  must  certainly,  under 
present  circumstances,  be  considered 
doubtful.  If  Ireland  were  at  present  un- 
settled, the  class  to  whom  this  Bill  pro- 
posed to  transfer  the  whole  political  power 
was  the  most  unsettled  class ;  and,  if  so, 
would  any  sane  man  propose,  where  such 
a  state  of  things  existed,  to  make  that 
transfer?  The  unsettled  class  would 
then  outnumber  the  class  that  at  present 
held  the  franchise.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  said  on  a  former  occasion 
that  similar  results  had  been  predicted 
from  the  EngUsh  Eeform  Bill,  and  did 
not  come  to  pass;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  admitted  that  the  conditions 
existing  in  Ireland  were  quite  dissimilar, 
and  indeed  the  very  opposite,  to  those 
which  existed  in  England.  In  England, 
there  was  a  great  middle  class  — in  Ire- 
landy  unfortunately,  there  was  scarcely 
any  middle  class.  In  England,  the 
social  strata  were  not  unequal.  In  Ire- 
land, the  lowest  stratum  outnumbered 
all  the  others  put  together.  He  con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  most  illogical  to 
look  for  the  same  results  following  from 
the  application  of  similar  principles  in 
England  and  Ireland.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers seem  to  hold  the  idea  that  the  state 
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of  representation  now  in  Ireland  was 
that  which  existed  previous  to  the  last 
change  in  the  franchise  of  England; 
that  the  change  which  took  place  in 
England  in  1867  was  never  extended  to 
Ireland ;  and  that  it  was  that  change 
which  was  now  proposed  for  Ireland. 
That  was  entirely  erroneous.  The  pre- 
sent position  of  the  Irish  franchise  was 
fixed  in  1868,  the  year  after  the  change 
in  England.  The  principles  of  the  two 
Bills  were  understood  to  be  identical. 
The  differences  in  detail  were  caused 
merely  by  differences  in  the  conditions 
of  the  two  countries.  In  Ireland  the 
occupier  of  a  house  rated  below  £4  was 
not  merely  not  rated  to  the  poor,  but  his 
landlord  was  absolutely  precluded  from 
recovering  any  portion  of  the  rates  from 
him,  and  the  franchise  in  the  two  coun- 
tries was  understood  to  be  based  on  the 
payment  of  rates.  Either  the  occu- 
pier paid  rates  and  had  a  vote,  or  he 
had  as  a  substantial  advantage  for  not 
possessing  the  franchise  that  he  escaped 
the  payment  of  rates.  This  was  settled 
between  the  two  Parties  in  the  House 
at  the  time  the  Bill  was  before  the 
House,  and  Lord  Carlingford  then  ex- 
pressed himself  as  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  principle.  In  the  Eetum  for 
1880,  the  last  submitted  to  the  House, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  total  number 
of  houses  in  all  the  Irish  boroughs,  ex- 
cluding Dublin  and  Belfast,  rated  over 
£4  was  4,«500less  than  the  number  rated 
below'  £4,  which  proved  his  former 
statement,  that  the  class  to  whom  this 
Bill  proposed  to  give  the  franchise  out- 
numbered the  class  which  was  entitled 
to  it.  In  Drogheda  he  found  there  were 
twice  as  many  houses  rated  under  £4  as 
above  it,  and  in  many  other  towns  the 
proportions  closely  approximated  to  the 
same  ratio.  The  figures  adduced  a  few 
nights  ago  in  the  discussion  on  education 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon  Play- 
fair),  though  unpleasant  to  him  as  an 
Irishman,  bore  out  his  present  argument. 
The  hon.  Member  was  proceeding  to 
quote  these  figures,  when 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  roee  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether  it 
was  regular  for  the  hon.  Member  to 
quote  a  speech  delivered  in  that  House 
during  the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  If  the  hon.  Member 
is  only  referring  to  a  speech  he  is  not 
out  of  Order. 
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Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  But  the 
hon.  Member  is  quoting  passages  from 
a  speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Edinburgh 
in  the  course  of  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  the  hon.  Member 
is  quoting  passages  from  a  speech  deli- 
vered in  the  House  in  the  present  Session 
he  is  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  said,  he  was  not 
quoting  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Edin- 
burgh. He  was  only  referring  to  certain 
figures  made  use  of  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  which  were  already  in  the 
possession  of  the  House.  It  appeared 
from  those  figures  that  the  average  edu- 
cational standard  in  Ireland  was,  un- 
happily, very  much  lower  than  that  of 
England  or  Scotland,  and  this  amount 
of  ignorance  was  predominant  in  the 
class  which  it  was  now  proposed  to  en- 
franchise. There  were  32  per  cent  of  the 
population  who  could  not  write,  and  in 
parts  of  the  West  80  per  cent.  They 
might  presume  that  there  was  some  con- 
nection between  their  ignorance  and 
their  love  of  peace  and  order.  He  need 
not  refer  the  House  to  the  voting  at  the 
Dublin  Election  on  the  day  when  the 
candidate  was  elected  who  pledged  him- 
self to  support  law  and  order.  Some 
philosophic  Liberals  had  told  them 
that  it  was  better  even  anarchy  should 
occur  in  Ireland  than  that  any  princi- 
ple of  their  creed  should  be  infringed. 
Universal  suffrage  was  part  of  this 
creed,  and  they  would  extend  it  to  Ire- 
land, whether  she  was  fitted  to  receive  it 
or  not.  He  most  certainly  objected  to 
the  country  in  which  he  Hved  and  had 
his  property  being  sacrificed  by  such 
means  to  Liberal  principles,  if  hon. 
Members  would  put  theory  aside  and 
look  practically  at  the  real  position  of 
the  Irish  representation  he  did  not  think 
they  would  find  any  practical  grievance. 
The  Nationalist  Party,  which  had  been 
founded  on  ignorance,  and  built  up  by 
agitation,  was  not  it  adequately  repre- 
sented in  that  House  ?  The  class  best 
fitted  for  public  life,  which  had  education 
and  property — was  that  class  over-repre- 
sented f  This  was  more  than  an  Irish 
question ;  and  he  thought  hon.  Members 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  would  say 
that  the  despatch  of  Public  Business 
was  not  likely  to  be  facilitated  by  an 
increase  to  the  strength  of  the  Party 
which  admitted  that  their  object  was  to 
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obstruct  all  legislation.  He  believed 
there  were  some  Irish  Members  on  the 
Government  side  of  the  House  who  were 
not  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  They  were 
afraid  they  were  too  moderate  for  their 
constituents.  Let  the  House  and  the 
Government  remember  that  they  had 
had  no  lack  of  warning  of  the  effect  to 
them  of  passing  such  a  Bill  as  this, 
even  from  the  Party  who  had  now  intro- 
duced it,  and  he  thought  they  would 
support  the  Amendment  which  he  now 
proposed. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  ont  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'^  it  is  inexpedient,  in  the  present  unsettled  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  to  introduce  any  measure 
making  large  changes  in  the  present  Irish  Par- 
liamentary Franchise,"--(lfr.  Mulhollandf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN  said,  that  at  an- 
other time  of  the  day  he  might  have 
spoken  at  some  length  on  the  subject. 
That  he  should  support  the  main  object 
of  the  Bill  would  appear  to  be  only 
consistent  with  his  former  votes  and 
speeches ;  but,  looking  critically  at  the 
construction  of  the  Bill,  he  found  in  it 
certain  things  about  which  he  had  sug- 
gestions to  make.  There  was  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  Bill  was  an  extremely 
effective  and  effectual  Bill,  and  that  it 
was  for  the  purpose  of  doing  for  the 
Irish  boroughs  what  was  done  for  the 
English  and  Scottish  boroughs  by  the 
legislation  of  1867  and  1868.  But  he 
was  afraid,  for  certain  reasons  which 
might  almost  be  called  historical,  the 
machinery  of  the  Bill  was  in  some  re- 
spects rather  clumsy.  The  late  Lord 
Beaconsfield  found  it  necessary  to  abolish 
compound  householding  in  England,  and 
yet  the  very  first  thing  the  succeeding 
Government  found  themselves  bound  to 
do  was  to  set  it  up  again.  It  was  rather 
singular,  and  in  some  respects  almost 
grotesque,  that  this  Bill  should  imitate 
the  beginning  of  this  remarkable  pro- 
ceeding, which  in  Ireland  was  com- 
pletely unnecessary.  The  occupier  under 
this  Bill  who  was  not  rated  now  was  to 
be  rated ;  but  the  landlord  was  to  pay. 
He  thought  it  would  have  been  better 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced 
it  to  have  brought  in  a  simpler  measure, 
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enacting  that  every  houseboldery  with 
rateable  premises,  should  have  the  fran- 
chise,  proyided  that  he  or  the  landlord 
paid  the  rates.     He  listened  with  great 
interest  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Downpatrick  (Mr.  MulhoUand), 
although  it  failed  to  carry  conviction 
with  it.     He  used  the  old,  and,  at  the 
time  it  was  first  used,  the  potent  argu- 
ment against  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise that  a  man  who  was  content  to 
live  in  a  house  below  a  certain  rental  or 
rating  proved  himself  not  entitled  to  the 
vote,  and  that  by  thrift  he  ought  to  be 
able  to  get  a  house  at  a  figure  that 
would  qualify  him.  That  was  the  famous 
argument  that  Lord  Sherbrooke  carried 
still  further.     He  actually  went  so  far 
as  to  calculate  the  number  of  pots  of 
beer  the  man  would  have  to  deny  him- 
self in  order  to  raise  his  qualification 
from  £6  or  £7  to  £10.     But  a  man 
should  select  his  house  for    no    other 
reason  than  because  it  was  the  house 
which  seemed  best  for  him  to  live  in, 
and,  once  they  admitted  that  argument, 
it  carried  them  very  far  indeed.     If  once 
they  were  to  allow  the  consideration  of 
obtaining  a  vote  to    enter  into    their 
choice  of  one    sort  of  property  or  an- 
other, thejr  really  opened  the  road  to 
^^ggot  voting,  for    lagg^t  voting  con- 
sisted of  obtaining  property  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  the  franchise.  In  Scot- 
land, immediately  after  the  Eeform  Bill 
was  passed,  and  just  prior  to  the  first 
Election  after  it,  there  were  very  great 
doubts,  indeed,  whether  or  not  occupiers 
under  £4  had  a  vote.     In  a  constitu- 
ency he  knew  very  well  the  doubt  was 
thrown  on  their  privilege  at  a  very  late 
period,   and   therefore    one    saw    very 
clearly  the  difference  of  class  between 
the  man  below  £4  and  the  man  above 
£4.     There    was    very    g^eat    distress 
among  this  class,  as  to  whether  they 
could  put  in  their  claim  in  time  for  the 
Begistration  Oourt,  and  he  remembered 
seeing  600  or  700  of  them  in  one  hall, 
writing  out  their  claims  at  the    same 
time ;  and  it  would  have  been  quite  im- 
possible for  anyone  to  choose  oetween 
that  class  and  the  class  of  their  own  rank 
and  occupation,  who  lived  in  working 
men's  houses  above  £4,  and  to  say  which 
of  them  was  more  to  be  trusted  to  ezer* 
cise  the  franchise.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Downpatrick  said  tJiis  was  not  a 
practical  grievance,  and  argued  against 
excluding  any  class  from  representation. 
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The  question  of  the  representation  of 
the  dasses   was   very  interesting    and 
important,  and  there  had  been  many 
methods  put  forward    for  representing 
classes;  but,  in  his  opinion,   the  very 
worst  was  that  which  proposed  to  restrict 
the  franchise   over    a   whole    country. 
What  they  did  in  that  way  ought  to  be 
done  directly,  not  indirecUy ;  and  as  to 
this  not  being  a  practical  grievance,  he 
thought  it  was  the  very  greatest  griev- 
ance that  existed.    He  could  conceive  no 
greater  grievance  than  that  of  depriving 
a  man  of  the  privilege  of  a  citizen — ^those 
privileges  which  were  considered  to  be 
the  privileges  of  a  citizen  in  the  ordi- 
nary public  opinion  of  the  country  at  the 
time.     He  was  not  a  theorist  in  political 
matters,  and  was  very  willing  to  hold  by 
the  general  opinion  of  his  countrymen 
at  the  time.     The  general  opinion  of 
the  country  was  that  a  householder  in  a 
borough  ought  to  have  a  vote,  and  that 
was  the  reason  why  the  Government 
supported  this  Bill,  and  why  the  GK>- 
vernment  intended  to  introduce  a  Be- 
gistration Bill.     The  general  opinion  of 
the  country  at  large,   as  indicated  by 
statute,    was    in    this    direction — that 
every  means  should  be  taken  for  carry- 
ing out  that  wish  in  every  particular. 
Some   slight  allusions  had  been  made 
to  the  general  policy  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment.    That  policy  he  did  not  wish 
to  reiterate  at  this  moment.     It  was  a 
policy  which  was  not  very  palatable  to  a 
good  many  Members  of  the  House ;  but 
it  had  been  carefully  considered,  and  the 
Government  were  determined  to  stand 
by  it.     But  the  very  keynote  of  that 
policy  was  equality  between  England 
and  Ireland,  and  the  desire,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  amalgamate  the  two  coun- 
tries.    If  he  were  in  Office  for  a  year  or 
two  more  he  should  probably  show  some 
means  by  which  the  Government  would 
try  to  carry  out  that  policy,  which  would 
not  be  much  in  favour  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  supported  this  Bill.     But  they 
were  not  going  to  blow  hot  and  cold 
with  the  same  mouth ;  and  in  this  case 
the  Government  were  quite  persuaded 
that  if  this  measure  was   being  con- 
sidered for  the  first  time,  it  would  be 
their  duty,  in  consequence  of  the  de- 
clarations which    had   been   made  by 
Members  of  the  Government  inside  and 
outside  the  House,  to  support  the  Bill. 
But  the  Government  did  not  approach 
this  question  for  the  first  time.     Four 
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times  in  the  course  of  last  Parliament 
the  Liberal  Party,  which  was  then  in 
Opposition,   supported    the    Bill    as  a 
whole ;  and,  if  he  recollected  right,  thej 
supported  it  before  the  Liberal  Party, 
as  a  whole,  had  been  convinced  of  the 
propriety  of  extending  household  suf- 
frage to  the  counties.    They  took  up 
the  question  heartily,  and  he  could  not 
conceive  any  more  demoralizing  spectacle 
than  their  abandoning  it  now.    They 
would  have  either  to  confess  that  be- 
tween  1874  and  1878  they  had  com- 
pletely and   thoroughly  mistaken    the 
nriethods  by  which  Ireland  ought  to  be 
governed,  or  they  would  have  to  make 
the  still  more  demoralizing  and  unfortu- 
nate confession  that  a  Party  had  a  right 
to  ignore  in  Office  those  pledges  it  had 
made  in  Opposition.    But  to  that  con- 
fession the  Gfovemment  could  never  con- 
sent.    They  were  quite  convinced  that 
the  evils  which  existed  in  Ireland  would 
in  no  sense  be  increased,  but,   as  he 
thought,  would  in  the  long  run  be  mini- 
mised by  this  extension  of  the  franchise, 
and,  above  all,  as  expressing  the  desire 
of  this  country  to  g^ve  to  Ireland  the 
same  rights  as  were  enjoyed  by  England 
and  Scotland ;  and  on  these  considera- 
tions the  Government  would  support  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  had  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  not 
only  with  regret,  but  with  some  feelings 
of  surprise.  He  could  quite  understand 
the  force  of  the  considerations  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  chiefly 
relied  at  the  close  of  his  speech  had  this 
measure  been  brought  forward  at  another 
time  and  under  different  circumstances. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking 
in  reply  to  an  Amendment  which  did 
not  go  directly  to  the  repudiation  of  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  but  which  advised 
the  House  that,  imder  the  present  cir- 
cumstances, it  would  not  be  wise  to  pass 
its  second  reading ;  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  declarations  which 
he  and  his  Party  made  under  wholly  dif- 
ferent circumstances,  and  on  those  de* 
clarations  alone  he  founded  his  reason 
for  supporting  the  present  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  also  have 
recalled  some  of  these  expressions  which 
he  and  his  Friends  had  more  recently 
uttered  as  to  the  seriousness  of  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Ireland,  and  the  de- 
sirability of  avoiding,  as  much  as  pos- 
nblei  the  introduction  of  any  matters 


calculated  to  create  further  disturbance 
in  that  country.  He  (Mr.  Plunket)  pro- 
tested altogether  againstpressing  such 
a  measure  as  this  on  the  House  of  Oom« 
mens  in  the  circumstances  in  which  it 
was  brought  forward .    How  had  it  been 
brought  forward  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oarlow  (Mr.  Dawson)  had  posed  himself 
as  the  immediate  successor  of  Lord  John 
Bussell  in  making  a  great  Constitutional 
change  in  the    country.     But  it  was 
brought  forward  when  there  was  only  an 
hour  and  a-half  left  on  a  Wednesday 
to  discuss  the  whole  matter,  and  at  a 
time  when  the  Chief  Secretary  told  them 
it  was  impossible  to  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion of  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  and 
far  less  of  its  provisions.  It  was  brought 
forward  at  a  time  when,  if  a  division 
were  taken,  it  could  not  be  said  to  repre- 
sent in  any  serious  manner  the  opinion 
of  the  House  or  the  country.    In  his 
judgment,  it  was  unwise  to  deal  with 
such  a  matter  in  this  fragmentary  man- 
ner.   As  regarded  the  general  question 
of  reform,  indeed,  this  was  only  a  small 
measure ;  but,  nevertheless,  as  had  been 
shown  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Downpatrick  (Mr.  Mulholland),  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  utterly  over- 
whelming the  present  representation  of 
boroughs  in  Ir^and.  It  was  well  known 
that  in  Ireland  there  was  a  very  large 
dass  of  the  population  who  did  not  agree 
with  the  views  of  those  who  called  them- 
selves the  Nationalist  Party,  and  yet  the 
effect  of  such  a  fragmentary  measure  as 
this  would  be  wholly  to  absorb  their  in- 
terests in  those  of  that  Party.  He  was  not 
arguing  that  there  ought  to  be  no  change 
in  the  representative  system ;  but  what 
he  maintained  was  that  such  an  impor- 
tant matter  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  a 
wide  view,  and  on  a  broad  and  reliable 
basis,  and  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  dis- 
franchise some  of  the  most  important 
classes  of  the  people  in  Ireland.    If  this 
Bill  were  brought  forward  as  part  of  a 
scheme  which  treated  also  of  the  question 
of  representation  in  the  counties  com- 
bined with  a  measure  for  the  re-distri- 
bution of  seats,  a  plan  might  be  devised 
which  would  preserve  some  substantial 
representation  in  that  House,  of  the  large 
and  important  class  who  possessed  wealth 
and  education,  and  who,  he  thought,  the 
Chief  Secretary  himself  had  in  view  when 
he  spoke  of  a  grater  as  well  as  a  lesser 
Ireland.  Inde^,  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing during  the  time  the  Chief  Secretary 
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was  speaking  that  he  was  saying  inter- 
nally— *  *  Save  me  from  my  friends.    What 
was  the  duty  of  the  Goyernment  with 
regard  to  the  alteration  of  the  borough 
franchise  in  Ireland  ?    If  the  Bill  were 
now  carried  they  would  have  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  for  the  first  time  that  a 
Bill  should  be  read  the  second  time  on 
a  Wednesday,  when  there  was  no  time  to 
debate  its  principles,  and  it  was  a  mon- 
strous and  preposterous  thing  that  such 
an  attempt  idiould  be  made.    It  was  true 
that  the  Goyernment  had  supported  the 
Bill  in  Opposition,  and  they  had  done 
many  other  things,  when  in  Opposition, 
which  he  belieyed  they  since  found  had 
left  them   an  unenyiable  inheritance; 
but'  the  matter  in  question  was  consi- 
dered so  important  uiat  it  was  the  one 
Irish  Bill  mey  considered  sufficient  to 
bring  forward  in  the  Queen's  Speech  at 
the  beginning  of  1880.    He  would  like 
to  know  whether  the  Goyernment  were 
now  prepared  themselves  to  introduce 
such  a  measure  ?    If  not,   were  they 
justified  in  supporting  private  Members 
who  brought  forward  a  Bill  which  they 
had  formerly  thought  of  such  import- 
ance ?   Did  the  Government  imagine  the 
Bill  was  going  through  without  opposi- 
tion?   Again,  it  was  perfectly  certain 
that  if  it  were  passed  in  the  present  state 
of  the  country  it  would  tend  to  increase 
the  influence  and  advance  the  purposes 
of  Members  below  the  Gangway  ;  and, 
for  that  reason  also,  he  agreed  with  his 
hon.   Friend   who    had   proposed    the 
Amendment,  and  he  felt  that  the  Go- 
vernment in  their  hearts  must  be  sensible 
that  it  was  not  wise  to  carry  such  a 
Bill  in  the  present  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land.   The  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  speaking  lately 
on   a  kindred  subject,    said   it  would 
be  madness  for  them  to  volunteer  to 
Ireland  the  gift  of  more  extended  local 
self-government   unless    they  received 
from  the  Bepresentatives  of  .the  Irish 
people  some  assurance  that  it  would  not 
be  used  for  the  purposes  of  agitation  and 
of  weakening  tne  power  and  authority 
of  the  Gt)vemment  of  the  Empire.  Every 
word  of  that  declaration  applied  with 
equal  force  to  the  proposal  now  before 
the  House.    He  would  ask  whether  the 
Government  thought  the  result  of  the  late 
election  at  Mallow  tended  to  strengthen 
their  position  or  to  support  their  autho- 
rity in  Ireland  ?    At  that  election  the 
liaw  Officer  sent  to  represent  the  Govem- 
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ment  even  under  the  present  franchise 
—such  was  the  state  of  the  country — 
had  been  rejected,  and  there  was  a  total 
reversal  of  the  verdict  which  that  con- 
stituency had  given  a  few  years  pre- 
viously. Was  it  desirable  to  turn  every 
borough  in  Ireland  into  a  constituency, 
not  only  as  liable,  but  much  more  liable, 
to  the  influences  which  had  been  at  work 
in  Mallow  ?  The  grounds  upon  which 
he  intended  to  support  the  Amendment 
were,   in   the  flrst  place,    because  the 

E resent  was  not  a  time  when  it  would 
e  well  to  introduce  into  Irish  politics  a 
fresh  element  of  excitement.  In  the 
second  place,  its  immediate  effect  would 
be  to  strengthen,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  influence  and  power  of  that  poli- 
tical Party  in  Ireland  with  which 
the  present  Government  had  had  so 
much  difficulty  in  dealing  lately.  The 
Leaders  of  &at  Party  in  the  House 
did  not  attempt  any  concealment  of 
the  use  they  would  make  of  every  op- 
portunity given  them.  They  said  dis- 
tinctly that  if  they  got  local  self- 
government,  or  anything  of  the  kind, 
they  would  use  it  as  a  leverage  to  con- 
solidate their  power  and  advance  the 
movement  in  which  they  were  engaged. 
That  was  a  very  natural  desire  on  the 
part  of  those  Gentlemen,  because  it 
would  be  a  personal  benefit  to  them, 
and  because  they  felt  it  would  g^reatly 
increase  their  power.  They  must  de- 
cide the  matter  on  the  reasons  which 
commended  themselves  to  their  common 
sense,  and  which  were  used  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  in  the  speech  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred ;  and  it  must  be  plain  to  all  that 
whether  a  measure  of  local  self-govern- 
ment be  g^od  or  bad  in  itself,  or  the  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise  be  good  or  bad, 
the  present  was  a  time  when  it  was  not 
wise,  either  for  the  interests  of  Ireland 
or  for  the  safety  of  the  State,  to  push  it 
forward.  What  were  the  ultimate  pur- 
poses for  which  such  a  measure  as  this 
would  be  used  ?  It  would  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  advancing  the  cause  of  Home 
Eule,  which  was  described  by  many  per- 
sons as  an  innocent  and  Constitutional 
movement.  It  had  been  described  in 
various  ways  by  the  hon.  Membnr  tot 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) ;  but  he 
would  venture  to  remind  the  House  that 
on  a  recent  occasion  the  hon.  Member 
was  challenged  to  deny  the  accuracy  of 
the  words  he  was  reported  to  have  used 
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in  a  speech  delivered  in  America,  in 
which  he  pointed  out  that  the  ultimate 
object  of  the  moyement  would  not  be 
obtained  until  the  entire  separation  of 
Ireland  from  England  was  obtained. 
[Mr.  Parnell  :  No,  no !]  It  was  easy 
to  say  '*  No,  no !  "  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  never  answered  that  challenge. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  a  few  months  ago,  refer- 
ring to  the  topic  of  Home  Eule,  said 
that  the  ingenious  theories  of  the  late 
Mr.  Butt  had  now  faded  away,  and  the 
real  aim  of  the  Home  Eule  Party  ap- 
peared to  be  the  establishment  of  a 
separate,  and,  perhaps,  a  hostile  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  He  founded  himself 
on  that  view  expressed  seriously  and 
authoritatively  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  appealed  to  the  House,  under  the 
existing  circumstances,  not  to  assent  to 
the  pressing  forward  of  the  measure. 
The  agitation  of  it  could  have  no  other 
effect  than  to  introduce  an  element  of 
disturbance  into  Irish  politics,  and  it  was 
inadequate  for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
professed  to  be  proposed.  It  would  do  a 
g^eat  injustice  to  most  important  classes 
in  Ireland — those  loyal  classes  on  whom 
they  had  to  depend — and  could  have  no 
other  effect  than  to  increase  the  power  of 
those  who  were  aiming  at  the  disastrous 
objects  which  the  Secretarjr  of  State  for 
War  himself  had  so  well  described. 

Colonel  KENQ-HAEMAN  said,  the 
lesson  he  had  learnt  from  the  past  two 
months  in  Ireland  had  been  that  there 
was  a  decided  feeling  among  the  larger 
portion  of  the  people  that  it  was  expedient 
to  return  to  law  and  order.  The  con- 
stituency of  the  Metropolitan  County  of 
Ireland  had  sent  him  to  Parliament  only 
the  other  day  with  this  one  message — 
that  law  and  order  in  that  country  were  to 
be  maintained  at  any  cost.  The  paramount 
wish  of  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish 
people  now  was — '*  Give  us  rest.'*  They 
desired  rest  from  misrule,  rest  from  the 
disorders  brought  about  by  concession  to 
unscrupulous  agitation.  The  Govern- 
ment knew  that  rest  was  necessary,  if 
pecu^e  and  order  were  to  be  restored  in 
Ireland  ;  and  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  his 
speech  at  Hawick,  had  promised  that 
they  should  be  sustained  in  security  and 
peace.  It  was,  therefore,  with  great 
surprise  and  regret  that  he  had  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
that  day  that  l^e  Government  were  about 
to  countenance  a  renewal  of  unrest  and 


agitation.  They  knew  for  whom  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  in  the  bo- 
roughs of  Ireland  was  sought,  and  they 
knew  they  were  not  the  mends  of  law 
and  order.  But  the  Chief  Secretary  did 
not  touch  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Downpatrick  (Mr.  Mulhol- 
land). 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  ad- 
journed till  To-nwrrow. 

MOTIONS. 


OOUNTY  OOTTET  JUDGES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  Bill  to  enable 
County  Court  Judges  to  render  assistance  in 
the  transaction  of  Civil  and  Criminal  bunness 
at  the  Assizes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Hastings,  Sir  Eardlbt  Wilmot,  and  Mr. 
Hindi  Palmbb. 

WlprumtedyKnA  read  thefirst  time.  [Bill  112.] 

BIYEBS  OOKSSBYANOT  Ain>  FLOODS 
FREYENTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bodson,  Bill  to  make  pxo- 
Tision  for  the  Conservancy  of  Rivers,  Preven- 
tion of  Floods,  and  other  matters  relating 
thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dod- 
soN,  Sir  Chablks  Dilki,  and  Mr.  Hibbbbt. 

'RiUlpresenUdfiSi^TeaA  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 13.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutee 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOBDS, 
Thursday,  Bth  March,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JVr«<  Beading^ 
Contempts  of  Court  (16);  Medical  Act 
Amendment*  (16). 

Seeond  Heading — Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Order  (Limerick  Waterworks)* 

(3). 
Second  Beading — Committee  negatived — Consoli- 
dated Fund,  &c.  (Permanent  Charges   Re- 
demption) Act  (1873)  Amendment*  (13). 

METROPOLITAN  DISTRICT  RAILWAlf- 
VENTILATORS  ON  THE  THAMES 
EMBANKMENT.— NOTICE. 

Thb  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  gave 
Notice  that,  on  Monday  next,  he  would 
call  attention  to  the  ventilators  now 
being  erected  by  the  Metropolitan  Dia- 
trict  Eailway  Company  on  the  Victoria 
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Embankment  and  in  Westminster ;  and 
moye — 

"That  the  eyidence  taken  in  1879  by  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Metropolitan  and 
Metropolitan  District  Hallways  (City  Lines 
Extension)  Bill,  and  in  1881  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Metropolitan  I>istrict  Hailway 
Bill,  and  also  the  report  of  the  prooeedinp^  of 
those  Committees,  so  far  as  they  respectively 
relate  to  the  subject  of  ventilators,  be  printed 
and  circulated." 

NAVY— DOCK  ACCOMMODATION  AT 
MALTA.— QUESTION. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  tlie  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  site  of  the  proposed  first-class  dock 
at  Malta  has  heen  decided  on ;  and 
whether  he  will  lay  on  the  Tahle  the 
reports  of  the  engineers  and  other  pub- 
lic officers  on  this  subject  ? 

The  Eabl  of  NOETHBEOOK,  in 
reply,  said,  that  the  Director  of  Works 
at  the  Admiralty  was  sent  some  time 
ago  to  Malta,  to  report  upon  the  site 
of  a  new  dock  which  was  to  be  con- 
structed there.  He  had  returned  to  this 
country,  but  had  not  yet  sent  in  his 
Eeport ;  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
could  give  no  assurance  that  the  Eeport 
would  be  laid  before  Parliament.  As 
to  the  other  Question,  as  the  Eeport  re- 
ferred to  had  not  been  received,  it  would 
be  premature  to  give  any  information 
as  to  the  plan  wluch  would  be  carried 
out. 

CONTEMPTS  OP  COURT  BILL. 

BILL  PBBSENTKD.      FIRST  BEADINO. 

Thb  LOED  CHANOELLOE  said, 
that  before  stating  to  their  Lordships  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  the  Govern- 
ment to  think  it  their  duty  to  lay  a  mea- 
sure on  the  Table  of  the  House  to 
amend  the  law  with  respect  to  Con- 
tempts of  Oourt,  it  would  be  right  for 
him  to  make  some  preliminary  observa- 
tions as  to  the  present  state  of  the  law 
on  that  subject.  Speaking  first  of  the 
Courts  of  Civil  and  Criminal  Jurisdiction 
in  England  and  Ireland — for  this  Bill 
was  not  to  extend  to  Scotland,  though,  if 
it  passed,  it  might  be  proper  to  pass  for 
Scotland  a  measure  founded  on  the  same 
principle — he  might  divide  contempts 
generally  into  two  distinct  classes.  The 
first  class  were  contempts  of  the  Court 
itself,  not  consisting  in  disobedience  to 
ito  orders,  and  these  might  be  committed 
either    by  persons  who  were  entirely 
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strangers  to  any  proceedings  pending, 
or  by  persons  who  were  parties  to  those 
proceedings.    The  other  class  of  con- 
tempts consisted  of  disobedience  to  the 
orders  of  a  Court,  and  was  necessarily 
confined  to  the  parties  to  proceedings 
before  the  Court.     The  first  class  of 
contempts,    not    consisting    of   disobe- 
dience to  orders  of  the  Oourt,  might  be 
sub-divided  into  two  kinds — first,  those 
taking  place  in  the  face  of  the  Court, 
as  by  some  insult  offered  by  some  per- 
son present  to  the  presiding  Judge,  or 
by  some  interruption  of  the  proceedings 
making    interference    necessary;    and, 
secondly,  into  contempts  not  committed 
in  the  face  of  the  Court,  but  outside,  by 
proceedings  calculated  to  obstruct  or  in- 
terfere with,  or  improperly  prejudice,  the 
administration  of  justice  in  proceedings 
pending  before  the  Court.     Proceedings 
taken  by  Courts  to  vindicate  themselves 
against  both  these  descriptions  of  con- 
tempt were  strictly  and  necessarily  penal, 
though  they  had  also  for  their  object  the 
deterring  others  from  committing  the  like 
offences.  There  was,  however,  a  distinc- 
tion between  these  two  kinds  of  contempt 
which  might  be  committed  either  by  par- 
ties or  strangers  to  proceedings — namely, 
that  all  Courts  of  Eecord,  Inferior  as  well 
as  Superior,  had  power,  by  reasonable 
fine  and  reasonable  imprisonment — and 
in  the  case  of  Inferior  Courts,  doubtless, 
subject  to  revision — to  punish  oontempts 
committed  in  face  of  the  Court ;  but  In- 
ferior Courts  had  no  power  to  punish 
contempts   committed   elsewhere.    The 
Superior  Courts,   on  the  other    hand, 
had  power  to  punish  contempts  of  that 
class  committed  elsewhere,  as  well  as 
those  committed  in  face  of  the  Court. 
The  punishment  for  those  oontempts  of 
both  kinds  was  by  fine  or  imprisonment, 
or  both.     The  law  did  not  u  any  limit 
to  the  power  of  the  Courts  in  the  inflic- 
tion of  these  punishments.    As  he  had 
already  stated,   the  power  of  punish- 
ment by  Inferior  Courts  was  Bubject  to 
supervision  ;  but  Superior  Courts  were 
not  subject  to  any  similar  superintend- 
ence.   Although,  doubtless,  the  Judica- 
ture Acts  had  made  all  orders  of  the 
High  Court  subject  to  appeal,  yet  it  had 
never  been  the  practice  to  appeal  against 
orders  of  that  description.     Ke  had  now 
shortly  stated  the  law  as  to  contempts  of 
Courts  of  Criminaland  Civil  JurisdictioB. 
Before  speaking  of  Ecclesiastical  Courts, 
he  would  revert  to  the  class  of  contempts 
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committed  by  persons  against  whom 
orders  had  been  made,  and  who  had  dis- 
obeyed those  orders.  The  object  of 
punishing  contempts  of  that  class  was 
partly  penal  and  partly  to  compel  obe- 
dience to  the  orders  of  the  Court.  As 
cases  of  this  class  conld  not  arise  in 
Oourts  purely  Oriminal,  but  only  in 
Courts  of  Civil  Jurisdiction,  the  power 
of  punishment  in  those  cases  was  by  im- 
prisonment only,  and  not  by  fine.  With 
respect  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  they 
had  no  direct  power  to  punish  any  con- 
tempts whatever ;  but  contempts  of  both 
the  principal  classes  he  had  indicated, 
both  those  committed  in  face  of  the 
Oourt,  which  disturbed  the  proceedings 
of  the  Court,  and  those  which  consisted 
in  disobedience  to  orders  made,  were 
dealt  with  by  statute.  The  first  of 
the  Statutes  now  in  force  upon  that 
subject  was  passed  in  the  53ra  year  of 
George  HI.  It  was  therein  provided 
that  when  an  Ecclesiastical  Court  de- 
clared a  party  to  be  contumacious  or  in 
contempt,  the  fact  should  be  certified 
to  the  Queen  in  Chancery,  and  then 
there  issued  out  of  Chancery  a  Writ 
called  d€  eoniumaee  eapt$ndo,  under  which 
the  contumacious  or  contemptuous  party 
was  committed  to  prison;  a  form  of 
order  being  prescribed  by  the  Statute 
under  which  he  was  to  remain  in  prison 
until  he  submitted  to  the  Court,  or 
something  to  that  effect.  The  Statute 
contained  no  provisions  either  as  to 
any  fixed  term  of  imprisonment,  or  as 
to  any  means  of  putting  an  end  to  it 
if  the  party  did  not  submit  himself  to 
the  autnority  of  the  Court.  Their  Lord- 
ehips  were  well  aware  that  a  case  had 
recently  arisen  which  directed  attention 
to  that  subject.  The  offender  was  a 
clergyman  who  would  not  obey  the 
orders  of  an  Ecclesiastical  Court,  and 
was  committed  to  prison.  There  he  re- 
znained  for  a  considerable  time.  The 
duration  of  that  imprisonment,  coupled 
with  a  general  feeling  that  imprison- 
ment was  not  the  best  or  most  proper 
way  to  compel  obedience  to  orders  of 
that  sort,  haa  led  to  the  formation  of  the 
opinion,  shared  by  persons  of  very  diffe- 
rent views,  that  it  was  not  desirable  that 
the  law  should  be  left  in  the  state  in 
which  that  case  proved  it  to  be.  In 
point  of  fact,  as  the  House  was  proba- 
bly aware,  there  was  some  difficulty  in 
getting  that  gentleman  out  of  prison, 
even  when  he  had  suffered  the  final  and 


more  efficacious  punishment  of  depriva- 
tion of  his  benefice  by  virtue  of  the 
Statute  Law.  Great  difficulties  were  felt 
as  to  how  he  could  be  got  out  of  prison 
unless  the  persons  who  had  promoted 
the  suit  were  willing  to  come  forward  and 
ask  for  his  release,  or  unless  he  himself 
submitted  to  the  authority  of  the  Court. 
Neither  event  occurred,  and  it  was  only 
by  the  intervention  of  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese  that  the  Judge  was  able  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  contempt  was 
purged,  and  thereupon  to  direct  the 
prisoner's  release.  Otherwise,  there  was 
no  knowing  how  much  longer  he  might 
have  continued  in  prison.  That  was  a 
state  of  things  that  had  been  felt  to  be 
highly  unsatisfactory.  The  Government 
had  been  unwilling  to  separate  the  con- 
sideration of  the  case  of  ecclesiastical 
contempts  from  the  consideration  of  the 
subject  of  contempt  of  Court  generally. 
To  deprive  Courts  of  the  power  of 
punishing  contempts  would  be  impos- 
sible. Judges  must  have  the  power 
of  summarily  vindicating  their  autho- 
rity; but  it  did  not  follow  that  the 
power  should  be  indefinite  and  under 
no  legal  regulations.  He  should  be  the 
last  person  to  pass  adverse  criticisms 
upon  the  manner  in  which  the  Judges 
had  exercised  the .  powers  whjch  the 
law  had  vested  in  them. .  When  they 
had  exercised  the  particular  power 
under  consideration,  they  had  done  so 
from  a  sense  of  dutv,  and  under  the  pres- 
sure of  grave  public  necessity.  But  it 
was  strictly  consistent  with  the  confidence 
which  he  felt,  generally,  in  their  judgment 
to  point  out  that  serious  inconveniences 
mi^ht  arise  from  the  want  of  landmarks 
laid  down  by  law  with  regard  to  the 
measure  of  punishment,  however  clear 
the  offence  might  be.  The  jurisdiction 
in  matters  of  contempt  was  in  its  nature 
a  penal  jurisdiction,  and  depended  very 
much  on  the  discretion  of  Judges.  It 
was  exercised  summarily,  and  in  a 
manner  which  was  entirely  exceptional. 
It  was  impossible  not  to  see  that  a 
jurisdiction  of  that  kind  was  liable  from 
time  to  time  to  provoke  censure  which, 
though  it  might  be  entirely  unmerited, 
could  not  be  met  and  answered  by  the 
distinguished  public  servants  who  were 
the  subjects  of  attack.  They  could  not 
vindicate  their  conduct;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  Public  Service  that  they  should  be 
unnecessarily  exposed,  in  the  discharge  of 
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their  duties,  to  audi  criticism.  The  oon- 
siderations  to  which  he  had  drawn  atten- 
tion appeared  to  apply  with  additional 
force,  when  it  was  remembered  that 
the  power  of  committing  for  contempt 
might  he  exercised  by  eyery  single 
Judge  of  the  Superior  Courts,  and  within 
narrower  limits  oy  the  Judges  of  Inferior 
Courts.  There  was  yet  another  reason 
for  legislation.  A  Judge,  even  if  he 
pronounced  a  sentence  which  might  be 
severe,  by  no  means  wished  to  be  more 
severe  than  was  necessary,  and  would 
willingly  diminish  the  severity  of  the 
sentence  upon  the  submission  of  the 
offending  party.  Orders  of  imprison- 
ment for  contempt  were  genenuly  in- 
definite, it  being  expected  that  the 
offender  would  make  some  apology  or 
amends.  But  there  were  men  so  ob- 
stinate that  they  would  never  make 
submission.  They  liked  playing  the 
part  of  martyrs  before  any  audience, 
however  limited ;  and  they  would  prefer 
to  remain  in  prison  for  an  indefinite 
time  rather  than  submit  themselves 
to  the  law.  In  such  cases  thoughtless 
people  were  apt  to  censure  the  Judges. 
Ana  when  the  contempt  consisted  in 
disobedience  to  the  orders  of  a  Court, 
the  obstinacy  of  the  offending  party 
might  totirelj  prevent  that  which  was 
the  main  object  of  the  punishment — 
namely,  to  enforce  obedience  to  the 
order  of  the  Court.  The  offender  had 
the  power  by  his  obstinacy  of  still 
rendering  the  order  ineffectual.  If, 
therefore,  their  Lordships,  while  limiting 
the  power  of  imprisonment,  could  at  the 
same  time  provide  some  better  means  of 
enforcing  the  orders  of  the  Court,  they 
would  undoubtedly  be  doing  a  good 
thing.  The  Government  wished  to  pass 
a  measure  which  should  be  applicable, 
as  far  as  its  limiting  provisions  went,  to 
all  the  Courts.  They  proposed  to  limit 
the  operation  of  every  sentence  for  con- 
tempt to  a  period  not  exceeding  three 
months.  If  no  period  should  be  named 
in  the  sentence,  its  operation  would  ex- 
pire in  three  months.  The  power  of 
fining  was  to  be  limited  to  a  maximum 
of  £500.  He  had  felt  that  it  mi^ht 
appear  to  some  that  three  months'  im- 
prisonment was  too  little ;  but  the  pro- 
vision had  been  fenced  and  guarded  in 
various  ways,  and  if,  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  first  term  of  three  months, 
there  was  any  further  continuance  of  the 
act  constituting  the  contempt,  or  any 
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repetition  of  it,  then  the  Court  would 
have  power  to  continue  the  imprisonment 
as  if  the  act  were  a  new  and  original 
offence,  and  could  again  exercise  its 
penal  authority.  It  had  been  sug- 
gested that  there  might  be  cases  of  such 
aggravated  contempt  as  to  make  the 
maximum  punishment  proposed  by  the 
Bill  inadequate  for  the  offence ;  but  if 
any  such  aggravated  case  occurred  in 
the  Superior  Courts,  the  Judge  would  be 
justified  in  laying  on  the  fine  of  £500, 
and  three  months'  imprisonment  might, 
at  the  same  time,  be  imposed ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  any  of  their  Lordships 
would  think  that  was  a  light  punishment. 
He  thought  the  authority  of  the  Court 
would  be  maintained  by  means  of  these 
maximum  punishments,  which  might,  if 
it  were  really  necessary,  be  repeated 
from  time  to  time  as  often  as  the  offence 
was  committed.  The  provisions  of  the 
Bill  which  would  effect  the  changes 
which  he  had,  so  far,  explained  were 
applicable  to  Civil,  Criminal,  and  Eccle- 
siastical Courts.  But  there  were  other 
provisions  applicable  only  to  the  Civil 
and  Ecclesiastical  Courts.  Their  object 
was  to  enable  those  Courts  to  secure 
obedience  to  their  own  orders  by  other 
means  than  imprisonment.  The  first 
case  contemplated  was  that  of  a  wilful 
breach  of  an  injunction  granted  by 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  to  prevent 
what  might  cause  serious  and,  per- 
haps, in  some  cases  irreparable  damage 
to  the  parties  concerned!.  He  proposed 
that  in  such  a  case,  in  addition  to  the 
Penal  Clauses,  where  a  private  person 
suffered  damage  from  contempt,  the 
Court  should  summarily  assess  the 
damage,  and  make  the  offender  liable. 
It  was  also  provided  that  where  there 
was  a  continued  wilful  breach  of  the 
injunction,  the  Court  might,  after  the 
first  term  of  imprisonment  was  at  an 
end,  treat  the  offence  as  continued  until 
satisfaction  or  full  compensation  had 
been  made.  As  to  orders  for  money 
payments,  the  Court  would  have  the 
power  of  enforcing  those  payments  by 
sequestration,  and  even  by  bankruptcy. 
He  proposed  also  to  give  the  Court 
power  to  make  vesting  orders  in  the 
same  way  as  was  now  provided  under 
the  Trustee  Acts,  in  any  cases  to  which 
those  Acts  did  not  already  apply.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  delivery  up  of  docu- 
ments or  chattels,  a  receiver  or  seques- 
trator mi^ht  be  ordered  to  do  that  instead 
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of  the  parties.  As  to  wilful  disobedience 
of  certfdn  officers,  civil  or  ecclesiastical, 
to  the  order  of  any  Court,  he  proposed 
that  the  Oourt  should  haye  power  to  fix, 
and  from  time  to  time  enlarge,  for  any 
sufficient  cause,  a  time  within  which 
obedience  was  to  be  rendered,  on  pain  of 
deprivation  of  office,  and  if  within  the 
time  so  limited  the  order  should  not  be 
complied  with,  then  the  office  should  be 
forfeited  as  if  the  holder  were  dead.  But 
no  order  of  that  kind  should  take  effect 
pending  an  appeal,  and  it  was  only  to 
apply  to  individual  holders  of  offices, 
and  not  to  the  members  of  an  aggre- 
gate body.  There  would  be  an  excep- 
tion from  the  whole  Act  of  one  particu- 
lar class  of  cases  which  stood  on  peculiar 
grounds — the  case  of  wards  of  Court, 
seduced,  or  married  without  consent  of 
Court.  These  were  cases  which  could 
never  be  dealt  with  except  by  powers 
capable  of  being  exercised  according  to 
circumstances  in  a  strictly  penal  way, 
and  it  might  be  dangerous  to  limit  the 
period  of  imprisonment  to  three  months. 
From  the  best  consideration  he  could  give 
to  the  matter,  he  had  thought  it  wisest 
to  leave  that  jurisdiction  exactly  as  it 
was,  and  to  except  these  cases  entirely 
from  the  Bill.  It  was  only  necessary  to 
add  that  the  offices  which  were  to  be 
liable  to  deprivation  for  contempt  of 
Court  were  to  be  the  following.  Any 
offices  relating  to  or  connected  with  the 
administration  of  justice,  below  the  rank 
of  Judges  of  the  High  Courts,  which 
were  held  for  life  or  during  good  beha- 
viour ;  also  all  municipal  or  other  offices, 
not  being  offices  held  oy  the  pleasure  of 
the  Crown,  which  were  charged  with  the 
performance  of  public  duties;  also  all 
ecclesiastical  preferments  and  offices 
Bubiect  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  ordinary 
ecclesiastical  Courts.  Having,  as  he 
hoped,  sufficiently  explained  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  Bill  was  founded,  he 
would  now  ask  their  Lordships  to  g^ve 
it  a  first  reading. 

Bill  to  amend  the  law  as  to  Contempts 
of  Court — Presented  (The  Lokd  Chan- 

OSLiLOB). 

The  Eabl  of  BELMOEE  said,  that 
reference  had  'been  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Green.  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  commuted  or  miti- 
gated sentences  on  prisoners  by  an  ezer- 
qiae  of  the  Boyal  Prerogative  of  mercy. 


He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  by  what  law,  or  by  what  principle 
of  law,  the  Secretary  of  State  in  that  • 
case  was  deprived  of  the  power  to  release 
Mr.  Oreen  from  prison  ? 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  Crown  had  been  advised  that, 
though  it  had  an  undoubted  power 
to  pardon  criminal  and  ecclesiastical 
offences,  yet  that  mere  contempt  of 
Court  did  not  come  within  that  power. 
No  authority,  that  he  was  aware  of, 
could  be  found  for  the  exercise  of  any 
such  prerogative.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  so  long  as  the  party  guilty 
of  the  contempt  persisted  in  his  offence, 
and  was  unwuling  to  g^ve  any  promise 
of  obedience,  there  would  be  a  difficulty 
in  the  exercise  of  such  a  prerogative, 
even  if  it  were  clearly  established. 

VisoouNT  CRANBROOK  inquired 
whether  there  was  any  provision  for  the 
remission  of  the  sentence  except  in  cases 
of  submission  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  replied 
that  there  was  express  provision  in  the 
Bill  in  regard  to  that  matter. 

Bill  read  1*;  axidto  he  printed.  (No.  15.) 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL- 
USE  OF  DYNAMITE  BY  THE  BOERS. 

QUESTION.       OBSBBVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDEELEY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  How  it  was  that  the  British 
Besident  at  Pretoria  had  not  reported 
the  facts  mentioned  in  the  newspaper 
"  DeVolksstem,"  Pretoria,  2nd  December 
1882,  of  the  great  destruction  of  Kaffirs 
in  a  cave  by  dynamite  during  an  attack 
on  the  Chief  Mapoch  towards  the  end 
of  Noyember  last  r  This  Chief  Mapoch 
had  rendered  important  service  to  Liord 
Wolseley  in  his  campaign  against  Seco- 
coeni.  A  letter  published  in  the  Folks- 
stem,  dated  Middleburg,  November  27, 
steted  that  it  was  supposed  that  as  many 
as  50  Kaffirs  had  been  killed  by  the  ex- 
plosion of  the  dynamite,  and  the  fact 
that  women  and  children  had  been  blown 
up  in  an  attack  on  the  Chief  Mapoch 
had  been  stated  in  recent  telegrams. 
The  Volksstem  stated  that  the  Boer  Com- 
mandant who  was  directing  this  bar- 
barity had  been  shot  through  the  head 
whilst  looking  into  the  cave.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  was  unfortu- 
nate that  the  noble  Earl  had  recently 
said  that  he  saw  little  difference  be- 
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tween  the  use  of  gunpowder  and  dyna- 
mite in  military  operations.  No  doubt 
the  noble  Earl  had  not  intei^ded  more 
than  to  express  his  just  horror  of  war, 
but  what  had  fallen  from  him  would 
be  misinterpreted.  There  was  a  legi- 
timate use  and  an  illegitimate  use  of 
gunpowder  in  war ;  and  to  have  blown 
up  a  cave  full  of  men,  women,  and 
children  with  gunpowder,  would  have 
been  as  bad  as  to  have  done  this  with 
dynamite.  The  reputation  of  General 
Pelissier  never  recovered  from  his  act  of 
destroying  men,  women,  and  children 
in  a  cave  in  Algeria  by  sufifocating  them 
with  smoke.  The  use  of  dynamite  ought 
not  to  have  received  what  might  be  re- 
presented as  encouragement,  because  it 
was  not  true  that  all  means  of  destruc- 
tion were  legitimate  in  warfare ;  for 
though  the  Brussels  Conference  on  the 
laws  of  war  had  not  succeeded  in  its 
objects,  some  of  which  would  have  been 
to  the  advantage  of  the  great  and  the 
disadvantage  of  small  States,  yet  a  gene- 
ral consensus  had  been  established 
against  using  explosive  bullets  or  poison- 
ing wells.  If  the  use  of  dynamite  were 
to  be  tolerated  in  warfare,  especially  for 
the  indiscriminate  destruction  of  women 
and  children  as  well  as*of  combatants, 
men's  minds  would  be  still  more  per- 
verted, and  a  greater  number  would  be 
found  ready  to  join  in  the  plots  of 
Nihilist  and  Fenian  miscreants.  As 
telegrams  to  the  Cape  cost  as  much  as 
98.  a  word,  the  noble  EarPs  recent 
speech  would  probably  have  been  very 
much  cut  down,  and  reduced,  perhaps,  to 
a  statement  that  he  saw  no  harm  in  the 
Boers  using  dynamite.  He  therefore 
hoped  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  would 
reconsider  what  he  had  said  a  few  days 
ago,  and  prevent  the  mischief  which 
might  arise  from  its  being  supposed, 
most  certainly  quite  erroneously,  that  he 
was  indifferent  to  such  horrible  cruelty. 
This  question  had  now  assumed  much 
greater  importance  since  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister's statement  that  dynamite  had 
been  used  in  warfare  by  British  officers 
in  South  Africa,  and  care  should  be 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  if  dynamite  be  issued  to  the  Army, 
it  be  only  used  for  legitimate  purposes, 
and  not  as  recently  used  by  the  Boen. 

The  Eakl  of  DERBY  said,  he  had 
not  thought  that  the  very  obvious  and 
harmless  remark  which  he  had  made 
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would  have  been  open  to  so  much  mis- 
construction. He  was  not  sorry  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  given  him  the  oppor- 
tunity, not  of  explaining  his  previous 
utterances,  for  they  required  no  expla- 
nation, but  of  remin<ung  their  Lord- 
ships as  to  what  he  had  really  said.  He 
had  been  questioned  as  to  the  use  of 
dynamite  by  the  Boers  in  their  opera- 
tions against  Mapoch.  He  had  answered 
that  he  had  no  official  knowledge  as  to 
such  an  occurrence,  and  had  incidentally 
added  that  if  military  operations  were 
to  be  carried  on  he  did  not  see  that  the 
use  of  dynamite  was  necessarily  more  ob- 
jectionable than  the  use  of  gunpowder. 
He  still  was  of  that  opinion.  Mining,  he 
presumed,  was  an  ordinary  operation  of 
war ;  and  it  was  impossible  to  draw  any 
moral  distinction  between  explosions 
produced  by  dynamite  and  by  gun- 
powder. He  spoke,  however,  only  of 
the  legitimate  operations  of  war,  and  in 
answer  to  a  Question  in  which  not  one 
word  was  said  of  the  massacre  of  women 
and  children  and  non-combatants.  The 
remark  had  simply  been  evoked  by  the 
fact  that  the  Question  put  by  his  noble 
Friend  on  the  occasion  to  which  he  re- 
ferred seemed  to  assume  that  the  use  of 
dynamite  in  war  was  not  permissible. 
With  respect  to  the  allegation  now  made 
by  his  noble  Friend  on  the  authority 
of  a  Dutch  paper,  he  could  only  say 
that  he  had  again  searched  through  the 
Papers  at  the  Colonial  Office  in  order  to 
see  whether  he  had  been  strictly  acxni- 
rate  in  saying  that  they  had  no  record  of 
any  such  transactions  as  those  referred 
to,  and  he  found  that  they  had  no  such 
record.  But,  as  the  matter  had  been 
alluded  to  in  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  had  telegraphed  to  the  Cape 
inquiring  whether  anything  was  known 
on  the  subject  by  the  authorities  there ; 
and  until  some  information  was  received 
that  could  be  relied  upon,  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  that  their  Lordships 
should  suspend  their  judgment  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  allegation.  He  had  only  to 
add  that  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  issue 
instructions  to  British  officers  as  to  the 
use  of  dynamite  in  warfare ;  but  he 
was  confident  that  British  officers  would 
never  conduct  their  operations  so  as  to 
inflict  unnecessary  suffering. 

YisooTTKT  CBANBBOOK  said,  he  was 
not  going  to  interpose  in  this  inquiry 
as  to  the  justifiable  use  of  explosives ; 
but,  having  gone  through  the  yezy  un- 
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pleasant  reading  of  Papers  relating  to 
the  TransYaal,  he  desired  to  give  Notice 
that  he  should  draw  attention  to  them 
at  an  earlj  date. 

ITEDIOAL  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  the  consolidation  and  amendment 
of  the  Law  relating  to  Medical  Practitioners 
— Was  pretented  by  the  Lobd  Privy  Seal; 
read  1*.    (No.  16.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 
past  Ten  o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thursday,  %th  March,  1883. 


MIKUTES.l— Supply— wwMiVfertfrf  in  Committte 
— Civil  Sb&viceb  and  Rbvbnub  Bbpaht- 
mmts  (supplbmentaby  estimates,  1882-3) 
— Class  II. — Sala&ies  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  Departments;  Class  III. — Law   and 

JCSTICB. 

Ruolutiont  [March  5]  reported, 
Peivatb  Bills  {fiy   Order)— Second  Heading — 

Bristol   and    London    and    Bouth    Western 

Junction     Railway ;      King^ton-upon-Hull 

Docks. 
Public  Bills — Ordered— First  Heading — Land 

Drainage  Provisional  Order*  [114]. 
84eond  Reading — Isle  of  Man  (Harbours)  [101] ; 

Borough  Franchise    (Ireland)     [22],    debate 

fwrth^r  adfoumed, 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


BRISTOL   AND  LONDON    AND    SOUTH 
WESTERN  JUNCTION  RAILWAY 
BILL  (6y  Order), 

SEOOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Itfotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Dodds). 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  he 
had  placed  upon  the  Paper  a  Notice  for 
the  rejection  of  this  Bill ;  but  he  was 
always  yer^  reluctant  to  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  a  Priyate  Bill.  The 
circumstances  of  this  case,  however, 
were  very  exceptional ;  and  if  the  Bill 
had  remained  in  its  original  position,  it 
would  hare  been  most  desirable  that  the 
House,  as  a  whole,  should  have  pro- 
nounced an  opinion  upon  it.  The  Bill, 
as  presented  to  Parliament,  proposed  to 
go  on  a  high  embankment  very  near 


Stonehenge,  cutting  diagonally  across 
both  the  Avenue  and  the  Oursus.  He 
need  hardly  say  that  these  ancient  re« 
mains  were  of  a  peculiar  character  and 
quite  unique.  Stonehenge  and  Avebury 
were  the  two  grandest  monuments  of 
their  kind  in  the  world.  He  was  not 
sure  that  the  vibration  of  the  trains 
might  not  have  shaken  down  the  trili- 
thons;  but,  at  any  rate,  the  Avenue 
and  the  Gursus  would  be  destroyed,  and 
the  whole  aspect  of  this  solemn  and 
mysterious  scene  irreparably  destroyed. 
Moreover,  it  was  quite  unnecessary.  It 
was  quite  as  easy  to  carry  the  line  a 
little  to  the  north.  It  would  be  as 
direct,  and  presented  no  engineering  or 
other  difficulties.  The  fact  was  that 
the  engineers  had  not  g^ven  a  thought 
to  the  matter.  When  one  of  the  pro- 
moters was  remonstrated  with  on  this 
act  of  Vandalism,  he  replied  that  they 
did  not  propose  to  take  down  Stone- 
henge itself;  that  the  Avenue  was 
merely  a  bank  and  a  ditch ;  and,  as  for 
the  Oursus,  that  **  though  it  might  once 
have  served  as  an  ancient  British  race- 
course, all  he  could  say  was  that  it  was 
quite  out  of  repair,  and  of  no  use  what- 
ever now."  However,  the  promoters 
had  now  agreed  to  abandon  that  parti- 
cular piece  of  their  line,  and  to  g^  a 
little  further  to  the  north.  They  there- 
fore proposed  to  ask  Parliament  to  sanc- 
tion another  line,  which,  while  it  would 
be  quite  as  direct,  and  would  present 
no  engineering  difficulties,  would  spare 
both  the  Avenue  and  the  Cursus.  It 
would  be  a  mile  from  Stonehenge,  and 
only  visible  at  one  point  which  the  Com- 
pany had  agreed  to  plant,  so  that  it 
would  interfere  as  little  as  might  be 
with  the  general  features  of  the  spot. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  did  not 
feel  justified  in  opposing  the  second 
reading,  although  he  confessed  that  he 
could  not  but  regret  the  construction  of  a 
line  through  that  particular  district.  He 
was  assured  that  tne  vibration  could  not, 
at  the  distance  now  proposed,  endanger 
Stonehenge  ;  but  he  hoped  that  the 
Committee  would  satisfy  uiemselves  on 
that  point.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
promoters  would  honourably  carry  out 
the  undertaking  which  they  had  given 
him ;  but,  of  course,  if  there  should  be 
any  objection  to  the  Bill  when  it  came 
back  from  Committee,  although  he  did 
not  for  a  moment  anticipate  that  there 
would  be,  he  trusted  the  House  would 
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permit  him  to  call  its  attention  to  the 
matter  again,  and  to  oppose  the  Bill  on 
the  third  reading. 

Mr.  KENNAED  said,  that,  as  his 
name  also  appeared  on  the  Paper  in  op* 
position  to  the  Bill,  he  desired  to  say 
that  his  sole  motive  in  the  course  he  had 
taken  was  that  which  had  been  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock).  But 
after  the  undertaking  which  had  been 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  line 
would  be  so  deviated  as  to  preserve  the 
integrity  of  these  ancient  monuments, 
he  did  not  feel  inclined  to  ask  the  House 
to  dissent  from  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  would  therefore  with- 
draw his  opposition. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com' 
milted. 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL  DOCKS  BILL 

[by  OriUr), 

8E0OND  BEADI170. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  J)odde.) 

Ma.  C.  WILSON  said,  he  had  given 
Notice  of  opposition  to  this  Bill,  be- 
cause it  appeared  to  him  not  only  an 
unnecessary  Bill,  but  also  a  highly  ob- 
jectionable Bill.  It  was  brought  in  by 
the  Hull  Docks  Company  for  the  pur- 
pose of  cancelling  powers  that  had  been 
given  to  the  Corporation  of  Hull  to  take 
the  Docks  upon  trust.  It  was  also  in- 
tended to  give  power  to  the  Hull  Docks 
Company  to  enclose  the  Dock  Quays, 
to  build  and  employ  steamers,  tugs, 
and  lighters;  and  it  contained  further 
powers  of  a  most  important  character. 
The  Corporation  of  Hull  had  petitioned 
against  the  Bill.  The  merchants,  ship- 
owners, lighter-owners,  and  others,  had 
also  petitioned  against  it.  He  knew 
that  in  dividing  the  House  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  an  objection 
would  be  raised  that  he  was  taking  a 
somewhat  unusual  course ;  but  his  ob- 
jections to  the  Bill  were  of  the  strongest 
possible  character.  The  Bill  proposed, 
as  he  said,  to  enable  the  Dock  Company 
to  fence  off  and  enclose  the  Dock  Quays 
situate  in  the  very  heart  of  the  densely 
populated  town,  and  it  would  deprive 
the  public  of  their  rights  of  way  over 
the  same.     He  objected  to  the  Bill  not 
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only  from  a  commercial,  but  from  a 
sanitary  point  of  view.  But  he  was 
told  by  his  friends  that  these  and  other 
matters  were  points  which  ought  to  be 
left  for  the  decision  of  a  Committee  up- 
stairs, who  would  take  into  consideration 
all  the  allegations  contained  in  the  Pe- 
titions which  had  been  lodged  against 
the  Bill.  Therefore,  under  the  circum- 
stances, and  acting  by  the  advice  of  his 
friends,  he  did  not  think  that,  at  the 
present  stage  of  the  Bill,  he  should  be 
warranted  in  carrying  his  opposition  to 
it  to  a  division.  He  would  content  him- 
self with  having  stated  some  of  the 
objections  to  the  Bill  without  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  rejected. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed, 

QUESTIONS. 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  PARLIAMENTARY 

PAPERS. 

Mb.  BUXTON  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has  been  able 
to  make  any  arrangements,  as  promised 
by  him  last  Session,  for  the  better  and 
more  economical  distribution  to  Mem- 
bers of  Parliamentary  papers ;  when  he 
will  be  able  to  carry  out  the  scheme  for 
such  distribution  which  has  been  pro- 

S3sed  by  the  Controller  of  the  Stationery 
ffice,  and  which  was  considered  by  the 
joint  Committee  of  the  Lords  and  Com- 
mons in  1881  to  be  not  unworthy  of 
adoption ;  and,  whether  the  Committee 
appointed  to  revise  the  Promulgation 
List  has  yet  reported,  and  when  such 
Eepoft  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  :  Sir,  the  adoption 
of  the  scheme  of  distribution  pronounced 
by  the  Joint  Committee  to  be  not  un- 
worthy of  adoption  lies  with  the  House, 
and  not  with  the  Government.  I  have 
made  inquiries,  as  promised  last  Session ; 
but  I  think  the  sense  of  the  House  may, 
perhaps,  best  be  gathered  when  the 
Stationery  Vote  comes  under  discussion. 
As  regards  the  Promulgation  list,  I  am 
glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  the  Com- 
mittee, having  received  nearly  all  the 
information  it  requires,  hopes  to  be  able 
to  report  in  about  two  months. 


SCOTLAND- THE  SKYE  CROFTERS. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
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xnent,  If  lie  can  state  generally  the  sub- 
jects proposed  to  be  submitted  to  tbe 
Commission  about  to  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  alleged  grievances  of 
the  Crofters,  the  area  over  which  the 
proposed  inquiry  will  extend,  viz.,  what 
counties  and  islands  will  be  included  ? 

LoBD  COLIN  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Qovemment  to  direct  that 
the  Boyal  Commission  about  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  population  of  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  shall  take  into  consideration  the 
questions  of  giving  State  aid  in  extend- 
ing telegraphic  comnsiunication  in  con- 
nection with  the  fisheries,  in  the  im- 
provement or  construction  of  necessary 
harbours,  the  erection  of  piers,  and  in 
other  matters  affecting  the  welfare  of 
the  population  dependent  on  the  fisheries 
in  the  West  and  North- West  of  Scot- 
land? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  The  inquiry  will  be  directed 
generally  to  the  condition  of  the  Crofters 
in  the  North  and  West  of  Scotland  and 
the  Islands,  without  specifying  particular 
matters,  and  will  naturally  embrace  all 
the  elements  entering  into  or  affecting 
their  condition. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  :  Will  the  Lord 
Advocate  give  to  the  House  the  names 
of  the  genti  emen  composing  the  Commis- 
sion before  it  receives  the  Koyal  Assent  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
finve  them  at  present. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE :  U  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  not  i^le 
to  give  them,  I  will  repeat  my  Question 
to  the  Home  Secretary  to-morrow. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  pro- 
posed to  lay  on  the  Table  the  informa- 
tion which  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  reference  to  the  desti- 
tution that  existed. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  intend  to  do  so. 


ARMY— THE  ARMOURED  TRAIN  AT 
ALEXANDRIA. 

Eabl  PERCY  asked  the  Secretazy  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  received 
any  Report  of  the  mounting  and  firing 
of  a  12-ton  gun  on  a  Railway  truck  on 
the  dOth  of  September  last  at  Alexandria; 
whether  the  result  of  the  experiment  was 


j  satisfactory ;  and,  whether  he  proposes 
to  further  test  it  ? 

Mb.  brand  :  I  have  to  state,  Sir,  on 
behalf  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
that  a  Report  was  received  at  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  copies  of  it  were  forwarded 
by  the  Admiralty  to  the  War  Office.  The 
Report  stated  that  the  gun  had  been 
fired  mounted  on  a  railway  truck,  and 
that  the  results  of  the  firing  had  been 
satisfactory.  As  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  mounting  a  gun  under  similar 
circumstances,  it  is  not  considered  that 
any  further  tests  are  necessary. 

CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND— FREE  AND 
APPROPRIATED  SITTINGS  IN 
CHURCHES— ALTERATION  OF  A 
PARLIAMENTARY  PAPER. 

Mb.  a.  grey  asked  the  Right  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  University,  If  he  is 
aware  of  the  important  alteration  in  the 
form  of  the  Return  made  to  an  order  of 
the  House  at  his  instance  on  August 
22nd  1881,  in  continuation  of  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  433,  of  Session 
1870;  whetner  he  will  state  to  the 
House  the  reason  why,  under  his  Re- 
turn, the  church  accommodation  of  each 
church  is  arranged  under  the  heading  of 
"Pews"  and  "Free  or  Appropriated 
Seats,"  instead  of  "Pews"  and  "Free 
Seats,"  as  in  the  former  Return;  and, 
whether  he  will  move  for  an  amended 
Return,  in  which  the  word  "  Free  " 
may  be  allowed  once  more  to  have  a 
meaning  ? 

SiB  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY :  Sir,  I  was 
not  aware  of  the  alteration  in  the  form 
of  the  Return.  The  change,  which  only 
affects  a  portion  of  the  Return,  was 
made  by  the  experienced  officials  who 
prepared  it  with  a  view  to  make  it  more 
exact  and  in  accordance  with  the  facts. 
Under  the  Church  Building  Acts  the 
Commissioners  are  required,  when  they 
fix  a  scale  of  pew-rents,  to  set  apart  a 
seat  holding  six  persons  for  the  minister's 
family,  and  another  holding  four  for  his 
servants — as  regards  money  such  seats 
are  free,  but  they  are  appropriated.  The 
total  number  of  sittings  under  this  column 
is  16,987.  Of  this  total,  only  634  are 
appropriated.  As  to  the  other  heading 
of  the  Return,  the  Commissioners  are 
not  required  by  statute  to  appropriate, 
and  do  not  appropriate  any  sittings,  and 
no  such  heading  appeared.  I  scarcely 
think,  after  this  explanation,  any  further 
Return  can  be  required ;  but  if  desired 
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by  the  hon.  Gentleman  it  can  be  bad  if 
moved  for  by  him. 

Mb.  a.  obey  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  appropriation  of 
seats  by  the  clergyman  was  not  dis- 
tinctly prohibited  by  the  Church  Build- 
ing Acts  ?  

Sib  JOHN  E.  MOWBRAY :  On  the 
contrary,  such  seats  are  expressly  pro- 
Tided  for  in  the  Acts. 

EAST  INDIA- CODE  OF  CRIMINAL  PRO- 
CEDURE  (NATIVE  JURISDICTION 
OVER  BRITISH  SUBJECTS). 

Mb.  MAOFARLANE  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  is 
true  that  a  number  of  Native  gentlemen 
are  exempted  from  personal  appearance 
in  the  Courts  of  Law  in  India  and  all 
women  above  a  certain  rank  ;  if  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Re- 
turn showing  the  total  number  of  per- 
sonal and  other  exemptions ;  and,  if,  in 
the  event  of  the  Bill  subjecting  Europeans 
to  trial  by  Native  magistrates  becoming 
Law,  he  will  urge  upon  the  Qovernment 
of  India  the  propriety  of  abolishing  all 
class  distinctions  and  anomalies  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  Sir,  women  who, 
according  to  Native  ideas,  ought  not  to 
be  seen  in  public,  are  exempt  from  per- 
sonal appearance  in  the  Civil  Courts. 
Their  evidence  is  either  taken  by  Com- 
mission or  they  are  brought  into  Court 
and  examined  in  palanquins.  They  are 
not  exempt  from  arrest  in  execution  of 
civil  process  nor  upon  a  criminal  charge. 
Local  Governments  may,  by  notification 
in  The  OazetCe,  exempt  from  personal 
appearance  in  the  Civil  Courts  any  man 
whose  rank  they  consider  entitles  him  to 
the  privilege.  But  those  who  claim  this 
privilege  are  liable  for  the  costs  of  the 
Commission  under  which  their  evidence 
is  taken.  In  criminal  matters  men  enjoy 
no  privilege  except  that  those  exempted 
from  personal  appearance  in  Civil  Courts 
do  not  serve  as  jurors  or  assessors.  The 
India  Office  is  unable  to  furnish  the 
Return  asked  for ;  and,  should  the  Bill 
referred  to  become  law,  Government  has 
no  intention  of  making  the  changes 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  MACFARLANE  :  WiU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  return  ? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CROSS :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  formulates  the  Return  he  wants  I 
shall  be  in  abetter  position  to  answer 
the  Question. 

Sir  John  It.  Mowbray 


AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— PORTUGAL 
AND  THE  CONGO. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AffairSi  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Ck>- 
vemment  has  any  information  about  an 
expedition,  consisting  of  seven  ships  of 
war,  which  is  being  prepared  by  the 
Portuguese  Qovemment,  and  is  intended 
to  sail  in  the  course  of  this  month,  with 
instructions  to  occupy  the  entire  coast 
from  Ambriz  to  Landan  Chinchoxa, 
North  of  the  Congo  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  g^ve  in- 
structions to  the  Officer  in  command  of 
the  British  Squadron  on  the  West  Ooast 
to  prevent  such  an  occupation  of  land, 
which  has  hitherto  been  neutral,  to  the 
detriment  of  British  trade;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government,  before 
concluding  any  Treaty  which  sanctions 
annexation,  by  any  European  Power,  of 
territory  on  or  adjacent  to  the  Congo, 
will  afford  an  opportunity  to  the  House 
of  expressing  its  opinion  on  the  advisa- 
bility of  concluding  such  Treaty  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  PITZMAURICE : 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Lisbon 
was  recently  informed  by  the  Portuguese 
Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  answer 
to  an  inquiry  made  by  him,  that  no  such 
force  was  being  prepared,  and  that 
while  the  negotiations  with  this  country 
were  pending  no  ships  would  be  de- 
spatched to  the  West  Coast.  As  regards 
the  last  portion  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  I  hope  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  entering  more  fully  into  the  subject 
upon  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Jacob 
Bright). 

Mb.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affaira, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  has  for  many  years 
past  refused  to  acknowledge  the  daims 
of  Portugal  to  the  territory  north  and 
south  of  the  Congo;  whether  Papers 
will  be  produced  showing  what  the  atti- 
tude of  this  Country  has  been,  with  re- 
gard to  this  question,  for  the  past 
seventy  years;  and,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Foreign  Minister,  Lord  Claren- 
don, wrote  as  follows  to  the  Portuguese 
Minister  in  London  in  1853 : — 

"  It  is  therefore  both  manifett  and  notorioos 
that  the  African  tribes  who  i^iabit  the  coast 
line  claimed  by  Portugal,  between  b^  12'  aad 
8**  S.  latitude,  are  in  reality  independent,  and 
that   the   right   acquired  by  Portugal,  from 
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priority  of  diBCOvery,  at  the  end  of  the  fifteenth 
century,  haa  for  a  long  time  heen  suffered  to 
lapee,  owing  to  the  Portuguese  GoTomment  not 
haying  occupied  the  Country  so  discovered.  In 
the  presence  of  those  facts,  the  undersigned 
must  repeat  the  declaration  of  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment,  that  the  interests  of  commerce 
imperatively  required  it  to  maintain  the  right 
of  unrestricted  intercourse  with  that  part  of 
the  coast  of  Western  Africa  extending  between 
6*  12'  and  the  8th  degree  S.  latitude  P  " 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZ  MAURICE  : 
It  is  the  fact,  Sir,  that  the  Enfflisli  Oo- 
yemment  have  not  acknowledged  the 
claims  of  Portugal  to  the  territory  in 
question.  The  quotation  from  Lord 
Clarendon's  despatch,  which  was  laid 
before  Parliament  with  tlie  Slave  Trade 
Correspondence  in  1854,  is  substantially 
accurate.  Full  information  as  to  the 
attitude  of  this  country  is  to  be  found 
in  the  annual  series  of  Slave  Trade 
Correspondence  laid  from  time  to  time 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  further 
Papers  will  be  presented  to  Parliament 
in  regard  to  the  present  negotiation. 

Mb.  BOURKE  inquired  whether  the 
Papers  would  contain  a  recapitulation  of 
Papers  that  had  already  been  presented, 
showing  the  attitude  of  this  country  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE 
said,  the  Papers  would  relate  principally 
to  the  present  negotiations,  out  would, 
no  doubt,  contain  other  matters  also. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  FKENCH 
EXPEDITION  TO  THE  CONGO. 

Mb.  BOURKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  a  Bill  has  been  introduced 
into  the  French  Assembly  providing  M. 
de  Brazza  with  a  considerable  amount 
of  war  material  for  an  expedition  to  the 
Congo ;  and,  whether  he  will  state  the 
condition  of  affairs  upon  this  subject 
and  lay  Papers  upon  the  Table  with  re- 
gard to  it  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
Sir,  a  Bill  was  brought  into  the  Cham- 
ber of  Deputies  on  the  21st  of  February 
to  confirm  a  Presidential  decree  grant- 
ing^ for  the  use  of  the  De  Brazza  expedi- 
tion a  large  quantity  of  arms  in  store  of 
different  models  out  of  use  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  The  Papers  referring  to  the 
Bubject  will  be  laid  before  the  House 
with  the  Correspondence. 

EGYPT  (RE-ORaANIZATION)— THE 
CADASTRAL  SURVEY. 

Mb.  PASSMORE  EDWARDS  asked 
tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 


Affairs,  Whether  he  will  state  the  num- 
ber of  acres  definitely  surveyed  by  the 
Egyptian  Land  Revenue  Survey  Depart- 
ment, with  a  staff  of  one  hundred  and 
eleven  European  officers  established  un- 
der Sir  A.  Colvin  in  February  1879,  and 
the  aggregate  expenses  incurred  by  the 
Department,  including  the  salaries  of  the 
officers;  and,  whether  the  said  Survey 
Department  was  considered  successful ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment intend  to  recommend  its  re- 
establishment  on  its  former  footing  and 
with  the  same  European  Officers  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Sir,  the  last  Report  of  the  work  of  the 
Egyptian  Cadastral  Survey  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Foreign  Office  supplies 
details  to  the  date  of   December  31, 

1881.  At  that  date  the  lands  apper- 
taining to  392  villages  had  been  under 
survey,  and  302,264  feddans  had  been 
completed.      On  the    1st  of  January, 

1882,  it  appears  that  5,223,000  feddans 
remained  to  be  surveyed,  which  it  was 
anticipated  would  be  executed  at  the 
rate  of  500,000  feddans  annually.  A 
sum  of  £70,000,  of  which  £59,000  re- 
presents salaries,  was  taken  for  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Cadastre  in  the  Budget  of 
1882.  From  the  Reports  which  have 
reached  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  from 
Egypt,  and  which  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament,  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  this  Department  of  the  Egyptian 
Government  will  require  thorough  re- 
organiEation. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— WORKHOUSES 
IN  DONEGAL. 

Mb.  SHAW  (for  Colonel  Colthurst) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can 
state  to  the  House  the  amount  of  work- 
house accommodation  now  available  in 
the  Unions  of  Glenties  and  Dunfanaghy, 
county  Donegal  ? 

Mb.  TRE VELYAN  :  There  is  vacant 
accommodation  in  Glenties  Workhouse 
for  about  280  persons,  and  in  Dun- 
fanaghy for  about  340;  but  the  exact 
number  who  could  be  admitted  would 
depend  upon  the  proportion  of  each 
class  requiring  relief. 

POOR  LAW— DEPORTATION  OF 
PAUPERS. 

Mb.  SHAW  (for  Colonel  Colthubst) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  he  proposes 
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to  introduce  a  measure  dealing  with 
Poor  Hemoval  on  the  lines  recommended 
by  the  Committee  of  1879;  and,  what 
action  does  he  propose  to  take  with 
reference  to  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  as  regarded  the  firsfc  part  of 
the  Question,  the  Government  could  not 
undertake,  having  regard  to  the  state  of 
Public  Business,  to  introduce  a  Bill  this 
Session ;  and  with  regard  to  the  Bill  on 
the  subject  now  before  the  House  he 
thought  the  Qovemment  could  more  ap- 
propriately state  their  intentions  on  the 
subject  on  the  second  reading  of  that 
Bill? 

CHELSEA  HOSPITAL— THE  DEPART- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE. 

Colonel  MILNE  HOME  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office, 
If  the  '  Departmental  Committee  ap- 
pointed about  a  year  ago  to  inquire  into 
matters  connected  with  Chelsea  Hospital 
has  concluded  its  Heport;  and  if  the 
Beport  will  be  presented  to  Parliament  ? 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER:  In  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Berwick,  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  administration  of  the  Royal  Hos- 
pitals, Chelsea  and  Kilmainham,  the 
Royal  Military  Asylum,  and  the  Royal 
Hibernian  Military  School,  has  concluded 
its  Report ;  but  the  replies  of  the  Go- 
verning Bodies  were  only  received  to- 
wards the  close  of  last  month.  They  are, 
together  with  the  Report,  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War ;  and  after  he 
has  considered  them,  he  will  probably 
bo  enabled  to  lay  the  Report  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE  —INTER- 
FERENCE OF  A  PEER  IN  ELECTIONS 
—LORD  CARRINGTON. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  report  in  the  "Bucks  Free 
Press  "  of  the  2nd  of  March,  of  a  meeting 
held  at  Wycombe  Abbey,  since  the  writ 
was  moved  for  the  borough  of  High 
Wycombe,  at  which  Lord  Carrington  was 
present ;  whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  there 
stated,  that 

'*A  meeting  of  notables  was  convened  at 
Wycombe  Abbey  to  discuss  the  position  of 
affairs,  and  invitations  were  sent  to  the  members 
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of  the  public  representative  bodies  of  the  town, 
namely,  the  Town  Council  and  School  Board, 
to  attend ; " 

and,  whether  such  interference  on  the 
part  of  a  Peer  of  the  realm  in  electioneer* 
ing  matters  is  in  accordance  with  con- 
stitutional usage  or  not  ?  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that,  some  additional  facts  hav- 
ing been  brought  to  his  attention  since 
he  had  put  the  foregoing  Questions  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  he  had  taken  the 
liberty  of  giving  the  Attorney  General 
private  Notice  of  the  following  Ques- 
tions:— 

"  Whether,  on  Tuesday,  the  27th  Febmaiy, 
a  placard  appeared  announcing  that  Colonel 
Carington  had  resigned ;  whether,  at  11  o'clock 
on  the  morning  of  that  day,  a  meeting — not  a 
general  meeting — was  held  at  Wycombe  Abbey, 
the  residence  of  Lord  Carrington,  of  certain 
electors  ;  whether  Lord  Carrington  was  present 
and  introduced  the  subject  of  tEe  resignation  of 
Colonel  Carington^  whether,  after  some  con- 
versation, Lora  Carrington  produced  a  letter 
from  his  pocket,  which  he  said  stated  that 
Colonel  Gerard  Smith  was  willing  to  become  a 
candidate  for  the  vacancy ;  whether  it  was  pro- 
posed and  seconded  that  that  Gentleman  should 
become  a  candidate:  whether  his  address  ap- 
peared next  morning ;  whether  Lord  Carrington 
was  not  Captain  of  the  Corps  of  Gentlemen-at- 
Arms ;  and  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  Colonel 
Gerard  Smith  was  lately  gazetted  to  the  office 
of  Groom  of  the  Chamber  to  Her  Majesty,  an 
office  which  he  would  have  to  resign  if  he  were 
not  returned  for  High  Wycombe  ; '' 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Heioiy  Jamss)  :  Sir,  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  define  with  any  legal  aioiuracy  the 
extent  to  which  a  Peer  may  constitu- 
tionally interfere  in  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  I  have  heard  rumours 
of  Peers  on  both  sides  subscribing  large 
sums  of  money  to  support  different  can- 
didates, and  of  their  being  present  at 
meetings  when  candidates  have  been 
selected ;  and  I  presume  that  those  Peers 
have  satisfied  themselves  that  they  were 
acting  with  propriety  and  constitutionally 
in  so  doing.  But,  Sir,  in  relation  to 
the  circumstances  mentioned  in  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question,  as  it  appears  on  the 
Paper — for  his  further  Question  only 
reached  me  some  five  minutes  ago — I  oan 
safely  say  that  if  it  should  appear  that 
LordOarrington,  not  after,  but  before  the 
issuing  of  the  Writ,  found  that  a  profound 
and  sincere  regret  was  entertained  by 
almost  every  elector  of  High  Wycombe  at 
the  prospect  of  losing  the  Parliamentaiy 
services  of  Oolonel  Oarington,  and  if, 
under  those  droumstances.  Lord  Car- 
rington thought  it  was  his  duty  to  afford 
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them  as  mucli  consolation  as  he  could  by 
explaining  to  them  the  reasons  which 
had  induced  Colonel  Carington  to  un- 
dertake the  duties  of  the  office  of  the 
Steward  of  the  Manor  of  Northstead — 
and  if,  having  done  so,  Lord  Garrington 
deprecated  any  resolution  being  taken  as 
to  any  future  candidate,  I  am  sure  that 
the  House  generally,  and  even  my  hon. 
Friend,  will  feel  that  the  noble  Lord 
acted,  not  only  within  his  Constitutional 
rights,  but  also  gave  another  and  valu- 
able proof  of  the  sympathetic  feeling 
existing  between  him  and  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  electors  of  High  Wycombe. 

EXCISE— BREWING  LICENCES. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will 
inform  the  House  how  many  brewing 
licences  were  last  year  taken  out  by  per- 
sons to  brew  who  paid  no  beer  Duty ;  and, 
whether  he  will  in  future  give  the  addi- 
tional information  in  the  Eetum  an- 
nually made  respecting  brewers  ? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childeks)  :  Sir,  the  num- 
ber of  brewing  licences  taken  out  last 
year  by  private  brewers  not  liable  to 
beer  duty  was  91,857.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Surrey  (Mr.  Watney),  who 
moves  annually  what  is  known  as  *'  The 
Brewer's  Return,"  will  include  in  his 
Motion  this  information,  the  figures  shall 
be  added  to  the  Heturn. 

INLAND  REVENUE— ENGLISH  AND 
SCOTCH  INCOME  TAX. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  was  aware 
that  a  Sufifblk  farmer,  who  paid  a  rent 
of  £500  a  year  for  a  farm,  subject  to  a 
tithe  of  £120  and  rates  of  £50  a  year, 
would  pay  an  income  tax  of  £7  6«.  lid. 
while  a  Midlothian  farmer,  holding  a 
farm  of  like  value,  and  subject  to  similar 
outgoings,  would  pay  but  £6  6«.  Sd. ; 
and,  whether  he  wUl  remedy  the  in- 
equality  of  the  former  thus  paying 
fifteen  per  cent,  more  than  the  Scotch 
farmer  by  reducing  the  tax  upon  the 
English  farmer  ? 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Childebs)  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  inform  him 
that  the  calculation  contained  in  his 
Question  is  substantially  correct.  Ever 
since  the  re-imposition  of  the  Income 
Tax  in  1842  it  has  been  the  theory  that 

YOL.  CCLXXVI.    [thibd  semes.] 


in  England  a  farmer's  profits  may  be 
reckoned  at  one-half  the  assessed  value 
of  his  farm,  and  in  Scotland  at  one-third. 
But  a  farmer  who  does  not  realize  the 
profits  assessed  may,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law,  appeal  to  the  district 
Commissioners  of  Income  Tax,  and,  on 
proof  to  their  satisfaction  of  loss,  he  can 
obtain  repayment. 

PRISONS      (IRELAND)   —  MULLINGAR 
GAOL— POLLUTION  OF  THE  BROSNA. 

Me.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  cause  ar- 
rangements to  be  made  by  the  proper 
authorities  in  Ireland  to  prevent  the 
continued  pollution  of  the  Brosna  Biver 
by  the  sewage  of  Mullingar  Gaol  ? 

Me.  TREVELTAN:  It  is  not  the 
case,  Sir,  that  the  pollution  of  the 
Brosna  river  is  caused  solely  or  princi- 

?ally  by  the  sewage  of  Mullingar  Prison, 
am  informed  that  the  whole  of  the 
town  sewage  is  discharged  into  the 
river,  and  that  the  town  sewers  enter  it 
at  a  point  above  the  discharge  of  the 
prison  sewer.  The  Prisons  Board  are 
most  anxious  to  make  a  better  arrange- 
ment, but  are  unable  at  present  to  do 
so  ;  but  whenever  the  town  sewerage  is 
completed,  the  Board  will  immediately 
take  steps  to  connect  the  prison  sewers 
with  it. 

NAVY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES. 

Me.  DIXON-HARTLAND  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he 
would  have  any  objection  to  state  why  it 
did  not  appear  necessary  or  desirable 
that  a  general  officer  of  the  Boyal 
Marines  should  have  a  seat  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM  an  : 
Sir,  it  is  not  usual  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion to  enter  upon  matter  of  argument. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stock- 
port (Mr.  Hopwood)  has  given  Notice 
of  a  Motion  on  this  subject  on  going 
into  Supply  on  Navy  Estimates,  and  I 
shall  be  prepared  then  to  explain  the 
views  of  the  Admiralty  upon  it. 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL  LAW— SUR- 
RENDER OF  CUBAN  REFUGEES. 

SiE  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the    application   made   by    the 
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Spanieh  Consul  in  tlie  Bahamas  for  the 
surrender  of  refugees  from  Cuba,  to- 
gether with  the  answer  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  that  Colony;  and  any  Corre- 
spondence on  the  subject  between  the 
Governor  of  Bahama  and  the  Colonial 
Office? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Sir,  the 
only  Correspondence  between  the  Colo- 
nial Office  and  the  Governor  of  Bahama 
is  a  short,  formal  despatch  from  Lord 
Granville  approvino^  his  action  in  re- 
fusing to  arrest  the  Cuban  refugees. 
The  only  objection  to  giving  these  Papers 
about  a  matter  so  long  past  is  the  ex- 
pense the  printing  would  involve.  But 
if  the  hon.  Member  presses  for  them, 
he  shall  have  them. 

METROPOLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS- 
OLD  TEBiPLE  BAR. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  If  he  can  in- 
form the  House  what  has  become  of  the 
stones  formerly  composing  Temple  Bar ; 
and,  whether  anything  has  been  settled 
as  to  their  ultimate  destination  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  am  im- 
formed  by  the  City  Architect  that  the 
stones  of  Temple  Bar  have  been  care- 
fully preservea,  and  will  be  re-erected ; 
but  as  yet  no  suitable  site  has  been 
found. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— THE 
LOUGHREA  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  K  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Lough- 
rea  Board  of  Guardians,  reported  in  the 
"  Tuam  News  "  of  February  23rd  ;  whe- 
ther complaints  and  counter- complaints 
were  made  by  the  doctor  and  master  of 
the  Workhouse  against  each  other ;  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  passage  in  the  report  by  the 
doctor: — 

"There  is  quite  enough  to  shock  every  mem- 
ber of  the  Board.  Such  a  state  of  things  is 
most  dangerous  to  the  public  safety,  and  the  case 
of  Michael  Forde  (the  man  who  was  said  to  have 
died  of  starvation)  gives  a  strong  example,  be- 
cause the  master's  neglecting  or  refusing  to 
supply  on  my  very  strong  requisition  a  male  at- 
tendant in  all  liklihood  helped  the  man's  death 
by  exposure,  as  I  believe  all  went  to  bed  and 
that  the  man  died  during  the  night,  as  none 
could  tell  me  when  he  died ;  *' 

whether,  being  examined  by  the  Board, 
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the  doctor  made  the  following  among 
other  statements :  — 

"  A  man  haa  not  got  a  dose  of  medicine  as 
ordered  by  me  not  oven  three  days  after  I  gave 
the  order. 

'*  The  nurses  will  not  do  anything  ordered  by 
me.  The  poor  people  are  anxious  to  obey  only 
they  are  afraid ;  they  stated  the  master  ordered 
them  not  to  obey  me." 

And,  again  referring  to  the  case  of 
Forde : — 

<<  The  man  was  mad  and  he  wanted  an  attend- 
ant. What's  the  reason  he  did  not  get  onef 
I  believe  that  man  perished  (sensation).  I  be- 
lieve, too,  no  one  minded  him  that  night ; " 

whether  the  following  conversation  took 
place  between  the  chairman  and  the 
head  nurse: — 

«  Chairman  (to  head  nnrse) — Why  didnH  you 
give  medicine  to  the  patient  P 

''  Head  Nurse — "V^at  can  I  do ;  the  nurses 
won't  do  anything  for  me;  won't  stop  up  at 
night  attending  dying  patients ; " 

whether  the  master,  on  the  other  hand, 
charged  th<9  doctor  with  incompetence 
and  neglect  of  duty ;  and,  whether  severe 
distress  exists  in  the  locality  in  which  this 
Union  is  situate,  and  how  many  applica- 
tions for  admission  to  the  Workhouse 
there  have  been  since  the  publication  of 
these  statements  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  tliis  matter. 
Charges  and  counter- charges  have  beea 
made  by  the  medical  officer  and  master 
of  the  Loughrea  Workhouse  against 
each  other,  and  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  have  felt  it  necessary  to  instruct 
one  of  their  Inspectors  to  hold  an  inquiry 
on  oath.  I  cannot  say  whether  the  pas- 
sage quoted  from  the  doctor's  report  is 
accurately  quoted,  as  the  original  Re- 
port furnished  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  is  now  with  the  Inspector  at 
Loughrea,  who  is  to  hold  hia  inquiry 
on  this  day.  But  as  the  whole  matter 
is  now  the  subject  of  a  sworn  investiga- 
tion, this  is  of  comparatively  little  im- 
portance. It  has  been  represented  that 
exceptional  distress  exists  in  the  Union, 
and  the  Local  Government  Board  are 
now  in  communication  with  the  Guar- 
dians respecting  the  appointment  of  ad- 
ditional relieving  offieerB.  There  have 
been  54  applications  for  admission  to 
Loughrea  Workhouse  since  the  23rd  of 
February. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— 
TERENCE  GREALISH. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
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of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  dismissal  by  the  magis- 
trates of  Ghilwaj,  and  the  withdrawal 
by  the  police,  of  the  case  of  Patrick 
Delaney  afi;ainst  Terence  Grealish ;  whe- 
ther Ghrealish  attacked  Delaney,  while 
engaged  in  a  struggle  with  Grealish's 
father,  with  the  sharp  edge  of  a 
hatchet;  whether  Delaney' s  life  was 
pronounced  by  Dr.  Rice  to  be  for  some 
time  in  danger,  and  whether  Grealish 
was  in  consequence  detained  for  some 
time  in  custody  ;  and,  if  the  Crown  will 
order  an  investigation  and  renewed 
action  by  the  poUce  in  a  case  of  this 
gravity  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  my  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  this  matter.  The 
circumstances  mentioned  appear  to  have 
been  part  of  the  case  laid  before  the 
magistrates,  who,  I  presume,  disposed 
of  it  according  to  their  view  of  the  evi- 
dence. My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  informs 
me  that  there  is  no  objection  to  the  in- 
formation being  examined  by  the  Law 
Officers,  which,  I  believe  will  be  done. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS— THE 
MID  CHESHIRE  ELECTION. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  issue  of  the  follow- 
ing circtdar  to  the  electors  of  Mid 
Cheshire  : — 

«  Mid-CheBhire  Election  1883. 

Central  Committee  Rooms, 
Knutsford,  Feb.  27th,  1883. 

Sir, — I  beg  to  enclose  a  copy  of  the  Address 
of  the  Hon.  Alan  De  Tatton  Egerton,  the 
Conservative  Candidate,  at  the  approaching 
Election  for  this  Division,  and  to  solicit  on  his 
behalf  your  Vote  and  support. 

May  I  ask  the  favour  of  your  returning  the 
annexed  paper  by  post,  stating  whether  or  not 
the  Hon.  Alan  De  Tatton  Egerton  may  calculate 
on  your  support. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Your  faithful  servant. 
Lance  Bentley, 

The  Hon.  Alan  De  Tatton  Egerton*8 

Central  Agent. 
You  vote  at  Holmes  Chapel." 

whether  he  is  aware  that  on  the  day 
following  the  issue  of  this  circular,  or 
within  a  very  short  time  after  receipt,  it 
is  the  custom  for  the  landlord's  agents  or 
bailiffs  to  go  to  the  farmers  and  ask  if 
they  have  £lled  up  and  returned  the 
forms ;  on  obtaining  a  reply  in  the  nega- 


tive they  invariably  ask  for  the  form  and 
fill  it  up  at  the  time,  and  ask  for  the 
farmer's  signature  to  it,  which  of  course 
for  obvious  reasons  they  are  not  in  a 
position  to  refuse;  and,  whether  this 
mode  of  putting  pressure  on  electors  is 
legal ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  make 
it  illegal  under  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill? 

Mb.  gut  DAWNAY  said,  that  as 
a  similar  Question  to  that  of  the  learned 
Member  for  Stoke  stood  upon  the  Paper 
in  his  name,  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General,  Whether  he  was  aware 
that  before  the  circular  in  question 
issued,  by  the  Conservative  candidate 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  electors,  a  some- 
what similar,  but  rather  less  courteous, 
circular  was  received  from  the  Liberal 
candidate ;  and  whether  he  was  aware 
that,  so  far  as  the  Conservative  candi- 
date or  his  agents  knew,  there  was 
not  the  slightest  shadow  of  foundation 
for  the  assertion  contained  in  the  second 
part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  ? 

LoKD  CLAUD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
also  begged  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General  with  respect  to  an 
electioneering  circular  which  he  (Lord 
Claud  Hamilton)  received  about  two 
months  ago,  and  which  was  largely  dis- 
tributed in  the  constituency  of  which  he 
was  an  elector.    The  circular  was  as 

follows : — 

*'  76,  Sloane  Street, 

New  Year's  Day,  1883. 

Dear  Sir, — May  I  have  the  honour  o|  adding 
your  name  to  the  list  of  my  Committee  at  the 
present  election. — Believe  me,  yours  truly, 

Chas.  W.  Dilkb.*' 

Accompanying  this  was  a  paid  post-card 
addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
on  the  back  was  the  number  of  the  elec- 
tor, 18,063,  and  the  name  C.  J.  Hamil- 
ton (Lord),  M.P. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  Sir,  I  need  not  inform 
the  House  I  knew  nothing  of  the  circum- 
stances of  this  matter  until  the  Question 
appeared  on  the  Paper.  I  found  upon 
inquiry  that  upon  the  27th  of  February 
the  circular  mentioned  in  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stoke 
(Mr.  Broadhurst)  was  issued  to  all  the 
electors  of  the  division  of  Mid  Cheshire. 
It  is  also  accurate  that  on  the  28th  a 
circular  was  issued  on  the  part  of  the 
Liberal  candidate,  but  I  am  informed  it 
was  only  sent  to  out-voters.    In  answer 
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to  the  second  part  of  the  Question,  I 
think  it  right  to  state  that  I  have  re- 
ceived assurances  on  which  I  think  I  can 
rely  from  Mr.  Egerton  in  relation  to  the 
estates  over  which  he  has  most  influ- 
ence that  no  agent  of  his  has  endeavoured 
to  obtain  from  any  voter  information 
as  to  how  he  would  vote.  Dealing  with 
the  question  as  not  affecting  any  par- 
ticular Party,  I  believe  there  will  be  a 
general  feeling  that  if  the  circulars  were 
issued  with  the  object  of  obtaining  know- 
ledge how  a  voter  intended  to  vote,  and 
if  influence  is  used  to  make  him  sig^  that 
circular  and  so  make  him  state  how  he 
will  vote,  I  think  that,  while  it  may  be 
doubtful  whether  it  is  undue  influence, 
it  is  at  all  events  against  the  spirit  of  the 
Ballot  Act,  because  it  compels  a  man  to 
state  openly  how  he  is  going  to  vote  in- 
stead of  making  him  record  his  vote 
secretly.  When  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  was  before  Parliament  fast  year  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Frome  (Mr. 
H.  B.  Samuelson)  placed  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  which  raises  the  ques- 
tion, and  although  there  is  great  diffi- 
culty in  practical  legislation  in  defining 
the  difference  between  a  general  circular 
and  a  particular  request  to  an  individual, 
I  am  sure  the  House  will  give  the 
Amendment  full  consideration.  With 
regard  to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord, 
if  he  will  kindly  inform  me  how  he 
answered  the  circular  I  shall  probably 
be  able  to  give  a  better  opinion  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  transaction. 

LoBD  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  beg 
to  state,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that  I  deposited  it  in  the 
family  museum  as  a  curiosity. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  he  would 
accommodate  the  Attorney  General  with 
both  the  circulars,  and  he  would  then 
see  a  distinct  difference  between  the 
two,  more  especially  as  one  was  sent  to 
out- voters  only. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Attorney  Qeneral  to  explain 
the  difference  between  having  a  personal 
interview  with  an  elector  and  asking 
him  to  vote  in  a  certain  way,  and  send- 
ing a  circular  through  the  post,  which 
contained  the  same  request  in  writing. 
What  was  the  difference  which  made 
the  one  illegal  and  the  other  legal  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  Sir,  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  a  very  incon- 
venient course  to  discuss  by  question 

The  AUorney  General 


and  answer  that  which  would  have  been 
far  more  effectually  considered  when 
we  deal  with  the  matter  as  one  of  legis- 
lation. In  this  instcmce  the  case  put  to 
me  is  that  of  an  agent  or  a  landlord 
asking  a  tenant  whether  he  will  or  will 
not  pve  a  written  promise  to  vote  in  a 
particular  way,  the  tenant  knowing  that 
if  he  refuses  he  will  probably  be  visited 
with  the  consequences  of  such  refusal. 
That  is  different  from  asking  an  elector 
for  his  vote. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  what  was  the  Attorney  General's 
authority  for  saying  that  Mr.  Lance 
Bentley  was  an  agent  of  a  landlord,  or 
that  Mr.  De  Tatton  Egerton  was  a  land- 
lord? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jambs)  :  I  said  nothing  of  the 
kind.  I  said  the  Question  put  to  me 
involved  that  proposition,  and  if  the 
noble  Lord  will  read  it  he  will  see  it 
does. 

SPAIN— THE  STEAMSHIP  **  TANGIER." 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  in  the  end  of 
November  or  beginning  of  December 
last  the  British  steamer  ''Tangier" 
had  several  volleys  of  shot  discharged 
at  her,  to  the  imminent  danger  of  her 
crew,  by  armed  boats  commanded  by 
Spanish  officials  at  Cartbagena,  for  an 
alleged  trifling  breach  of  port  regula- 
tions at  that  port ;  and,  whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  lay  before  Parliament 
any  Correspondence  relating  to  the  sub- 
ject between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Government  of  Spain  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
Sir,  I  regret  to  say  that  the  statement 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers  is  cor- 
rect. The  occurrence  took  place  at  the 
end  of  November  last,  and  has  been  the 
subject  of  a  lengthy  Correspondence. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  strongly 
protested  against  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Spanish  officials  of  Carthagena  as 
being  contrary  to  international  usage. 
There  will  be  no  objection  to  lay  we 
Correspondence  before  Parliament,  and 
Earl  Granville  has  given  the  neceasaiy 
instructions. 

SPAIN— INTERNATIONAL  LAW— THE 

•*  LEON  xin." 
Db.    CAMERON    asked   the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
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Whether  he  can  yet  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment Papers  relative  to  the  abduction 
onboard  the  "Leon  XIII."  of  three 
English  engineers  from  British  jurisdic- 
tion in  Singapore,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Spanish  Naval  and  Consular 
authorities  in  March  last  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
Sir,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no 
objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  the 
Papers  relating  to  the  case  of  the  three 
English  engineers  of  the  L$on  XIILj 
and  Lord  Granville  has  already  given 
the  necessary  instructions. 

EGYPT — ARABl  PASHA  —  CONDITIONS 
OF  DETENTION  AT  CEYLON. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  state  whether  the 
undertaking  signed  by  Arabi  Pasha  and 
his  companions  not  to  leave  their  place 
of  exile  has  hitherto  been  in  the  custody 
of  Lord  Dufferin  or  of  the  Khedive's 
Government;  and,  whether  the  text  of 
that  document  can  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ? 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEIOE: 
Sir,  the  document  referred  to  is  in  the 
archives  of  the  Foreign  Office,  and  at- 
tested copies  have  been  distributed  by 
Lord  Dufferin  as  follows: — One  in  the 
archives  of  the  British  Agency  at  Cairo, 
one  in  those  of  Her  Majesty's  Embassy 
at  Constantinople,  and  another  handed 
over  to  the  Egyptian  Government.  The 
text  of  the  document  will  appear  in  the 
Papers  now  in  course  of  preparation  for 
Parliament. 

Mr,  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  noble 
Lord  if  he  would  also  obtain  from  Lord 
Dufferin  a  statement  of  what  the  ar- 
rangements were,  which  were  not  con- 
tained in  the  signed  documents,  and  lay 
them  on  the  Table  ? 

LoM)  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  that  he  would  do  so. 

THE  BANKRUPTCY  BILL  — MEMO- 
RANDUM OF  AMENDMENTS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If,  seeing 
that  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  is  a  Bill  to 
amend  and  consolidate  the  Law  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, he  will  lay  upon  the  Table,  as 
on  former  occasions  when  Consolidation 
Bills  have  been  introduced  by  the  Go- 
vernment, a  Memorandum  setting  out 
the  amendments  of  the  Law  as  distin- 
^ahed  from  re-enactments  jf 


Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  practice  with  regard  to  previous 
Consolidation  Bills  had  been  somewhat 
various;  but  he  had  been  anxious  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  he  had  therefore  laid  on 
the  Table  a  Memorandum  containing 
generally  the  changes  in  the  existing 
Law  of  Bankruptcy  effected  by  the  new 
Bankruptcy  Bill ;  and  he  had  also  given 
instructions  to  the  printers,  and  hoped 
that  this  Memorandum  would  be  circu- 
lated among  Members  to-morrow  morn- 
ing. He  had  also  made  arrangements  that 
when  the  Patents  Bill  was  circulated  it 
should  be  accompanied  by  a  similar 
Memorandum. 

ARMY  (THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES)— 
IRISH  VOLUNTEERS. 

Colonel  KINQ-HARMAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
it  is  true  that  orders  have  been  given  to 
the  Officer  Commanding  the  Flint  and 
Carnarvon  Yolunteers  not  to  enrol  in 
his  regiment  Irish  gentlemen  who  desire 
to  serve  Her  Majesty  as  Volunteers; 
whether  there  is  anything  in  the  Yolun- 
teer  Act,  or  in  any  other  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  in  any  regulations  issued  from 
the  War  Office,  which  prohibits  loyal 
Irishmen,  who  are  willing  to  take  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  and  who  are  anxious 
to  serve  Her  Majesty,  from  enrolling 
themselves  in  a  Volunteer  Regiment  in 
England,  Scotland,  or  Wales ;  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  War  Office  to 
order  the  discharge  from  the  Volunteer 
Service  those  Irishmen  who  have,  from 
time  to  time,  been  enrolled  in  its  ranks ; 
and,  if  such  a  step  is  not  contemplated, 
on  which  principle  of  selection  the  ser- 
vices of  some  loyal  Irishmen  are  refused 
while  others  are  accepted  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON  : 
Sir,  there  is  no  Act  or  Regulation  pro- 
hibiting the  enrolment  of  Irishmen  in 
any  British  Volunteer  Corps;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  is  optional  with  the 
Crown  to  accept  or  retain  the  services  of 
any  person  tendering  himself  as  a  Volun- 
teer. There  is  no  present  intention  of 
discharging  Irishmen  who  have  joined 
the  Volunteers.  Indeed,  there  is  no  dis- 
tinction as  to  nationality  among  members 
of  Volunteer  Corps.  The  officer  referred 
to  has  been  instructed  not  to  enrol  Irish 
Volunteers  unless  they  be  domiciled  in 
Oreat  Britain.  The  case  was  a  peculiar 
one.    A  number  of  members  of  an  IrisI^ 
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rifle  olub,  wishing  to  be  drilled,  and  un- 
able to  be  drilled  in  Ireland,  proposed  to 
join  a  Welsh  Volunteer  Corps  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  instruction,  but  with 
tho  obvious  intention  of  returning  to 
their  Irish  domiciles  when  they  had  ob- 
tained that  instruction.  The  intention 
of  the  Begulations  is  that  Volunteers 
should  be  enrolled  in  corps  near  the 
head-quarters  of  which  they  reside,  so 
that  they  can  be  drilled  with  and  in  an 
emergency  be  called  out  with  the  corps. 
These  conditions  are  obviously  not  com- 
patible with  the  enrolment  of  Volunteers 
resident  a  considerable  distance  from  the 
head-quarters  of  the  corps.  It  has  de- 
liberately been  decided  not  to  sanction 
the  formation  of  Volunteer  Corps  in  Ire- 
land; and  the  proceeding  in  question, 
however  well-intended,  appeared  to  bo 
an  evasion  of  the  law  which,  if  per- 
mitted in  one  case  could  not  have  been 
prevented  in  others  under  very  different 
circumstances. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  inouired 
if  the  Capitation  Grant  would  be  allowed 
to  any  of  the  men  who  had  already  en- 
listed under  the  circumstances  mentioned  ? 

The  Mabqttess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  he  believed  the  application  was 
made  in  perfectly  good  faith,  and  the 
officer  had  been  instructed  not  to  dis- 
miss any  men  who  had  already  enlisted. 
If  any  of  those  earned  the  Capitation 
Grant,  it  would  be  paid. 

SCOTLAND— DISTURBANCES  AT 
FRASERBURGH. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  has  any  in- 
formation regarding^  a  reported  disturb- 
ance at  Fraserburgb  in  connection  with 
the  peculiar  tenure  there  under  which  the 
villagers  are  said  to  be  tenants  at  will 
who  erect  their  own  houses,  and  are 
liable  to  be  dispossessed  of  them  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  landlord ;  and,  if  he  can 
say  whether  the  proposed  inquiry  into 
the  position  of  the  Crofters  of  the  North 
and  West  of  Scotland  will  include  Aber- 
deenshire and  the  Crofters  there  as  well 
as  small  farmers  owning  the  improve- 
ments under  the  old  inventory  system, 
and  such  peculiar  tenures  as  that  which 
prevails  at  Fraserburgh  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BALFoua) :  It  is  the  fact  that  three  or 
four  men  recently  pleaded  guilty  to  a 
charge  of  breach  of  the  peace  which  oc- 
curred on  the  occasion  of  the  execution 
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of  a  warrant  of  ejectment  at  Inverallochy, 
near  Fraserburgh.  But  I  have  no  in^ 
formation  as  to  there  being  any  peculi- 
arity in  the  tenure  existing  there.  The 
inquiry  will  extend  to  the  crofters 
in  the  North  and  West  of  Scot- 
land generally ;  but,  as  I  understand,  the 
part  of  the  Question  which  relates  to 
small  farmers,  is  directed  to  a  dass  of 
tenants  who  have  made  distinct  contracts 
with  respect  to  improvements,  being  a 
different  class  from  those  generally 
known  as  crofters,  and  it  is  not  intended 
that  the  inquiry  should  extend  to  such 
farmers. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE   TERRITORIAL 

AUTHORITY   OF   THE    CAPE 

GOVERNMENT, 

Sib  GEOHGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, If  he  can  explain  what  is  the 
exact  limit  of  the  territorial  authority  of 
the  Cape  Government  in  the  direction 
of  Pondoland  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY:  Sir,  the 
territorial  authority  of  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment extends  all  along  the  Western 
Frontier  of  Pondoland,  and  they  claim 
a  protectorate  over  a  tribe  located  in 
the  North -Western  corner  of  Pondoland 
— namely,  the  Amaxesibes,  although  the 
land  which  this  tribe  occupies  has  never 
been  formally  annexed  to  tne  Cape  terri- 
tory. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wants  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  I  would  refer 
him  to  page  89  of  the  Blue  Book  of 
March,  1882.  The  country  on  the  South 
Frontier  of  Pondoland  is  under  the  Im- 
perial High  Commissioner;  but  it  has 
not  yet  been  formally  annexed  to  the 
Cape. 

IRELAND  — REPORT    OF  THE  PUBLIC 
WORKS   COMMISSIONERS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  will  cause  the  Report  of  the  Public 
Works  Commissioners  of  Ireland  to  be 
presented  this  year  by  the  25th  March, 
the  date  prescribed  by  Act  of  Parlia* 
ment  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  Act  of 
1825,  to  which  the  hon.  Member  appears 
to  refer,  has  been  repealed.  When  the 
date  of  presentation  was  put  at  Lady 
Day,  the  year  reported  on  ended  at 
Christmas.  Now  the  financial  year  is 
adopted,  and  the  Report  should  be  pre* 
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Benied  within  three  niODths  after  ita  oon- 
olusion.  Last  jear  it  was  presented  on 
Jane  22. 

EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)— EX- 
PENSES OP  INDIAN  CONTINGENT— 
THE  CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  How  it  is  that 
no  correspondence  or  telegrams  sent  from 
this  Country  to  the  Qovemment  of  In- 
dia, prior  to  the  telegram  of  July  24th, 
has  been  circulated  with  the  Papers, 
Indian  Contingent  (Egypt)  Expenses; 
whether  any  correspondence  or  tele- 
grams passed  between  the  Home  Go- 
vernment and  the  Indian  Government 
from  the  date  of  the  Despatch  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  to  the  Go- 
vernor General  in  Council  (October  5th 
1882) ;  and,  whether  he  could  not  fur- 
nish the  telegram  of  the  16  th  of  Feb- 
ruary and  the  reply  of  the  Government 
of  India  of  the  19th  of  February,  alluded 
to  in  the  Despatch  of  Lord  Kimberley 
of  the  22nd  of  February  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CEOSS :  Sir,  no  Corre- 
spondence  or  telegrams  regarding  the 
incidence  of  the  charge  for  the  Indian 
Contingent  passed  between  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  Government  of  India 
before  the  24th  of  July,  1882.    All  the 
despatches  which  passed  on  the  subject 
are  contained  in  the  Papers.    No  tele- 
grams passed  other  than  those  mentioned 
in  the  Papers,  except  one  on  the  20th 
of  February,  confirming  that  of  the  1 6th 
of  January.    It  is  not  the  practice  to 
give  cipher  telegrams  exactly  as  sent. 
They  must  either  be  re-arranged,  as  is 
done  with  those  of  the  24th  and  26th 
of  July,  or  given  in  substance  only,  as 
with  those  of  the  16th  and  19th  of  Janu- 
ary.   I  have  the  telegrams  in  my  hand, 
and  they  are  quite  at  the  service  of  my 
hon.  Friend. 

ARMY— PROMOTION  OF  SUBALTERNS. 

Mb.  GBEEB  asked  the  Secretery  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
on  the  1st  January,  1883,  the  approxi- 
mate average  service  of  the  senior  sub- 
alterns of  the  Oavalry  regiments  was  six 
years  eleven  and  a-half  months;  Infantry 
of  the  Line  was  eight  vears  nine  and  a- 
balf  months ;  Boyal  Artillery  was  nine 
years  five  months ;  Boyal  Engineers  was 
twelve  years ;  and,  if  so,  considering 
that  the  rate  ot  promotion  of  subalterns 


to  the  rank  of  Captain  in  the  Boyal 
Engineers  is  about  three  years  slower 
than  in  the  other  combatant  branches  of 
the  Army,  and  considering  also  that  the 
senior  subalterns  of  the  Boyal  Engineers 
have  already  been  superseded  by  about 
600  officers  of  other  branches  of  the  ser- 
vice, whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  take  steps  to  place  the 
subalterns  of  the  corps  in  a  better 
position  as  regards  promotion  ? 

The  Marquess  of  H  ABTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  have  no  reason  to  question  the 
accuracy  of  the  facts  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.     The  question  whether  it  is 
necessary  to  accelerate  promotion  in  the 
junior  ranks  of  the  Boyal  Engineers  is 
under  consideration.     But  I  desire  to 
point  out  that  slow  promotion  in   the 
subaltern's  rank  does  not  injure  Engi- 
neer officers  to  the  same  extent  as  it 
would  injure  officers  in  any  other  branch 
of  the  Service,  because,  whatever  may 
be  the  current  rate  of  promotion  in  the 
corps,  every  Engineer  officer  is  entitled 
under  the  Boyal  Warrant  to  be  pro- 
moted to  the  rank  of  major  after  20 
years'  service.  He  consequently  is  saved 
from  all  chances  of  permanent  or  tem- 
porary retirement,  to   which  all  other 
officers  are  subject  at  40  years  of  age  ; 
and  would  then  probably  recover  any 
supersession  which  he  may  have  suffered 
in  consequence  of  the  slow  rate  of  pro- 
motion in  the  subaltern's  rank. 

LAW   AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND)  —  IM- 
PRISONMENT OF  MR.  MTHILPIN. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Why  it  was  that  Mr.  John 
MThilphin  was  kept  two  days  in  MuUin- 
gar  Gaol  longer  than  the  term  of  his 
imprisonment ;  whether  the  date  on  the 
registry  card  in  Mr.  M'Philpin's  cell 
stated  that  he  was  to  be  discharged  on 
the  26th;  if,  on  the  morning  of  the 
24th,  the  registry  card  was  changed,  and 
the  1st  of  March  substituted;  and,  if, 
on  an  appeal  from  Mr.  M'Philpin  to  the 
Prisons  Board,  his  discharge  was  ordered 
on  February  28th,  without  reason  as- 
signed ? 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN  :  Sir.  Mr.  MThH- 
pin  was  not  kept  in  custody  two  days 
longer  than  the  term  of  his  imprison- 
ment. The  date  on  the  register  card 
was  originally  incorrect,  but  was  subse- 
quently altered,  the  proper  date  being 
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inserted.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr. 
M*Philpin  was  disoharged  a  day  before 
his  time  expired. 

DRAINAGE  OF  RIVERS  (IRELAND)— 
THE  RIVER  BARROW. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
[Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  will  state  what  is  the  legal  difficulty 
in  connection  with  the  drainage  of  the 
Barrow  which  the  Government  propose 
to  deal  with  by  legislation;  and,  how 
soon  he  proposes  to  introduce  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  Sir,  the  legal  diffi- 
culty referred  to  was  the  inability  of 
towns  to  contribute  to  works  of  arterial 
drainage  by  which  they  may  be  largely 
benefited.  I  understand  that  this  is  one 
of  the  difficulties  in  the  case  of  the 
Barrow  valley.  I  am  not  at  present 
able  to  give  any  date  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  difficulty. 
That  must  depend,  to  some  eztenti  on 
whether  we  can  bring  in  a  general  con- 
solidating Drainage  Sill  or  one  confined 
to  this  purpose. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  if  a  Royal  Com- 
mission was  to  be  appointed  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  did  not 
undertake  that  a  Royal  Commission 
would  be  appointed,  but  a  preliminary 
inquiry  was  being  made. 

Mb.  T.  a.  DICKSON  suggested  that 
the  river  basin  should  be  included  in 
the  inquiry. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)  — ILL- 
TREATMENT  BY  THE  POLICE- 
MICHAEL  BANICAN. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
In  what  particulars  the  statement  of 
Michael  Banican,  of  Crossmaglen,  county 
Armagh,  respecting  his  treatment  by  the 
police,  is  unfounded ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  he  was  taken  out  of  his  bed  by 
the  police  between  the  hours  of  eleven 
and  twelve  at  night;  whether  he  was 
removed  to  the  Constabulary  station  at 
Crossmaglen  without  warrant  shown 
or  offence  stated ;  whether  he  was 
informed  that  informations  had  been 
sworn  against  him  by  prisoners  now  in 
Armagh  GK>al  awaiting  trial  on  a  charge 
of  treason-felony ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
any  such  informations  were  sworn ; 
whether  inducements  were  held  out  to 
him,  or  to  members  of  bis  family,  to 
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incriminate  these  prisoners ;  whether  he 
was  discharged  between  two  and  three 
o'clock  in  uie  morning  without  being 
brought  before  a  magistrate,  or  any 
charge  preferred  agamst  him ;  why 
he  was  arrested,  and  why  he  was  dis- 
charged ;  whether  Michael  Banican  has 
called  for  an  inquiry,  and  offered  to 
substantiate  his  statement  by  the  testi- 
mony of  his  wife,  his  mother-in-law, 
and  himself  ;  and,  whether,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  will  order  an  inquiry 
into  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  al- 
ready  answered  the  greater  part  of  this 
Question,  stating  that  I  believe  the 
several  allegations  made  to  be  un- 
founded. Banican  was  not  arrested,  and, 
therefore,  I  have  no  reason  to  give  for 
his  discharge.  He  has  asked  for  an 
inquiry  into  certain  statements  made  by 
him,  but  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
reason  to  make  further  inquiry  than  I 
have  already  made.  On  public  glands 
I  must  decline  to  say  anything  more  on 
this  matter  at  present.  I  can  appeal  to 
the  House  to  say  that  I  never  decline  to 
give  an  answer  in  detail,  unless  for  very 
serious  reason. 

POST  OFFICE  (SAVINGS  BANK 
DEPARTMENT). 

Mb.  KENN  ARD  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  cost  twice  as 
much  for  management  and  expenses  as 
has  been  found  sufficient  in  the  case  of 
various  provincial  Ghovemment  Security 
Savings  Banks,  notably  the  Nationid 
Security  Savings  Banks  of  Edinburgh, 
established  by  Act  of  Parliament  in 
1836,  which  allows  £2  12«.  6^.  interest 
to  depositors,  and  has  now  on  deposit 
upwards  of  £1,300,000  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  Sir,  as  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  allows  to  depositors 
the  important  facility  either  of  making 
fresh  deposits  or  withdrawing  money, 
after  short  notice,  at  any  of  the  7,000 
offices  throughout  the  Kingdom,  no  fair 
comparison  can  be  made  between  the 
cost  of  conducting  its  business  and  that 
of  other  institutions  which  are  managed 
like  ordinary  banks.  I  may,  however, 
state  that  there  is  no  such  difference  as 
that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  be- 
tween the  cost  of  conducting  the  businMS 
of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  and 
that  of  the  bank  to  which  he  refers,  the 
difference  bein^  very  trifling. 
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SCOTLAND— THE  PROCURATOR  FISCAL 
OF  FRASERBURGH. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
Tocate,  If  it  is  the  case  that,  for  some 
months  past,  there  has  been  a  dispute 
among  the  Fraserburgh  magistrates  as 
to  whether  Mr.  Finlayson  or  Mr.  Tarrass 
was  the  procurator  fiscal ;  whether  Mr. 
Tarrass,  having  raised  an  action  in  the 
Court  of  Session,  was,  on  February  24th, 
declared  by  that  Court  to  be  the  pro- 
curator fiscal  of  the  burgh ;  whether, 
notwithstanding  this  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Session,  on  February  28th,  Mr. 
Finlayson  appeared  in  the  Burgh  Court 
as  procurator  fiscal,  and,  at  his  instance, 
a  man  named  Thomas  Hill  was  sentenced 
by  the  senior  magistrate  to  ten  days' 
imprisonment  for  breach  of  the  peace 
alleged  to  have  been  committed  on 
February  27th ;  and,  what  steps  the 
Crown  authorities  intend  taking  to  en- 
force the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Ses- 
sion, and  to  protect  the  public  against 
prosecutions  by  a  gentleman  whom  the 
Court  of  Session  has  declared  not  to  be 
the  public  prosecutor,  before  a  magistrate 
who,  notwithstanding  the  decree,  persists 
in  accepting  him  as  such  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
BALFOxm) :  Sir,  it  is  the  case  that  for 
some  months  past  there  has  been  a 
dispute  as  to  whether  Mr.  Finlayson  or 
Mr.  Tarrass  was  Procurator  Fiscal,  as  also 
that  Mr.  Tarrass  raised  an  action  in  the 
Court  of  Session  to  have  it  found  that  he 
was  Fiscal,  and  in  that  action  he  obtained 
decree  in  absence  on  or  about  the  date 
here  mentioned.  It  is  also  the  fact  that 
after  the  date  of  this  decree  in  absence, 
Mr.  Finlayson  appeared  in  the  Burgh 
Court  as  Procurator  Fiscal  on  28th 
February,  and  that  at  his  instance 
Thomas  Hill  was  sentenced  by  the 
Senior  Magistrate  to  ten  days'  imprison- 
ment for  breach  of  the  peace.  It  is  to 
be  kept  in  view  that  such  a  decree  in 
absence  may  be  opened  up  within  a 
limited  time,  and  it  is  stated  by  the 
Senior  Magistrate  that  a  doubt  had 
existed  as  to  its  effect.  It  appears, 
however,  that  Mr.  Tarrass  has  taken  pro- 
ceedings for  obtaining  an  interdict 
against  Mr.  Finlayson  acting  as  Fiscal, 
and  if  Mr.  Finlayson  does  not  carry  the 
case  further,  it  may  be  assumed  that  he 
will  be  interdicted  from  continuing  so  to 
act.  In  answer  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Questioii,  I  have  to  say  that  the  appoint- 


ment of  the  Burgh  Fiscal  does  not  rest 
with  the  Crown  authorities,  and  that 
they  have  not  hitherto  seen  cause  to 
interfere  in  a  dispute  which  appears  to 
be  in  course  of  settlement  by  the  proper 
tribunal. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  with 
reference  to  the  imprisonment  of  Thomas 
Hill,  under  the  circumstances  set  forth 
in  the  preceding  Question,  Whether, 
considering  the  irregularity  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, he  will  order  Hill's  immediate 
release  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Sir,  the  Secretary  of  State 
does  not  intend  to  order  Hill's  release. 
No  objection  was  stated  on  the  part  of 
Hill  to  Mr.  Finlayson's  title  to  prosecute, 
and  it  does  not  appear  that  there  was 
any  doubt  as  to  Hill's  guilt,  or  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  sentence.  If  he  should 
be  advised  that  he  would  be  likely  to  get 
the  sentence  quashed  upon  the  ground 
that  Mr.  Finlayson  was  not  entitled  to 
prosecute,  it  is  open  to  him  to  take  the 
ordinary  steps  for  that  purpose. 

POLICE  PROTECTION  (IRELAND)— THE 
EARL  OF  KENMARE*S  KERRY 
ESTATE. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  police  protection  huts  there 
are  upon  the  Kerry  estate  of  the  Earl  of 
Kenmare,  and  how  many  vacant  evicted 
farms  are  under  their  protection ;  what 
outrages  have  been  committed  within 
the  past  three  months  in  the  parish  of 
Molahiffe,  in  which  the  extra  police  tax 
is  at  the  rate  of  two  shillings  in  the 
pound ;  and,  whether  a  sub-agent  of  the 
Earl  of  Kenmare  and  a  constable  on 
protection  duty  have  not  been  returned 
for  trial  to  the  Kerry  Spring  Assizes, 
charged  with  one  of  the  offences  im- 
puted to  the  district  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  there  is  one 
protection  hut  on  Lord  Kenmare's  Kerry 
estate,  and  there  are  four  evicted  farms 
under  the  protection  of  four  protection 
posts.  There  have  been  six  outrages  in 
the  parish  of  Molahiffe  during  the  past 
three  months — all  intimidation.  No  sub- 
agent  or  policeman  has  been  returnud 
for  trial  for  one  of  the  offences  imputed 
to  the  district,  but  for  a  simple  case  of 
alleged  forcible  possession  of  a  quarry 
in  which  a  q^uestion  of  title  arose, 
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JUDICATURE  AMENDMENT  ACT,  1876 
—THE  JUDGES'  RULES— JURISDIC- 
TION  OF  ENGLISH  HIGH  COURTS 
OVER  DOMICILED  SCOTCHMEN. 

Me.  BUCHANAN  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  he  can  give  any  fur- 
ther information  as  to  the  alteration  of 
the  Bale  under  the  Judicature  Act  to 
prevent  domiciled  Scotchmen  being  sum- 
moned to  the  English  Courts,  which  he 
stated  to  be  in  draft  on  February  2'2nd ; 
whether  that  draft  alteration  has  been 
submitted  to  him ;  and,  whether  the  pro- 
posed alteration  is  sufficient  in  his  judg- 
ment to  remove  the  hardship  complained 
of ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  take 
stops  to  induce  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  insert  in  the  Bill  they  propose 
to  introduce  in  the  other  House  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Judicature  Act  a  pro- 
vision to  render  the  recurrence  of  such 
encroachments  on  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Scottish  Courts  impossible  for  the 
future  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  I  am  not  yet  in  a  position  to 
give  any  further  information  upon  this 
matter.  I  have  not  yet  seen  the  draft 
proposed  alterations,  which  are  still 
under  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Judges. 

METROPOLITAN   DISTRICT    RAILWAY 
—VENTILATING  SHAFTS. 

Mb.  BUXTON  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether,  on  con- 
sideration, he  has  found  himself  in  a 
position  to  take  steps  to  prevent  the 
erection  on  the  Thames  Embankment 
of  the  proposed  shafts  by  the  Metro- 
politan District  Bail  way;  and,  whether, 
to  this  end,  he  will  see  fit  to  oppose,  or 
at  least  to  support  the  opposition  which 
will  be  given  to  the  powers  asked  for  by 
the  Metropolitan  District  Bailway,  in 
their  Metropolitan  and  District  Bailway 
(City  Lines  and  Extensions)  Bill,  now 
awaiting  a  Second  Beading  by  this 
House,  until  the  scheme  of  the  proposed 
shafts  is  abandoned? 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  there  is 
any  precedent  for  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
authorising  the  Metropolitan  District 
Bailway  to  interfere  with  some  of  the 
principal  thoroughfares  of  the  Metro- 
polis without  compensation ;  and,  whe- 
ther, from  a  sanitctfy  point  of  view,  some 
action  should  be  taken  so  as  to  prevent 


the  emission  of  poisonous  gases  into  the 
thoroughfares  and  gardens  frequented 
by  the  public  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN:  Sir,  in  an- 
swer to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston),  I  may 
say  that  the  only  precedent  I  know  for 
these  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the 
Metropolitan  District  Bailway  were  simi- 
lar proceedings  by  the  Metropolitan  Bail- 
way  to  establish  ventilators  in  the  middle 
of  Marylebone  Boad.  I  am  not,  however, 
competent  to  state  what  would  be  the 
exact  sanitary  effect  of  the  fumes  emitted 
from  those  so-oaUed  ventilators.  In  an- 
swer to  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Buxton),  I  have  no  authority  whatever 
to  interfere  in  this  matter,  and  as  re- 
gards the  Bill  which  is  being  promoted 
by  the  Metropolitan  District  Bailway  I 
have  received  a  communication  from  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Hythe  (Sir 
Edward  Watkin)  to  the  effect  stated  by 
my  hon.  Friend.  The  hon.  Baronet 
says  that  as  far  as  the  Metropolitan 
Bailway  Company  is  concerned  that  Bill 
will  not  be  proceeded  with.  I  do  not  know 
how  far  that  is  final  as  disposing  of  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill ;  but  in  any 
case,  although  I  think  as  a  private  Mem- 
ber that  almost  any  kind  of  opposition 
would  be  justifiable  in  cases  of  such  an 
outrage  as  that  complained  of — yet  I  do 
not  thiuk  I  should  be  justified  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  in  opposing  one 
Bill  that  is  presumably  unobjectionable, 
because  the  promoters  of  it  have  in  a  pre- 
vious Session  obtained  powers  which  are 
now  universally  regretted. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB- 
COMMISSIONERS  IN  COUNTY 
KERRY. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  under  the  Land  Act  for 
the  county  Kerry  have  fixed  the  sittings 
of  their  Court  at  Cahirciveen  for  the  12tii 
instant,  the  same  day  the  assizes  for  the 
county  begin;  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  they  have  been  appealed  to,  to  ad- 
journ to  a  later  day,  but  refused ;  whe- 
ther the  Chief  Commissioners  have  been 
applied  to  with  the  same  object,  but  de- 
clined to  interfere;  whether  there  are 
eighty-three  Civil  Bill  appeals  to  be 
heard  at  the  assizes,  which  wUl  necessi- 
tate the  attendance  there  of  many  of  the 
local  solicitors,  whose  clients  also  have 
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land  casAB  at  Gahirciveen ;  whether  ia 
addition  many  of  the  parties  interested 
in  land  eases  are  obliged  to  attend .  the 
assizes  as  jurors  and  otherwise;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  inconvenience 
to  all  parties  which  must  necessarily 
ensue,  he  will  represent  to  the  Chief 
Commissioners  the  propriety  of  their 
interference  to  prevent  a  miscarriage 
of  justice  ? 

Mb.  TKEVELYAN.  in  reply,  said,  the 
sittings  of  the  Sub-Commissioners  at 
Cahirciveen  had  been  arranged  in  the 
beginning  of  January.  Several  requests 
had  been  made  to  them  to  postpone  the 
sittings  in  consequence  of  the  Kerry 
Assizes ;  but  they  had  been  compelled  to 
refuse  every  application  of  that  kind,  as 
they  thought  that  greater  inconvenience 
would  result  from  a  postponement  than 
if  they  went  on  simultaneously  with  the 
Assizes.  There  was  an  immense  mass  of 
business  to  be  transacted,  no  less  than 
299  cases  being  entered  for  hearing. 
The  Commissioners  would,  however,  be 
ready  on  cause  being  shown  to  adjourn 
any  case  in  which  an  application  for  ad- 
journment was  made.  The  number  of 
Civil  Bill  appeals  for  hearing  at  the  as- 
sizes  was  very  small. 


INDIA  —  HYDERABAD  —  THE  COUNCIL 

OF  REGENCY. 

Mb.  M'LAGAN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
lie  will  state  the  names  of  the  new 
Council  of  Begency  at  Hyderabad ;  and, 
whether  he  will  give  an  assurance  that 
thev  will  now  be  permitted  to  urge  the 
claims  of  the  Hyderabad  State  to  the 
restoration  of  its  Berar  Provinces  by 
constitutional  means  instead  of  being 
prevented  from  doing  so,  as  was  done 
in  the  case  of  the  late  Sir  Salar 
Jung? 

Mb.  J.  K.  CBOSS,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Council  would  be  under  the  Presidency 
of  the  Nizam,  and  was  framed  as  follows : 
— Nawab  Bushir-ud  -  Dowlah,  Nawab 
Xurshid,  Jab,  Bajah  Narendur  Eao, 
Peshkar,  with  Sir  Salar  Jung's  eldest 
son,  Mir  Laik  Ali,  as  secretary.  The 
question  of  the  claim  of  the  Hyderabad 
titate  to  the  restoration  of  the  Berar 
Provinces  could  not  be  considered  till 
after  the  Nizam  came  of  age,  and  they 
were  in  a  position  to  judge  what  the 
character  of  the  future  administration  of 
his  territories  would  be, 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— TRAINING 

COLLEGES. 

Mr.  BBOADHUEST  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  students  have  been  refused  ad- 
mittance to  some  Training  Colleges  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  not  tall 
enough  to  join  the  Bifle  Corps  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  heard  of  one  case  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee of  that  particular  College  were 
not  responsible,  having  made  no  rules 
on  the  subject.  The  Education  Depart- 
ment had  intimated  that  the  practice 
was  to  be  discontinued,  on  pain  of  losing 
the  grant. 

Mr.  BBGADHUBST  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  the 
name  of  the  institution  in  question  ? 


[No  reply  was  given.] 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS) -ST. 
JAMES'S  PARK. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  QUEST  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  If  he  will 
consider  the  desirabilitv  of  allowing  cabs 
and  carriages  to  use  the  road  which  is 
now  to  be  kept  open  all  night,  from 
Marlborough  House  Gate,  across  the  St. 
James's  Park  to  Queen  Anne's  Gate ;  if, 
in  the  event  of  the  Suspension  Bridge 
being  considered  unequal  to  such  traffic, 
he  will  take  such  steps  in  regard  to  it 
and  the  road  generally  as  will  make  it 
an  available  carriage  way  for  the  public? 

Mr.  SHAWLBFEVBE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  bridge  across  the  ornamentid 
lake  in  St.  James's  Park  was  wholly 
unsuited  for  carriage  traffic,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  open  it  for  that 
purpose.  He  could  not,  also,  hold  out 
any  hopes  that  he  should  be  in  a  position 
to  erect  any  stronger  bridge  in  place  of 
the  existing  one. 

STATE  OP  IRELAND  —  APPREHENDED 

DISTRESS. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  letter  of  the  Most  Bev.  Dr.  Logue, 
Bishop  of  Baphoe,  in  Donegal,  which 
states  that  there  is  not  workhouse  ac- 
commodation for  more  than  a  small 
fraction  of  the  distressed  population, 
and  that  outdoor  relief  is  necessary  to 
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prevent  extensive  starvation  and  destitu- 
tion; and,  what  notice  he  intends  to 
take  of  His  Lordship's  letter  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said,  his 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  letter 
referred  to.  In  case  there  should  not  be 
workhouse  accommodation  for  more  than 
a  portion  of  the  distressed  population, 
the  provisions  of  the  2nd  section  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Belief  Extension  Act  would 
come  into  operation,  and  outdoor  relief 
to  able-bodied  persons  would  then, 
where  necessary,  be  afforded.  Such 
outdoor  relief  could  not  legally  be 
granted  while  there  was  room  in  the 
workhouse.  With  reference  to  the  letter 
of  the  Most  Kev.  Dr.  Ijogue,  he  might 
say  that  the  principle  of  the  Poor  Law 
was  that  the  workhouse  existed,  not  only 
for  the  relief  of  distress,  but  as  a  test  of 
distress ;  and  it  could  not  be  too  clearly 
understood  that  the  Qovemment  in- 
tended to  abide  by*  that  principle.  Qreat 
suffering  might  follow  if  those  to  whom 
the  people  looked  up  for  guidance 
Buffered  them  to  be  in  any  doubt  as  to 
the  intention  of  the  Government. 


ARMY  — THE    COMMITTEE    ON    ARMY 

DRESS. 

Colonel  BABNE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Army  Dress,  which  was  ap- 
pointed last  year,  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Mouse  ? 

The  Makqubss  of  HABTINQTON 
said,  there  could  be  no  objection  to  lay- 
ing this  Beport  on  the  Table. 

PUBLIC  DEPARTMENTS— THE  EM- 
PLOYMENT  OF  PENSIONERS. 

Sir  TBEVOB  LAWBENCE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  When 
the  Committee,  of  which  Lord  Morley 
is  President,  inquiring  into  the  employ- 
ment of  Army  and  Navy  Pensioners  as 
derksj  &c.  in  the  Public  Departments, 
are  expected  to  Beport  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HABTINGTON  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  and  not  Lord  Morley, 
is  the  President  of  the  Committee.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  informs  me  that  the 
Committee  have  completed  their  labours, 
and  hoped  to  report  the  result  of  their 
investigations  to  the  Treasury  in  a  few 
days. 

Jfr.  O'Dmnell 


WEST  INDIES  (JAMAICA)— THE 
SEIZURE    OF    THE   "FLORENCE." 

LoKD  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Why  the  Secretary  of 
State's  message  to  Sir  A.  Musg^ve, 
alluded  to  in  Despatch  No.  25,  "  Florence 
Papers,"  has  not  been  printed  and  pub- 
lished ;  why  the  message  of  the  Gover- 
nor, alluded  to  at  the  end  of  the  same 
Despatch,  has  not  been  printed  and  pub- 
lished; why  the  Despatch  from  Lord 
Kimberley,  alluded  to  in  Despatch  No.  27 
of  the  same  Papers,  has  not  been  printed 
and  published  ;  and,  if  he  will  cause 
these  documents  to  be  at  once  printed 
and  circulated  ? 

Baron  HENBY  DE  WOBMS  said, 
he  should  like  to  know  why  there  had 
not  been  printed  with  Despatch  No.  35 
in  the  Blue  Book  the  instructions  which 
had  been  forwarded  by  the  Colonial 
Office  to  the  Governor  of  Jamaica,  re- 
lating to  the  appointment  of  two  official 
members  of  the  Legislative  Council  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  only  reason  for  the  omis- 
sion of  these  documents  was  the  desire 
to  lighten  a  Blue  Book  as  much  as  pos- 
sible of  mere  repetitions,  and  of  what 
did  not  add  anything  to  the  information 
required.  Two  of  them  were  only  short 
telegrams,  and  their  contents  were  ob- 
vious from  the  context.  To  satisfy  the 
noble  Lord,  however,  he  had  brought 
these  Papers  down  to  the  House;  and 
if,  after  seeing  them,  the  noble  Lord 
really  thought  they  ought  to  be  printed, 
he  would  have  them  issued.  The  de- 
spatch was  omitted  because  it  contained 
some  paragraphs  connected  with  a  totally 
different  concern.  As  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Baron  Henry  de 
Worms),  he  could  not  answer  it  without 
Notice. 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
asked  whether  the  Under  Secretary 
would  issue  the  extract  of  the  Despatch 
to  which  he  had  alluded  ? 

Bakon  HENBY  DE  WOBMS  said, 
as  regarded  the  <' Florence  Papers,"  it 
was  very  necessary  that  hon.  Members 
should  know  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
omitted  despatches,  seeing  that  the  ques- 
tion would  probably  be  discussed  during 
the  evening  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  EVELYN   ASHLEY  said,   he 

now  had  had  a  moment  to  read  the  de- 

I  spatoh,  and  could  i^ure  the  hoi|.  Mem- 
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ber  that  the  instructions  were  only  a 
telegraphic  direction  to  appoint  two  gen- 
tlemen named  as  members  of  the  Legis- 
lature.    That  was  all. 


EGYPT  (MILITARY  EXPEDITION)  — 
PURCHASE  OF  THE  BUILDING  AT 
PORT  SAID. 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
From  whom  the  purchase  of  the  build- 
ing at  Port  Said,  acquired  for  the  British 
Expedition  to  Egypt,  was  made ;  when 
the  purchase  was  negotiated ;  whether 
any  Correspondence  as  to  the  advisa- 
bility and  propriety  of  the  purchase 
passed  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
Admiralty ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  will  publish 
such  Correspondence;  what  is  the  use 
now  being  made  of  the  house;  and, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  dispose  of  the 
premies  by  sale  when  no  longer  used  by 
the  British  Forces  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Sir,  the  noble  Lord  has  asked  a  series  of 
Questions  which  formed  the  subject  of 
debate  in  Committee  of  Supply  on  Mon- 
day evening,  on  which  occasion  the  Com- 
mittee rejected,  by  156  votes  to  19,  an 
Amendment  moved  by  the  noble  Lord. 
I  will,  however,  briefly  answer  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper,  with  an  apology  to 
the  House  for  occupying  its  time  by  a 
repetition  of  statements  already  made. 
The  purchase  was  made  by  an  agent  of 
the  Admiralty  from  the  legal  representa- 
tives of  the  late  Prince  Henry  of  the 
Netherlands.  The  negotiations,  which 
took  place  in  London,  were  concluded 
in  time  to  enable  Admiral  Hoskins  to 
occupy  the  house  when  the  expeditionary 
force  arrived  in  the  Suez  Canal.  On 
grounds  of  urgency  the  purchase  was 
made  without  any  correspondence  with 
the  Treasury  as  to  the  advisability  and 
propriety  of  the  purchase.  The  house 
has  recently  been  used  for  the  Royal 
Marines,  and  no  decision,  as  already 
explained,  has  been  come  to  regarding 
its  future  disposal. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  whether  any  correspondence  had 
taken  place  since  the  purchase  between 
the  Admiralty  and  the  Treasury  as  to 
the  advisability  or  propriety  of  the 
purchase,  and  the  propriety  of  making 
the  purchase  without  consulting  them  ? 

Mi.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
has  been  received  for  the  purchase. 


EGYPT— THE  NEW  INDEMNITY  LOAN. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  by  the  advice  of 
Lord  Dufferin,  and  of  the  British  finan- 
cial adviser,  that  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment is  providing  for  the  new  indemnity 
loan  by  cutting  down  the  expenses  for 
the  general  administration  of  the  country? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  : 
Sir,  the  manner  of  providing  funds  for 
the  indemnities  awarded  by  the  Com- 
mission has  not  yet  been  decided.  I 
stated  on  Tuesday  that  the  Egyptian 
Gbvemment  was  introducins^  economy 
into  every  Department  of  me  Public 
Service,  so  as  to  avoid  imposing  fresh 
taxation  on  the  already  heavUy-bur- 
dened  peasantry. 

THE  SEEDS  ACT— SUPPLY  OF  SEEDS, 

lEELAND. 

Mk.  lea  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
statement  that  there  is  no  seed  for  plant- 
ing, or  means  to  purchase  it,  in  some 
of  the  distressed  districts ;  and,  if  the 
Government  will  g^ve  assistance  for  the 
supply  of  seed  this  year  ? 

Me.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  smaU 
occupiers  of  land  to  whom  seed  was 
given  by  loan  in  1880  still  owe  the 
Exchequer  some  £300,000  in  respect  of 
the  debt  then  incurred.  Applications 
are  frequently  being  made  to  me  to 
have  the  balance  of  the  loan  remitted ; 
I  received  one  such  application  from 
a  Board  of  Guardians  only  yesterday. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  recommend  to 
Parliament  that  any  exceptional  mea- 
suress  hould  be  again  taken  this  year 
for  the  supply  of  seed. 

KILMAINHAM  PRISON  (RELEASE  OF 
MR.  PARNELL,  &c.) 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION  (SIR   8.   NOKTHOOTE). 

SirSTAFFORDNORTHCOTE  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  will  afford  him  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  on  the  Motion,  of  which  Notice 
has  been  given,  for  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  all  the  negotiations  and 
circumstances  connected  with  the  release 
of  Mr.  Pamell,  M.P.,  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P., 
and  Mr.  0*Kelly,  M.P.,  from  Kilmain* 
ham  Prison  in  the  spring  of  1882? 
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Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  think  that 
the  House  generally  will  probably  an- 
ticipate the  answer  that  I  am  about  to 
make  to  this  inquiry.  It  is  that  the  Go- 
vernment adhere  to  the  decision  which 
on  their  own  part  they  have  already 
announced  by  the  mouth  of  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
It  would  be  idle,  Sir,  and  I  think  an 
abuse  of  my  privilege,  were  I  to  attempt 
to  recount  all  the  considerations  that 
have  weighed  upon  their  minds  in  lead- 
ing them  to  that  conclusion  ;  but  I  will 
just  mention  two  of  the  most  important. 
One  of  those  considerations  is  that  we 
conceive  that  the  question  whether  cen- 
sure was  due  to  the  Government  in 
respect  of  these  transactions  has,  upon 
a  recent  occasion,  been  very  fully  de- 
bated and  decided  by  a  vote  of  this 
House.  And  the  second  consideration 
is  that,  in  our  opinion,  the  repetition 
or  continuance  of  those  debates  would 
not  be  favourable  to  the  impartial  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  under  very  try- 
ing circumstances,  in  Ireland,  nor  to  the 
general  cause  of  good  government  and 
contentment  in  that  country. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE:  Sir, 
the  Government  have  now,  for  the  third 
time,  declined  to  give  any  assistance  to 
those  who  desire  to  bring  forward  a 
Motion  which  had  its  origin  in  a  sug- 
gestion and  challenge  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  have  only  to  say  that  I  feel 
it  both  useless  and  unnecessary  for  me 
to  persevere  in  the  Motion — useless  be- 
cause, without  the  assistance  of  the  Go- 
vernment, I  have  no  real  chance  of 
being  able  to  bring  the  matter  forward, 
and  unnecessary  because  I  think  the 
inferences  that  will  be  drawn  from  the 
answer  of  the  Government  are  quite  ob- 
vious, and  need  no  emphasizing  on  my 
part. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION— 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  considering 
the  severe  and  continued  depression  in 
agriculture,  and  the  generally  admitted 
necessity  of  securing  the  tenants  com- 
pensation for  unexhausted  improve- 
ments, the  Government  will  introduce 
their  Bill  relating  to  this  subject  before 
Easter ;  and,  whether  they  will  give  it 
precedence  over  the  London  Government 
Bill  and  other  measures  for  which  there 


is  neither  the  same  commanding  neces- 
sity nor  immediate  urgency  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  in  the  pro- 
sent  state  of  Public  Business,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  no  anticipaiiou 
of  being  able  to  introduce  before  Easter 
any  of  the  several  important  measures 
announced  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  on 
account  of  the  want  of  time  available 
for  the  purpose;  and  I  may  also  say 
that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  not  a  wise 
course,  with  reference  to  the  real  accele- 
ration of  Business,  that  the  Government 
should  introduce  a  very  large  number  of 
measures  at  one  time,  and  that  it  is 
much  better,  both  for  the  measures  ad- 
vanced and  the  measures  postponed,  that 
they  should  only  be  introduced  at  a 
period  when  there  is  a  reasonable  chance 
of  some  real  progress  being  made.  In 
regard  to  precedence  being  given  to  this 
Bill,  it  would  be  premature  if  I  were  to 
attempt  at  this  time  to  lay  down  the 
order  in  which  the  Government  will  en- 
deavour to  proceed  with  the  various  im- 
portant measures  before  them.  I  have 
only  to  say  that  not  only  do  the  Govern- 
ment admit  and  feel  very  strongly  the 
general  strength  of  the  claims  for  a  Bill 
of  this  kind,  but  they  also  recognize  the 
accession  of  strength  which  those  claims 
derive  from  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  the  case  and  the  present  times. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statement  made  by  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan  on  the  subject  of  the  Land 
Law  Act  and  its  interpretation  by  the 
Court  of  Appeal :  — 

*'  I  declare  it  would  baffle  any  human  intel- 
lect to  know  what  is  now  to  be  deemed  an  un- 
reasonable or  unfair  covenant,  having  regard  to 
the  Act  of  1870.  It  has  been  held  by  the 
Court  of  Appeal  that  a  covenant  absolntely 
debarring  a  tenant,  on  any  pretence,  from 
making  improvements  is  not  unfair ;  '* 

and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to  introduce 
a  measure  for  the  purpose  of  amending 
the  Act  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON  wished,  before  the  xigfat 
hon.  Gentleman  answered  the  Qaeetion 
of  the  hon.  Member,  to  ask  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  the 
whole  of  the  judgments  of  the  Oourt  of 
Appeal  relating  to  the  matter  referred 
to  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  ? 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  No,  Sir;  I  liave 
had  no  opportunity  of  reading  the  judg- 
ments to  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  refers.  Strictly,  my  answer 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
amounts  to  a  request  that  he  will  have 
the  kindness  to  postpone  his  Question  for 
a  few  days,  probably  until  Monday,  in- 
asmuch as  we  have  felt  it  our  duty  to 
refer  to  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining information,  and  of  consulting 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  on 
the  subject. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  — SEED  ADVANCES  (SCOT- 
LAND)   BILL. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Grovemment  would  consent  to  stop  Sup- 
ply at  an  earlier  hour  to-night  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  Seed  Advances 
(Scotland)  Bill,  the  debate  on  which 
had  been  adjourned  the  other  evening, 
to  be  further  discussed  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  neces- 
sities of  the  Government,  and  I  may  say 
of  the  country,  with  regard  to  Supply 
are  such  that  we  shall  not  be  able  to 
ask  the  House  to  stop  Supply  at  an  early 
hour  even  for  the  purpose  of  forwarding 
a  measure  of  our  own,  still  less  can  we 
do  this  for  the  sake  of  discussing  a  Bill 
promoted  by  a  private  Member. 

VACCINATION  ACTS— CASE  OF 
MR.  ARMFIELD. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  case  decided  in  the  Westminster 
Police  Court  by  the  sitting  Magistrate, 
Mr.  Newton,  on  the  10th  February,  when 
the  Magistrate  fined  Mr.  Armfield  for 
the  non- vaccination  of  his  child,  though 
he  proved  that  he  had  transmitted,  ac- 
cording to  the  statute,  to  the  vaccination 
officer  a  certificate  from  a  registered 
medical  practitioner  ''that  the  child  was 
not  in  a  fit  state  to  be  successfully  vac- 
cinated," as  it  was  suffering  from  an 
eruptive  attack ;  whether  such  a  certificate 
is  not  by  Law  "  a  reasonable  excuse ; " 
whether  the  same  magistrate  ordered 
the  defendant  into  custody  until  the 
amount  was  paid,  the  penalties  being, 
in  the  first  instance,  recoverable  by  dis- 
tress and  not  imprisonment;  whether 
such  imprisonment  in  a  police  cell,  with 


ordinary  criminals,   was    lawful ;   and, 
whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  case  ? 

Mr.  HIBBERT  :  Sir,  a  Report  has 
been  received  in  this  case  from  the 
sitting  magistrate,  who  states  that  he 
did  not  consider  the  certificate  furnished 
by  the  defendant  to  be  a  "  reasonable 
excuse  "  for  his  failure  to  comply  with 
the  law.  Against  this  decision  the  de- 
fendant might  have  appealed,  but  he  did 
not  avail  himself  of  that  privilege.  The 
magistrate  adds  that  he  did  not  order 
the  defendant  ioto  custody.  The  latter 
refused  to  pay  the  fine,  and  the  gaoler, 
thinking  that  he  was  responsible  for  the 
defendant's  safe-keeping,  placed  him  for 
a  few  minutes  in  the  cells  while  he  went 
for  instructions  to  the  chief  clerk,  who 
directed  his  immediate  discharge.  For 
such  temporary  detention  there  would 
appear  to  be  statutory  sanction  under 
Jervis's  Act  (11  and  12  Vic,  c.  43,  sec. 
20). 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF  THE 
SOUSE-SITTINGS  IN  SUPPLY. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILI^ 
asked  the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  he 
was  aware  that  on  Monday  last  the 
sittings  in  Committee  of  Supply  had  been 
kept  up  until  half-past  1  o'clock  in  the 
morning ;  and  also  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  continue 
the  Sittings  in  Supply  until  a  late  hour 
this  evening,  and  this,  in  the  face  of  the 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
himself,  that  half-past  12  o'clock  was  a 
reasonable  hour  at  which  to  close  Supply  ? 
He  asked  this  Question,  in  the  first  place, 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information ; 
and,  secondly,  with  the  object  of  drawing 
the  attention  of  the  country  to  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  at  which  the  public 
money  was  voted  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  noble 
Lord  is  perfectly  correct  with  regard  to 
the  substance  of  my  declaration  with 
regard  to  the  reasonable  hour  for  closing 
Supply  on  ordinary  occasions.  I,  how- 
ever, also  stated  that  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  must  be  regarded  as  exceptions 
to  the  ordinary  rule.  We  are  under 
necessities  so  stringent  with  regard  to 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  that  I  am  afraid  that  we 
shall  have  to  tax  the  patience  of  the 
House  to-night.  There  are,  of  course, 
other  methods  of  proceeding  which  wo 
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might  have  adopted  as  a  means  of  getting 
out  of  our  difficulty,  such,  for  instance, 
as  by  Morning  Sittings  ;  but  our  object 
is  not  to  have  Morning  Sittings  unless 
we  cannot  avoid  resorting  to  them. 
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PARLIAMENT- ADJOURNMENT— THE 
EASTER  HOLIDAYS. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Prime  Minister,  When  it  was  anticipated 
that  the  Easter  Holidays  would  com- 
mence, and  what  would  be  their  probable 
duration  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  &ir,  as  soon  as 
the  Supplementary  Estimates — I  do  not 
refer  to  the  Estimates  for  the  present 
year — have  been  voted,  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


•o»«*  — 


SUPPLY  —  CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  RE. 
VENUE  DEPARTMENTS  (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY ESTIMATES,   1882-3). 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  op 
Civil  Departments. 

( 1 .)  £500,  Friendly  Societies  Eegistry . 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  that  a  gross  mis- 
calculation seemed  to  have  been  made 
with  regard  to  this  Estimate,  inasmuch 
as  the  sum  now  asked  for  was  70  per 
cent  in  addition  to  the  original  Estimate 
of  £500.  He  thought  some  explanation 
ought  to  be  given  of  this  large  dis- 
crepancy. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  the  additional 
sum  was  required  in  order  to  meet  the 
expenses  necessary  to  pay  for  the  pre- 
paration of  independant  and  fuller  ac- 
tuarial Ketums  than  bad  been  previously 
given,  in  order  to  guide  Friendly  So- 
cieties in  their  future  operations.  The 
preparation  of  these  Returns  involved  a 
great  amount  of  extra  work,  and  hence 
the  additional  charge  for  an  increase  in 
the  actuarial  staff. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  Suppletnontarv  sum,  not  exceeding 
£20,280,  bo  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Oharg^  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 

Mr.  Gladstone 


ment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  Mnrch  1883,  for  Stationery,  Printing,  and 
Paper,  Binding,  and  Printed  Books  for  the 
several  Departments  of  Government  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  some  Dependencies, 
and  for  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  for 
the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Establishment 
of  the  Stationery  Office,  and  the  cost  of  Stationery 
Office  Publications,  and  of  the  Gh&zette  Offices ; 
and  for  sundry  Miscellaneous  Services,  includ- 
ing a  Grant  in  Aid  of  the  publication  of  Par- 
liamentary Debates." 

Mr.  BUXTON  moved  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £500,  on  account  of  the  cost 
of  distributing  Parliamentary  Papers  to 
Members  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  he  thought  he  need  not  apologize 
for  taking  up  the  time  of  the  Committee 
with  regard  to  this  question,  seeing  that 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  in  answer 
to  a  question  which  he  (Mr.  iBuzton)  had 
put  to  him  on  the  subject,  had  stated  his 
opinion  that  the  matter  in  question  was 
one  which  had  better  be  settled  by  de- 
bate in  the  House  rather  than  by  means 
of  a  simple  answer  to  an  interrogation. 
He  had  therefore  raised  the  question, 
because,  while  they  were  all  anxious  to 
see  economy  promoted  in  every  branch 
of  the  Public  Service  by  the  introduction 
of  all  possible  savings  and  reforms  that 
might  be  found  feasible,  both  sides  of 
the  House  found  it  somewhat  difficult  to 
to  select  a  place  at  which  such  reforms 
should  begin.  On  this  occasion  he 
thought  he  had  found  a  point  on  which 
the  Committee  could  put  its  finger  in 
order  to  effect  some  economy.  He 
thought  he  had  good  authority  for  be- 
lieving that  economy  might  be  effected 
in  reference  to  the  distribution  of  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  to  private  Members  and 
also  to  the  Public  Offices.  Two  years 
ago — in  1881 — a  Joint  Committee  of 
both  Houses  was  appointed  to  consider 
the  whole  subject.  The  Committee  sat 
and  took  evidence,  more  especially  that 
of  the  Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Sta- 
tionery Department.  They  presented  a 
Report,  in  which  they  submitted  various 
recommendations,  particularly  as  to  three 
of  the  points  referred  to  them — namely, 
tlie  storage  of  Papers,  the  printing  for 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  imd  the 
distribution  of  Papers  to  Members.  As 
to  the  reconmiendations  in  reference  to 
storage  and  printing,  he  thought  the 
Committee  might  fairly  congratulate  the 
present  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  and 
nis  Predecessor  upon  the  satisfactory  re  • 
suits  which  were  found  to  result  from 
putting  in  force  the  recommendations  of 
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the  Committee.  He  believed  that  a  very 
large  saving  had  already  been  made 
in  regard  to  the  waste  Parliamentary 
Papers  —  of  which  an  enormous  store 
was  foand — ^large  numbers  of  which  had 
never  been,  and  were  never  likely  to  be, 
required.  Bat  he  would  venture  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Oommittee  to  the 
third  point — namely,  that  as  to  the  dis- 
tribution of  Parliamentary  Papers  to 
Members.  He  could  not  go  very  fully 
into  the  matter,  because  he  had  not  had 
much  notice  of  this  Vote  coming  on ;  but 
he  thought  that  all  Members  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  present  mode  of  de- 
livering these  Papers  was  not  only  waste- 
ful and  uneconomical  in  the  extreme,  but 
that  at  times  it  entailed  a  very  great 
amount  of  trouble  upon  Members  who 
were  in  search  of  some  particular  in- 
formation embodied  in  Parliamentary 
Papers,  a  vast  mass  of  which  fiUed  up 
their  houses.  In  searching  for  informa- 
tion on  particular  subjects  a  doubt  and 
difficulty,  which  most  hon.  Members 
must  have  experienced,was  as  to  whether 
a  particular  Paper  had  been  issued  gene- 
rally, or  whether  it  was  included  only 
in  what  was  called  the  *'  short  list "  of 
Papers,  which  the  authorities  of  the 
House,  having  made  a  selection,  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  send  to  Members 
generally.  He  thought  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  a  very  large  and  constantly- 
increasing  number  of  Papers  were  in- 
cluded in  this  "  short  list."  It  was  hoped 
that  the  House  would  see  its  way  to 
adopting  the  suggestions  made  by  the 
Controller  of  the  Stationery  Office  in  the 
course  of  his  evidence  before  the  Joint 
Committee,  to  which  he  had  referred. 
Those  suggestions  were  as  follows : — 


"  1.  The  present  syBtem  of  general  deUvery 
of  all  Papers,  as  a  matter  of  coarse,  to  cease. 

"2.  A  Schedule  to  be  circulated  daily, 
weekly,  or  otherwise,  as  might  be  thought  most 
convenient,  giring  reference,  number,  short 
title,  and  short  note  of  contents  of  all  Papers 
i)re8ented  to  Parliament  bv  command  of  Her 
Majestv,  or  printed  by  order  of  either  House 
since  the  date  of  the  Schedule  last  issued. 

*'  3.  A  full  subject  index  to  be  issued  at  the 
close  of  each  Session,  to  be,  if  required,  bound 
up  with  the  Schedule,  which  would  thus  be- 
come simple  and  convenient  books  of  reference 
to  all  Parliamentary  Papers  issued. 

"4.  Members  of  both  Houses  to  be  supplied 
with  small  books  on  demand;  each  demand 
being  addressed  at  the  back  to  tiie  auUiority  to 
whom  application  for  Papers  should  be  made. 
Any  Member,  on  filling  in  and  signing  a  demand, 
or  making  otherwise  written  application,  to  be 
supplied  with  any  Paper  in  the  Schedule,  whe- 
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ther  or  not  presented  to  or  printed  by  the  House 
to  which  he  may  belonff. 

"  6.  Anv  Member  wishing  it  to  receive^  as  at 
present,  all  Papers  issued  to  the  House  to  which 
he  ma^  belong,  on  making  a  general  application 
in  writing  to  that  effect. 

'1 6.  In  cases  of  Papers  of  special  interest  a  full 
delivery  to  be  made  to  Members  of  eiUier  House 
on  an  order  to  this  effect  being  ffiven  in  writing  ; 
if  a  Command  Paper  by  a  Cabinet  Minister ;  if 
a  Paper  printed  by  the  House  of  Lords  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments ;  if  printed  by  order 
of  the  House  of  Commons  by  the  Speaker." 

This  was  the    scheme   of   suggestions 
made  by  the  Controller  of  the  Stationery 
Department,  and  the  Joint  Committee 
to  which  he  had  referred,  having  con- 
sidered the  scheme  on  its  merits,  as  to 
its  feasibility  and    its   convenience  to 
hon.  Members  of  the  House,   decided 
that  such  a  scheme  was  not  "  unworthy 
the  adoption  of  the  House."    The  Com- 
mittee used  the  word  *'  adoption,"  though 
in  the  draft  Heport  hon.  Members  would 
find  the  word  **  consideration  "  in  place 
of  *'  adoption."     This  discrepancy  was 
explainea   by  the  fact  that  after  the 
draft  Beport  was  prepared  the  Com- 
mittee reconsidered  the  matter  at  some 
length,   and    in    the   end,   by  a   very 
large  majority  —  in  fact,   he   believed 
there  was  no  division  —  decided  upon 
using  the  word  **  adoption  "  instead  of 
"consideration."     The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  was  himself  a  Member  of  the 
Joint  Committee,  and  it  was  satisfactory 
that  he  had  now  become  responsible  for 
the  statement  contained  in  the  Beport, 
that  the  scheme  suggested  by  the  Con- 
troller of   the  Stationery    Department 
was  "not  unworthy  the  adoption  of  the 
House."    They  had  very  good  authority 
for  believing  that  the  introduction  and 
adoption  of  such  a  scheme  would  be 
attended     with    great    convenience    to 
Members,  and  would  involve  in  a  short 
time— he  did  not  say  in  the  first  or  the 
second  year,  but  certainly  at  no  distant 
date — a  very  large  saving  in  public  ex- 
pense.   The  present  expenditure  of  the 
Department  was  a  very  large  sum — not 
less  than  £560,000  or  £570,000  a-year— 
and  it  was  not  only  a  very  large,  but  it  was 
a  constantly  increasing  sum ;  and  if  this 
expenditure  could  be  decreased  without 
interfering  with  the  facilities  which  hon. 
Members  have  for  obtaining  informa- 
tion, he  thought  the  House  would  asree 
with  him  that  such  a  reform  would  be 
very  advantageous.    The  present  system 
was  not  altogether  a  satisfactory  one, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  not  easy  to  trace 
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what  Papers  were  and  were  not  distri- 
buted ;  but,  by  the  scheme  of  the  Con- 
troller, information  would  be  given 
to  Members  each  morning  as  to  the 
Papers  issued,  and  they  could  at  once 
notify  to  the  proper  authority  those 
which  they  wished  to  have  supplied  to 
them.  Another  difficulty,  under  the 
present  system,  was  that  there  were  two 
inodes  of  distribution — one  distribution 
at  the  private  residences  of  Members, 
and  another  distribution  at  the  Public 
Offices  to  Ministers.  He  thought  it 
would  be  well  for  Ministers  to  get  their 
Papers  at  their  private  houses,  by  which 
means  they  would  receive  them  several 
hours  earlier  than  at  their  Offices.  An- 
other advantage  would  be  that  Members 
who  were  temporarily  absent  from  town 
would  be  able  to  have  such  Papers  as 
they  required  delivered  to  them  in  the 
country.  There  were  many  other  respects 
in  which  the  Controller's  scheme  would 
be  advantageous,  and  he  therefore  com- 
mended it  to  the  favourable  consideration 
of  the  House.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£19,780,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March  1883,  for  Stationery,  Printing,  and 
Paper,  Binding,  and  Printed  Books  for  the 
several  Departments  of  Government  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  some  Depen- 
dencies, and  for  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament, 
and  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Estab- 
lishment of  the  Stationery  Office,  and  the  cost 
of  Stationery  Office  Publications,  and  of  tiie 
Gazette  Offices  ;  and  for  sundry  Miscellaneous 
Services,  including  a  Grant  in  Aid  of  the  Publi- 
cation of  Parliamentary  Debates."  —  (Jfr. 
Buxton.) 

8iB  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
said,  he  thought  the  present  was 
scarcely  the  most  appropriate  occasion 
to  discuss  the  whole  of  the  scheme 
which  had  been  unfolded  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Andover.  It  would,  he 
thought,  come  much  more  properly  in 
the  debate  on  the  main  Estimate  than 
in  the  consideration  of  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  to  a  sum  already  yoted  and 
spent.  If  the  hon.  Member  would  fa- 
vour the  House  by  bringing  forward  his 
proposal  again  on  the  Estimate  for  the 
coming  year,  he  felt  sure  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  give  to  the  subject  all  the 
consideration  and  attention  which  it 
deserved.      What  he    (Sir  Walter  B. 
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Barttelot)  wanted  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  an  ex- 
planation of  the  very  great  increase  in 
the  Vote.  He  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  caused  by  the  Autumn  Ses- 
sion ;  and,  if  so,  whether  that  was 
thought  to  be  a  prudent  way  of  spend- 
ing the  nation's  money  ?  He  should  also 
like  to  know  how  it  came  about  that  so 
large  a  sum  as  £6,000  was  put  down 
for  paper.  This  seemed  to  him  to  be 
an  enormous  sum  as  compared  with 
£5,500  for  printing.  There  were  several 
other  points  which  would,  no  doubt, 
suggest  themselves  to  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  for  which  he  should  have  asked  for 
fuller  explanation  than  appeared  on  the 
face  of  the  Estimate  had  there  been 
more  time  to  consider  them. 

Me.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  also 
wished  to  ask  for  some  explanation  as 
to  the  increase  in  the  cost  of  Farlia- 
mentary  records.  The  original  Esti- 
mate was  for  £5,100,  and  now  an  addi- 
tional £1,250  was  asked.  Perhaps  the 
addition  was  due — as  in  the  case  of  the 
additional  grant  of  £1,000  to  Messrs. 
Hansard,  without  doubt,  it  was — to  the 
holding  of  an  Autumn  Session  ;  but,  in 
any  case,  the  matter  was  one  calling  for 
fuller  explanation. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  also  desired 
to  put  a  question  to  the  Fiuancial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury.  In  the  first 
place,  however,  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  the  Supplementaiy 
Estimates  for  this  Department.  No  less 
than  £20,000  for  this  year,  1882-83; 
and  £19,600  for  last  year,  1881-82. 
Now,  it  was  a  bad  thing  to  over-esti- 
mate the  probable  expenditure  of  a 
Department,  because,  if  a  larger  grant 
was  made  than  was  really  necessary,  it 
led  to  extravagance  ;  but  he  was  not  at 
all  sure  that  a  large  under- estimate  was 
not  worse,  for  it  led  to  large  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  and  lessened  the  con- 
trol of  Parliament  over  expenditure.  In 
February,  1882,  the  then  Secretaiy  to 
the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish) deplored  the  steady  and  most  un- 
satisfactory increase  of  expense  in  this 
Department ;  and  the  House,  upon  his 
Motion,  passed  last  year  certain  Beeo- 
lutions  affecting  this  Department.  The 
question  which  he  desired  to  put  to  the 
Financial  Secretary  was,  whether  he 
could  inform  the  Committee  what  had 
been  the  practical  effect,  if  any,  of  the 
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working  of  these  Besolutions.  He  de- 
sired also  to  know  if  the  expense  of 
Foreign  Office  printing,  which  was  com- 
mented upon  last  year,  had  received 
consideration?  He  ooold  not  conclude 
without  sa3ring  that  he  did  not  hold  the 
Controller  of  the  Department  respon- 
sible for  this  great  increase  of  expense. 
On  the  contrary,  he  believed  that  that 
officer  had  acted  with  great  vigour  and 
efficiency,  and  had  saved  the  country 
considerable  expense.  Bat,  in  fact,  that 
officer  was  the  servant  of  other  Depart- 
ments, and  had  no  power  to  check  the 
Papers  or  demands  of  those  Depart- 
ments. He  was  inclined  to  think  that 
a  Committee  should  be  again  appointed 
to  investigate  and  report  upon  the 
working  of  this  Department. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  thought 
there  should  be  some  explanation  of  the 
discrepancy  between  the  main  Vote  and 
the  S  upplemen tary  Estimate.  The  main 
Vote  was  one  of  £388,944,  but  the  foot 
note  put  it  down  at  £530,000,  and  he 
wished  to  know  the  reason  of  this  very 
large  increase.  The  Department  ought 
to  have  estimated  more  closely,  and  not 
to  have  found  it  necessary  to  come  to  the 
Committee  for  so  large  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  as  was  now  asked  to  be  voted. 
He  could  see  no  very  great  reason  for 
the  large  additional  sum  demanded. 
Some  increase  was  due  to  the  holding  of 
an  Autumn  Session.  It  could  not,  how- 
ever, be  all  due  to  that  cause ;  and  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  have  af- 
forded to  them  a  full  explai^ation  of  the 
reasons  which  had  led  to  this  great  ex- 
cess over  the  original  Estimate. 

Oenkral  Sib  GEOEOE  BALFOUR 
said,  the  officials  nominally  responsible 
for  this  Yote  were  those  at  the  Trea- 
sury ;  but,  practically,  they  had  no  con- 
trol over  it.  The  Heads  of  the  Depart- 
ments were  men  of  great  power,  and 
they  demanded  just  whatever  supplies 
they  pleased,  the  Stationery  Office  being 
bouna  to  comply  with  their  demands. 
If  the  Committee  wished  to  effect  any 
economical  reform  in  this  Department 
they  must  go  back  upon  the  Treasury, 
which  could  alone  do  what  was  neces- 
sary. In  the  present  instance,  the  Com- 
mittee had  no  help  but  to  pass  the  Yote, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  for  money  which  had  already 
been  spent.  Hence  it  was  that  he  depre- 
cated, in  the  strongest  possible  manner, 
the  sending  up  of  Supplementary  Esti- 


mates over  which  the  Committee  could 
exercise  no  check  or  control.  He  had 
on  many  occasions  tried  to  get  the  ac- 
counts sent  up  in  some  intelligible  form, 
so  that  any  Member  of  the  House  could 
understand  them,  but  hitherto  without 
success.  The  Offices  adhered  to  the  old- 
fashioned  form  of  putting  down  lump 
sums,  which  it  was  next  to  impossible  to 
analyze ;  and,  therefore,  they  could  not 
get  at  the  root  of  the  evil.  He  hoped 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  pay  particular  attention  to  this 
point,  and  see  to  it  that  reforms  were 
effected 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  agreed 
with  hon.  Members  in  thinking  that  the 
matter  was  one  requiring  very  careful 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mittee, for  the  reason  mainly  that  the 
increases  had  not  been  in  particular 
items,  but  had  pervaded  the  whole  Esti- 
mate. It  was  quite  easy  to  understand 
that  some  sudden  pressure  might  come 
upon  a  particular  Department,  and  that 
a  Supplementary  Estimate  might  be 
necessary  to  meet  such  pressure ;  but  he 
could  not  understand  how  it  came  about 
that  mistaken  Estimates  had  been  made 
in  the  first  instance  with  regard  to  nine- 
tenths  of  the  items.  The  amount  of  the 
excess  they  were  asked  to  vote  was 
£20,000  over  the  original  Estimate ; 
and  he  should  like  to  ask  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  this 
was  a  proportion  of  excess  which  might 
be  expected  in  another  year,  or  whether 
it  was  a  special  circumstance  attaching 
only  to  this  particular  financial  period  ? 
He  asked  this  because,  as  the  Com- 
mittee would  see,  the  original  Estimate 
upon  which  this  excess  Yote  was  asked 
amounted  to  £530,000,  while  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  current  year,  1882-3,  re- 
cently presented,  amounted  to  £540,000. 
How  could  this  be  explained?  Had 
there  been  any  especial  expenses  in- 
curred, or  was  the  sum  of  £540,000 
mere  matter  of  guess  work,  with  the 
possibility  of  a  still  larger  Supplemen- 
tary Estimate  next  year?  The  Com- 
mittee had,  in  his  view,  a  right  to  some 
fuller  explanation  on  this  point  than  had 
yet  been  afforded  them  by  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  J.  HOLLOND  said,  there  was 
another  point  to  which  he  should  like  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee. 
It  was  certain  that  in  many  directions 
there  was  room  for  economy ;  but,  on 
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the  other  hand,  he  thought  that  at  a 
comparatively  small  increase  of  expense 
many  of  the  Betums  issued  from  Public 
Offices  might  be  very  much  further 
utilized.  It  had  often  struck  him  as 
being  surprising  that  many  of  the  Be- 
tums—  for  instance,  relating  to  the 
doings  of  local  authorities  in  various 
parts  of  the  country  —  were  not  sent 
down  to  the  local  authorities  themselves, 
for  the  purpose  of  conveying  what  was, 
in  very  many  instances,  most  valuable 
information.  Then,  again,  there  were 
Betums  being  constantly  moved  for  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  by  private  Members  on 
matters  relating  to  pauperism,  which 
Betums  would,  in  many  cases,  be  very 
useful  to  Boards  of  Ouardians,  to  whom, 
in  his  view,  they  ought  to  be  sent  offi- 
ciaUy,  in  order  to  assist  in  reforming  the 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law. 

Mb.  salt  said,  he  thought  there 
was  not  much  use  in  moving  the  re- 
duction of  a  Supplementary  Estimate  ex- 
cept by  way  of  protest.  The  money  had 
already  been  spent,  and  unless  the  Com- 
mittee could  protest  in  a  practical  way 
by  reducing  expenditure,  he  did  not  see 
that  much  good  was  gained.  In  regard 
to  the  observations  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Andover  (Mr.  Buxton)  com- 
mended his  Amendment  to  the  Com- 
mittee, he  would  only  make  one  or 
two  remarks  which  occurred  to  him  at 
the  moment.  He  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  suggest  that  a  list  of  the 
printed  Parliamentary  Papers  should  be 
sent  to  Members  of  the  House  each 
morning,  and  that  they  should  choose 
from  that  list  the  Papers  which  they 
wished  to  have  sent  to  them.  There 
appeared  to  his  mind  to  be  several 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  carrying  out 
this  suggestion.  It  very  often,  or  at  any 
rate  not  unfrequently,  happened  that  at 
critical  periods  Papers  were  laid  on  the 
Table  late  at  night,  which  it  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  at  the  earliest  moment 
on  the  following  morning.  This  would 
not  be  possible  if  hon.  Members  were 
only  to  be  supplied  on  each  morning 
with  lists  of  the  Papers,  and  not  with 
copies  of  the  Papers  themselves.  An- 
other difficulty  that  suggested  itself  to 
his  mind  was  as  to  the  number  of 
copies  of  each  Paper  that  would  have 
to  be  printed.  The  issuing  Departments 
would  be  left  in  great  doubt  as  to  the 
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number  of  copies  that  might  be  wanted ; 
and  while  in  some  cases  they  might 
cause  to  be  printed  a  large  number  of 
copies  where  few  were  needed,  in  others 
the  supply  might  fall  very  far  short  of 
what  was  requisite.  He  would  wish 
to  ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  give  the  Committee  an  as- 
surance that  before  the  debate  on  the 
regular  Estimate  for  18^82-8  came  on 
in  the  Spring  in  ordinary  course,  he 
would  consider  the  matter,  and  tell  the 
House  whether  he  would  or  would  not 
be  prepared  with  some  scheme  of  re- 
form in  this  Department.  The  hon. 
Member  might,  on  mature  consideration 
and  further  examination,  find  the  pre- 
sent system  the  best  on  the  whole ;  but 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  he  found  it  within 
his  power  to  propose  some  efficient  plan 
of  economy,  he  would  find  that  he  had 
the  very  hearty  co-operation  of  both 
sides  of  the  House.  Ho  should  also 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Ghentleman  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  why 
details  of  an  excess  of  expenditure 
largely  exceeding  the  original  Estimate 
and  pervading  the  whole  of  its  items 
were  not  g^ven  to  the  House  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Autumn  Session  ? 
He  trusted  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuty 
would  consider  this  matter,  and  afford 
some  satisfactory  explanation  with  re- 
gard to  this  increase  of  £20,000. 

Mr.  BTLANDS  said,  he  was  unable 
to  support  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Andover  (Mr. 
Buxton),  which  seemed  to  him,  in  the 
first  place,  altogether  to  depart  from 
the  gravamen  of  the  charge  against  the 
Estimate ;  and,  so  far  as  the  small 
change  his  hon.  Friend  had  suggested 
went,  he  was  disposed  to  agree  veiy 
much  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site  (Mr.  Salt)  that  it  would  be  a 
matter  of  inconvenience  to  cany  out 
the  proposal  to  the  extent  contem- 
plated. There  were  a  number  of  Papers 
kept  back  from  Members,  because  they 
were  not  applied  for,  which  would  be 
much  better  circulated  amongst  them. 
There  was,  for  instance,  the  Beport  of 
the  Boyal  Mint,  in  connection  with 
which  there  were  matters  of  yerjr  great 
public  interest,  and  he  believed  tiiat 
attention  to  the  Beport  would  Inad  to 
a  considerable  saving  in  that  Depart- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  asked  what 
was  the  use  of  issuing  a  large  mass  of 
Papers  which  were  only  read,  perhaps, 
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by  10  or  20.     But  that  was  not  the 
point — the  knowledge  of  their  being  in 
the  hands  of  Members  was  considered  to 
be  a  useful  and  necessary  check.  Again, 
there  were  the  Beports  sent  from  the 
Consulates  abroad  to  the  British  Go- 
yemment.     These  were  not  distributed 
until  they  were  asked  for;    and  how 
many  Members  applied  for  them  ?   [Mr. 
Courtney  :   The  Consular  Keports  are 
distributed.]      He   could   assure    hon. 
Gentlemen  that  the  Consular  Beports 
of  Siam  and  Japan  were  in  the  list  of 
•*  Command  "  Papers,  which  were  only 
given  to  hon.  Members  on  beine  ap- 
plied for;   and    his    hon.  Friend  had 
entirely  oyerlooked  the  fact  that  this 
list   was    handed    to    Members    every 
day.    That,  however,  was  a  small  mat- 
ter.   They  had  before  them  the  fact 
that  this  Vote  was  increasing  by  leaps 
and  bounds;  and  although  he  was  quite 
willing  to  admit  that  the  present  Con- 
troller of  the  Stationery  Department  was 
a  very  able  and  efficient  officer,  that  he 
had  introduced  some  reforms  and  carried 
out  certain  suggestions,  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  entertained  a  strong  opi- 
nion that,  whenever  there  was  a  large 
increase  in  any  of  the  spending  Depart- 
ments, the  way  to  meet  it  was  by  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  for 
the  purpose  of  investigating  the  matter. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land) that  this  was  just  one  of  those 
cases  in  which  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  would  probably  lead  to  a 
very  considerable  saving.  He  considered 
that  the  very  fact  that  there  was  a  large 
increased  expenditure  in  connection  with 
the  Department  was  a  reason  why  that 
expen(uture  should  be  looked  upon  with 
suspicion.    He  could  not  agree  with  all 
that  had  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
Supplementary  Estimates ;  but  the  de- 
mand for  £20,000  in  the  present  Vote 
was  so  extraordinary  that  the  Committee 
were  bound  to  ask  from  the  (Government 
a  full  explanation  as  to  the  increased  ex- 
penditure, and  the  exact  nature  of  the 
work  in  connection  with  which  it  had 
been  incurred.    The  Committee  wished 
to  know  why  this  increased  expenditure 
had  been  incurred ;  and  whether  it  had 
been  incurred  because  the  Departments 
were  so  ignorant  of  what  they   were 
likely  to  require  that  they  did  not  bring 
in  their  Estimates  at  the  proper  time, 
but  came  forward  at  the  end  of  the  Ses- 


sion with  a  Supplementary  Estimate  for 
£20,000.  He  was  now  able,  having 
referred  to  the  list,  to  satisfy  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
that  some  of  the  Consular  Beports  were 
only  distributed  to  hon.  Memoers  when 
applied  for.  It  happened  that  there  were 
only  five  Papers  on  the  list  this  year,  and 
under  the  terms  of  distribution  which  he 
had  described,  there  was  the  Beport  of 
the  Consul  in  the  Corea,  a  Memorandum 
on  the  trade  between  Japan  and  the  Corea, 
Beports  from  the  Consuls  in  China,  and 
the  Consular  Beport  from  Siam.  So 
that  out  of  the  five  Papers  presented  up 
to  that  time  for  the  year  1883,  four  of 
them  were  Consular  Beports,  which  were 
only  given  to  Members  on  being  applied 
for.  If  his  hon.  Friend  would  withdraw 
the  Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £500, 
which  he  (Mr.  Bylands)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  could  not  support,  and  if  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  did  not  give 
satisfactory  replies  to  the  questions  he 
had  urged,  hon.  Gentlemen  on  those 
Benches  would  feel  it  their  duty  to  sup- 
port a  Motion  for  the  specific  reduction 
of  the  Vote,  and  to  ascertain  the  opinion 
of  the  Committee  as  to  whether  that  re- 
duction should  or  should  not  take  place. 
Mb.  B.  H.  PAGET  said,  the  Com- 
mittee had  a  right  to  know  why,  in  the 
face  of  the  Vote  of  £530,000  taken  last 
year,  the  Department  which  had  spent 
so  much  money  should  now  come  to  the 
Committee  with  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate for  £20,280.  There  had  been,  as 
hon.  Members  would  see  by  the  detailed 
account  of  the  Vote,  an  increase  upon 
almost  every  item  of  expenditure ;  and 
he  said  they  had  a  right  to  ask  for  infor- 
mation as  to  the  excess  of  £3,000  over  the 
original  Estimate  of  £18,000  for  Print- 
ing, &c.,  for  Stationery  Office  Publica- 
tions, and  the  excess  of  £1,250  under 
letter  0  for  Parliamentary  Becords  on 
the  original  Estimate  of  £5,100,  which 
was  equal  to  more  than  20  per  cent. 
These  were  matters  upon  which  they 
were  entitled  to  detailed  information,  in 
order  that  they  might  be  assured  that 
the  money  had  been  rightly  spent,  and 
that  the  causes  of  the  present  Vote  could 
not  have  been  foreseen.  The  fact  must 
not  be  lost  sight  of  that  the  practice  of 
putting  forward  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates tended  very  much  to  withdraw 
from  public  notice  the  actual  expendi- 
ture in  the  various  Departments,  which 
would  doubtless  receive  more  complete 
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examination  at  the  hands  of  Members 
were  the  whole  amount  placed  before 
them  when  the  Estimates  for  the  year 
were  brought  forward.  The  Committee 
having  been  brought  face  to  face  with 
such  aa  exceptional  increase  of  cost  in 
respect  of  the  Stationery  Office,  he 
trusted  that  the  fullest  explanation  would 
be  afforded  by  the  Government  upon  the 
items  to  which  he  had  called  attention. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  had  not 
quite  so  voracious  an  appetite  for  Blue 
Books  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands) ;  those  he  re- 
ceived were  almost  sufficient  for  him. 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think  the 
Committee  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Andover  (Mr.  Buxton)  in  thinking 
that  his  proposal  was  a  desirable  one ; 
or,  at  all  events,  he  believed  there  was  a 
concurrence  of  opinion  that  the  point 
raised  by  the  Motion  before  the  Com- 
mittee might  be  discussed  with  more  ad- 
vantage on  the  general  Estimates  than 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  believed 
some  hon.  Members  near  him  wished  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee  on  a  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  to  the  extent  of 
£5,000.  The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Andover,  however,  stood  in 
the  way  of  this  ;  and,  therefore,  with  all 
respect  to  him,  they  would  be  exceed- 
ingly glad  if  he  would  withdraw  it. 
Now,  he  had  this  complaint  to  make — 
that  the  printing  was  very  badly  done. 
He  had,  on  two  or  three  occasions,  asked 
Questions  of  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  with  reference  to  Bills  which  had 
not  been  presented  to  the  House  within 
a  reasonable  time ;  but  he  had  not  been 
able  to  get  any  answers  to  them.  The 
reason  of  this  was  that  no  person  was 
specifically  responsible  in  the  matter. 
For  example,  a  few  days  ago  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  one  or  two  printed  copies 
were  placed  in  the  Library.  This  Bill 
was  wanted  not  only  for  the  information 
of  Members  themselves,  but  the  Mem- 
bers connected  with  commercial  towns 
were  exceedingly  anxious  to  get  copies 
of  it  for  their  constituents.  Neverthe- 
less, they  were  only  able  to  send  the  Bill 
down  that  day.  Now,  having  some 
technical  knowledge  of  printing,  he  was 
in  a  position  to  state  that  if  they  once  set 
up  a  Bill  it  was  absurd  to  say  they  could 
not  strike  off  any  number  of  copies. 
That  was  one  incident.  Another  was 
that  an  hon.  Friend  sitting  near  him,  who 

Mr.  H.  B.  Paget 


wished  to  make  certain  remarks  on  one 
of  the  Votes  in  Class  VII;,  which  re- 
lated to  special  packets  for  the  conyey- 
ance  of  distinguished  persona  across 
the  Channel,  had  asked  for  a  Ketum  of 
the  names  of  those  gentlemen.  The 
Eetum  was  agreed  to,  and  he  believed 
it  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  But  it  h  ad  not  been  distributed , 
although  it  was  Thursday,  and  the  Be« 
turn  had  been  ordered  to  be  printed  on 
Monday  last.  They  were  exceedingly 
anxious  to  know  who  the  distinguished 
persons  were,  before  voting  the  money 
required  for  carrying  them  from  this 
country.  He  hoped  that  an  explanation 
of  these  matters  would  now  be  given  by 
someone  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  represented  the  Stationery 
Department ;  and,  as  he  had  said  before, 
he  had  never  yet  discovered  by  whom  it 
was  represented.  But  it  must  be  under- 
stood that  they  could  not  go  on  voting 
vast  sums  of  money  for  the  Department 
when  they  were  always  being  put  off 
with  old  excuses  on  the  part  of  Minis- 
ters, who  did  not  want  Ketums  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members.  The  usual 
answer  wasthat — **  They  were  very  sorry, 
but  the  printer  was  not  ready  with  the 
Papers."  All  that  was  plainly  nonsense 
and  sham ;  but  even  if  it  were  true,  then 
by  all  means  let  them  have  some  other 
printer  who  could  do  the  work.  Their 
specific  complaint  was  that  they  did  not 
get  the  Eetums  promised  to  the  House 
within  a  reasonable  time  of  the  first 
copies  being  presented.  Speaking  tech- 
nically, there  was  not  the  slightest  neces- 
sity for  this  delay,  and  a  better  arrange- 
ment ought  to  exist,  seeing  that  they 
paid  something  like  the  sum  of  £500,000 
annually  for  the  Office. 

Mb.  SCHEEIBER  said,  the  last  three 
years,  as  he  understood  it,  had  been 
years  of  Liberal  economy;  but  during 
that  time  the  public  had  been  startled, 
and  were  now  not  a  little  perplexed,  by 
a  continued  increase  in  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates.  He  thought  hon.  Members 
would  perform  a  good  service  if,  under 
the  circumstances,  they  could  help  the 
public  to  understand  why  that  increase 
had  taken  place,  and  under  what  heads. 
He  supposed  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  would  tell  him  that  among 
the  principal  heads  of  increase  was  to 
be  included  that  on  account  of  the  Post 
Office  Vote,  for  which  no  Member  of 
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that  House  was  more  responsible  than 
himself  (Mr.  Sohreiber).  But  he  antici- 
pated that  reply  of  the  hon.  Qentleman 
by  saying  that  he  accepted  the  respon- 
sibility, and  that  all  the  money  spent  in 
connection  with  the  Post  Office  had  been 
well  spent.  If  this  year  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  a  year  of  Liberal  economy, 
and  1880  as  a  year  of  Conservative  ex- 
travagance, he  thought  it  would  be  only 
fair  to  compare  the  expenditure  which 
had  taken  place  in  respect  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  in  those  two  years.  In 
1880  there  was  spent  £460,000,  and  for 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  of  March, 
1883,  there  would  have  been  spent  no 
less  a  sum  than  £550,280,  the  differ- 
ence being  £90,000,  and  equivalent  to 
an  annual  increase  of  £30,000  for  this 
Vote  alone.  He  thought  it  would  be 
a  profitable  exercise  for  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  explain  to  the  Committee 
and  the  country  the  causes  of  that  in- 
crease of  expenditure.  So  far  as  that 
increase  resulted  from  the  Autumn  Ses- 
sion, which  was  held  for  the  purpose 
of  passing  the  New  Eules  of  Procedure, 
he  would  like  to  have  it  precisely  stated 
what  the  Autumn  Session  had  cost.  He 
could  make  a  pretty  shrewd  guess  as  to 
the  value  of  the  New  Bules ;  but  what 
the  country  and  the  House  wanted  to 
know  was  the  amount  of  money  they  had 
cost.  He  apprehended  that  the  greater 
part  of  the  £20,000  now  asked  for  was 
to  be  placed  to  that  account ;  and,  if  he 
was  not  mistaken,  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North  North-, 
umberland  ^Earl  Percy)  pointed  in  the 
same  direction.  Therefore,  he  trusted 
the  Committee  would  receive  from  the 
Financial  Secretary  an  explanatory  state- 
ment, setting  forth  the  causes  which  had 
led  to  this  large  increase  in  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  StationeiT  Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  begged 
leave  to  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
Stationery  Department  was  three  or  four 
years  ago  re-organized.  Now,  re- or- 
ganization was  a  process  which  went  on 
every  now  and  then  in  the  Civil  Service, 
and  with  the  invariable  result  of  in- 
creasing the  charge  on  the  public.  The 
ControUer  of  the  otationerv  Department, 
about  two  years  and  a-half  ago,  was 
ordered  to  render  an  account,  which 
was,  indeed,  the  first  Report  rendered 
by  die  Controller.  -  The  interesting  docu- 
ment went  to  show  that  re-organization 
would  secure  n  considerable  reduction 


in  the  Stationery  Vote.  Among  other 
things,  the  Controller  reported  that  in 
the  item  of  salaries  alone  a  saving  of 
£4,000  a-year  could  be  effected.  But, 
notwithstanding  this,  the  charge  for  sala- 
ries, instead  of  decreasing,  had  shown 
a  regular  increase.  Again,  the  item  for 
printing  had  gone  up  since  the  re-or- 

fanization  took  place  from  £136,000  to 
160,000.  The  charge  for  paper  had 
also  risen  from  £95,000  to  £120,000, 
and  so  on  through  the  great  majority  of 
the  items  in  the  Vote.  He  thought, 
however,  that  some  of  the  criticism 
which  they  had  heard  that  evening  with 
reference  to  the  Department  was  very 
unfair.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchero),  for  instance, 
did  not  hesitate  to  attribute  to  the 
Stationery  Office  the  delay  which  often 
took  place  in  furnishing  Oovemment 
Reports  and  Papers ;  but  everyone  ac- 
quainted with  the  facts  would  know 
that  no  blame  attached  to  the  Stationery 
Office  at  all.  It  was  the  Departments 
concerned  in  those  Papers  that  were 
alone  responsible ;  and  if  there  was  one 
Department  more  to  blame  than  another 
for  the  delay  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
complained,  it  was  that  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  whose  Reports  were  invariably 
in  arrear.  Therefore,  he  said  that  to 
fix  the  blame  on  the  Stationery  Office 
was  extremely  unjust.  But,  during  the 
last  three  years,  the  Vote  had  increased 
from  £469,000  to  £530,000;  and,  ac- 
cording to  the  Estimate  for  1883-4,  they 
were  to  be  asked  to  grant  a  still  larger 
sum.  Now,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
money  was  really  required.  He  believed 
the  Stationery  Office  was  administered 
as  well  as  any  Department  in  the  Civil 
Service ;  but  he  wished  to  urge  on  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  the  desirability 
of  securing  an  annual  Report  from  the 
Controller,  in  order  that  ample  and  de- 
tailed information  might  be  afforded  to 
the  House  with  regiurd  to  the  regular 
increase  which  took  place  in  the  expen- 
diture of  the  Department.  If  that  Re- 
port were  supplied,  he  was  satisfied  the 
House  would  see  that  there  was  reason 
for  the  expenditure;  but,  in  the  absence 
of  it,  he  was  equally  sure  that  the  con- 
tinued increase  under  this  head  would 
be  challenged. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  expressed  the 
hope  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Andover  (Mr.  Buxton)  would 
not  be  further  proceeded  with.    He  did 
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not  think  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  would  conduce  to  the  saving  of 
a  single  sixpence ;  whereas,  on  the  other 
hand,  it  would,  undoubtedly,  cause  great 
inconvenience  to  hon.  Members,  by  de- 
priving them  of  a  large  amount  of  infor- 
mation which  ought  to  be  placed  in 
their  hands.  Any  Gentleman  having  a 
knowledge  of  printing  would  be  aware 
that  the  expense  did  not  consist  in  the 
distribution  of  copies  which  were  in  ex- 
istence, or  in  the  multiplication  of  copies 
within  a  reasonable  limit.  There  would, 
therefore,  be  no  saving  to  the  public  if 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  were 
adopted.  There  was,  however,  a  method 
by  which  a  considerable  saving  both  of 
public  time  and  money  could  be  effected 
— namely,  by  the  condensation  of  some 
of  the  voluminous  documents  presented 
to  Parliament.  He  was  sure  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  agree  that  the  exceeding  de- 
tail in  which  public  Papers  were  given 
constituted  a  public  misfortune,  and  that 
much  of  the  documentary  matter  put 
into  their  hands  might,  by  the  exercise 
of  a  little  labour  on  the  part  of  gentle- 
men engaged  in  Public  Departments, 
be  decreased  in  bulk,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  increased  in  value.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  for  many  years  past 
this  Vote  had  continued  to  increase; 
and,  although  efforts  had  been  made  to 
check  that  increase,  they  had  failed  in 
their  object,  because  the  Stationery  De- 
partment was  the  servant,  so  to  speak, 
of  a  great  number  of  Public  Offices,  and 
it  was  out  of  the  power  of  the  Controller 
of  the  Department,  unless  backed  up  by 
some  superior  authority,  to  resist  the 
demands  made  upon  him  by  the  other 
Offices.  However  convenient  it  might 
be  to  have  an  Office  charged  with  sup- 
plying the  various  Public  Departments 
with  the  stationery  and  printing  re- 
quired, there  was  this  to  be  said — 
that  it  was  very  difficult  to  bring  home 
to  the  Heads  of  Departments  a  sense  of 
responsibility  for  expenditure,  when  the 
amount  did  not  appear  upon  their  Esti- 
mates in  any  way  as  a  charge  against 
themselves.  Under  the  system  which 
existed  at  present,  whatever  work  was 
required  to  be  done  would  be  at  once 
ordered,  without  consideration  of  cost, 
because  the  Departments  did  not  pay 
for  it;  but  if,  by  any  means,  the  cost 
of  stationery  and  printing  could  be 
brought  home  as  a  charee  against  them, 
he  thought  there  would  oe  a  little  more 
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economy  under  that  head.  So  long  as 
the  world  lasted,  if  a  man  had  not  to 
pay  for  the  expenditure  he  incurred,  he 
would  not  be  so  economical  as  the  man 
who  had  to  account  for  it. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  was  afraid 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Andover  (Mr.  Buxton)  had  not  given 
very  great  satisfaction,  although  he  could 
not  see  that  any  (Gentleman  who  had 
followed  him  had  greatly  improved  upon 
his  suggestion.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  be  satisfied 
with  the  discussion  which  had  taken 

?lace,  and  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
'wo  suggestions  had  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  delivery  of  Papers,  both 
of  which  would  tend  greatly  to  increase 
the  amount  of  this  Vote.  One  of  these, 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  J.  HoUond),  was  that  all  Papers  of 
general  interest  should  be  distributed, 
not  only  amongst  Members  of  the  House, 
but  that  they  should  be  sent  broad-cast 
about  the  country.  That  was  a  proposal 
which  the  Treasury,  having  the  fear  of 
the  Committee  before  them,  could  not 
look  upon  with  approval.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere)  had  complained  that  the 
Papers  were  not  delivered  as  rapidly  as 
they  ought  to  be.  No  doubt  there  might 
be  a  more  rapid  delivery  if  unlimited 
funds  were  allowed  to  the  Department. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  Depart- 
ment was  subjected  to  great  pressure  by 
the  demands  made  upon  it  for  the  pro* 
duction  of  many  Reports,  long  and  com- 
plicated accounts,  Appropriation  Ac- 
counts, Estimates,  and  Bills — all  these 
were  required  and  ordered  to  be  printed 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  and  there 
was  in  consequence  a  great  crush  and 
hurry  amongst  the  printers  in  order  to 
get  them  out.  One  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Poole  (Mr.  Schreiber) 
was,  in  his  opinion,  inappropriate  to 
these  Estimates,  and  the  discuasion  of  it 
would  be  more  fitting  when  the  year's 
Estimates  were  brought  forward.  The 
hon.  Member  had  inquired,  half- 
jestingly,  whether  the  Autumn  Sesdon 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  increase  of 
expenditure?  Undoubtedly  that  was 
the  case  to  a  certain  extent ;  but  he  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  that  it  was 
largely  attributable  to  the  int^reaaed 
activity  in  many  Departments,  oonse- 
quent  upon  the  state  of  public  affairs. 
The  Autumn   Session   was  reaponflible 
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for  the  increase  in  the  cost  of  public 
records  under  Sub-head  O;  but,  as  an 
instance  of  the  demands  upon  the  Sta- 
tionery Office,  the  War  Office  alone  had 
increased  the  cost  of  the  Department 
by  no  less  a  sum  than  £4,000.  The 
printing  for  the  Irish  Ooyemment,  as  the 
Uommittee  would  understand,  had  been 
exceedingly  heavy ;  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  whatever  Department  was  in  a  state 
of  excitement,  that  Department  must 
make  extraordinary  demands  upon  the 
Stationery  Office,  and  cause  a  correspond- 
ing increase  in  this  Vote.  A  question 
had  been  asked  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  with  regard  to 
the  increased  charge  of  £6,000  for  paper, 
as  compared  with  the  cost  of  printing. 
The  answer  to  this  was  that,  under  the 
new  contract  made  for  printing,  the 
supply  of  paper  was  made  by  the  De- 
partment itself;  and,  that  being  so,  the 
cost  was  included  in  these  Estimates, 
which,  had  it  been  met  by  the  contractor, 
would  not  have  been  due  until  after 
quarter  day.  The  business  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office  had  also  been  increased  by 
the  taking  over  of  the  Customs  Bills  of 
Entry,  which  had  necessitated  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  special  staff  in  order  to 
conduct  those  publications.  Before  con- 
cluding, he  wished  to  offer  his  tribute  of 
respect  to  the  present  Controller  of  the 
Stationery  Office.  A  better  public  servant 
did  not  exist,  and  the  exertions  made  by 
him,  in  order  to  effect  reductions  of  ex- 
penditure, were  beyond  all  praise. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  one  of  the 
remarks  made  by  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  had  raised  in  his 
mind  a  great  doubt  as  to  the  sufficiency 
of  bis  replies  on  other  questions  which 
had  been  raised  in  connection  with  the 
Vote.  The  charge  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere)  was  that  the  Bankruptcy  Bill, 
which  most  hon.  Members  were  in- 
terested in,  no  matter  what  might  have 
been  the  pressure  from  the  various  De- 
partments for  printing,  was  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  fortnight  ago,  notwith- 
standing which  the  supply  of  Bills,  on 
which  hon.  Members  depended  for  send- 
ing copies  to  their  constituents,  was  not 
ready  until  last  night.  The  right  hon- 
GenUeman  the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  stated  that  when 
once  a  Bill  was  set  up  in  type  any  num- 
ber of  copies  could  be  furnished  without 


additional  cost  to  the  public.  The  hon. 
G-entlemaUfhowever,  had  not  touched  that 
point  in  his  reply.  A  Ketum  of  one 
page  ordered  to  be  printed  on  Monday 
last  was  not  in  the  hands  of  Members 
until  long  afterwards,  and  the  Commit- 
tee were  told  that  the  delay  was  owing 
to  the  enormous  pressure  put  by  the 
various  Departments  of  the  Civil  Service 
upon  the  Stationery  Office.  That  reply 
appeared  to  him  quite  insufficient ;  and 
he  was  bound  to  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  would  promote  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  discussion,  when 
the  Estimate  for  the  Department  for 
1883-4  was  brought  forward,  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  placed  in  possession  of 
the  details  now  asked  for.  The  country 
had  spent  £500,000  already  upon  print- 
ing and  stationery,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  financial  year  the  Government  came 
forward  with  a  further  Estimate  of 
£20,000.  The  Committee  was  powerless 
to  go  through  all  the  details  of  the  De- 
partment and  say  where  a  reduction 
ought  to  be  made.  When  complaints 
were  made,  replies  were  given  by  the 
Heads  of  Departments  exactly  similar 
to  that  just  given  by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury ;  and  the  only  way  to  deal  with 
the  matter  was  for  the  House  to  say — 
"  We  will  not  go  beyond  a  certain 
amount  on  account  of  this  Office."  If 
that  step  were  taken,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  Controller  would  see  his  way  to 
keeping  the  amount  of  expenditure 
within  the  prescribed  limit.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  hon.  Member  for  Andover 
(Mr.  Buxton),  whose  proposal  it  had 
been  shown  would  not  effect  any  saving 
of  cost,  to  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
and  he  would  then  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £5,000. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  he  trusted  hon. 
Members  would  bear  him  out  when 
he  said  that  his  wish,  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  subject,  was  to  effect  economy 
in  the  Public  Printing  Department.  He 
hoped,  also,  before  the  Estimates  for 
next  year  came  forward,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  consider  whether  such  a 
scheme  as  he  had  suggested  would  not 
be  very  useful,  and  effect  the  saving 
which,  on  high  authority,  he  believed 
would  result  from  its  adoption?  At 
that  time  he  should  move,  and  carry  to 
a  division,  an  Amendment  to  the  Sta- 
tionery Vote  of  the  same  kind  as  that 
now  before  the  Committee,  which,  having 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  present 
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was  not  the  best  occasion  for  pressing  it, 
he  now  asked  leave  to  withdraw. 

Motion  by  leave  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  would 
now  move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by 
the  sum  of  £5,000.  As  a  Member  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  who  went  into  Office 
on  the  ground  that  the  Conservative 
Party  had  been  extravagant,  he  thought 
it  was  high  time  that  some  consistency 
should  be  shown  to  exist  in  the  matter 
of  expenditure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£15,280,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March  1883,  for  Stationery,  Printing,  and 
Paper,  Binding,  and  Printed  Books  for  the 
several  Departments  of  Government  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland,  and  some  De- 
pendencies, and  for  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the 
Establishment  of  the  Stationery  Office,  and  the 
cost  of  Stationery  Office  Publications,  and  of 
the  Gazette  Offices;  and  for  sundry  Miscel- 
laneous Services,  including  a  Grant  in  Aid  of 
the  publication  of  Parliimientary  Debates.'* — 
(Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler.) 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
rose  to  remind  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  of  the  very  simple  inquiry  he 
had  ventured  to  address  to  him  with 
regard  to  the  proposal  that  the  House 
should  be  furnished  by  the  Controller  of 
the  Stationery  Office,  or  by  the  Treasury, 
with  an  annual  Statement  in  continua- 
tion of  the  Statement  made  on  a  former 
occasion.  His  reason  for  asking  this 
was  that,  although  a  re-or^anization  had 
taken  place  which  the  House  was  as- 
sured would  effect  a  considerable  saving 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  Department, 
there  had  been  a  considerable  increase 
of  charge,  respecting  which  there  was 
absolutely  no  information.  With  all 
respect  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
he  was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  must 
feel  that  the  explanation  given  to  the 
Committee  had  been  wholly  inadequate. 
Moreover,  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
official  of  the  Government,  having  mul- 
tifarious duties  to  perform,  to  furnish 
such  an  explanation  in  detail  as  the 
Committee  had  a  right  to  expect.  It 
could  only  be  supplied  by  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Department ;  and  it  was 
on  that  ground  that  he  asked  that  the 
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arrangement  he  had  indicated  might  be 
made. 

Mb,  COURTNEY  said,  he  must  apolo- 
gize  for  having,  through  inadvertenoei 
omitted  to  reply  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County.  He 
admitted  the  desirability  of  the  scheme ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  point  out  that  it 
involved  a  further  increase  in  the  cost 
of  printing^. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  rose  simply  for  the  purpose  of 
pointing  out  to  the  hon.  Memher  oppo- 
site (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler),  with  whose 
Motion  he  concurred,  the  utter  power- 
lessness  of  any  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  check  expenditure.  If  the 
Committee  were  then  to  divide  it  would 
be  seen,  from  the  attitude  taken  up  by 
Members,  that  the  Government  must  be 
put  in  a  minority,  and  that  the  Vote 
would  be  reduced.  The  Committee  was 
perfectly  persuaded  of  the  justice  of  the 
Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote;  but  what 
would  happen?  When  the  bell  was 
rung  a  large  number  of  Gentlemen, 
who  had  not  heard  a  single  word  of  the 
discussion,  would  come  crowding  in  from 
the  Library,  and  when  the  door  was 
shut  they  would  be  ordered  to  go  into 
the  Government  Lobby.  In  that  way 
Motions  of  the  kind  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee were  rendered  perfectly  useless ; 
and  he  thought  the  country  ought  to 
know  that  they  were  frequently  with- 
drawn, because  Members  had  not  pa- 
tience to  attend  to  the  discussion. 

Me.  cropper  said,  it  was  to  be  re- 
gretted that  everyone  who  had  in  his 
mind  a  crotchet  had  the  power  of  forcing 
the  Government  to  furnish  special  Re- 
turns. So  long  as  Members  would  ask 
for  Returns  on  every  conceivable  sub- 
ject, which  involved  great  cost  for  paper 
and  printing,  there  would  always  be 
Supplementary  Estimates  at  the  end  of 
the  year.  If  any  plan  could  be  adopted 
by  which  the  demands  for  fresh  Returns 
might  be  submitted  to  a  Committee  he 
thought  that  a  great  saving  might  be 
made.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  just  informed  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
that  he  had  been  asked  for  a  special 
Return  this  year  upon  a  subject  with 
regard  to  which  a  similar  Return  had 
been  made  last  year ;  and  it  was  in  this 
way  that  thousands  of  pounds  of  the 
public  money  was  annually  spent.  He 
thought  that  a  Committee  would  do  ^ 
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great  serrice  to  the  House  of  Commons 
by  reoommending  economy  in  the  matter 
of  Betams. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  he  should 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton.  It  was  quite  natural 
for  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  or  the 
Head  of  any  Department,  to  resent  the 
inquisitiveness  of  Members  into  the  De- 
partmental Estimates ;  but  the  country 
nad  come  to  the  conclusion  that  its  ex- 
penditure needed  reduction. 

Mb.  WIOGIN  said,  a  great  deal  of 
dissatisfaction  had  been  expressed  last 
year  with  the  enormous  cost  of  the 
Printing  and  Stationery  Department, 
and  some  hopes  were  then  held  out  that 
a  reduction  would  be  effected.  But  the 
Committee  now  found  that,  after  voting 
£500,000  for  this  purpose,  they  were 
called  upon  to  meet  a  deficit  of  £20,000. 
He  ag^ed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  that  the  country  was 
rightly  complaining  of  the  enormous  ex- 
penditure of  the  Government;  and  as 
they  came  into  Office  with  the  cry  and 
complaint  that  the  expenditure  of  the 
late  Government  was  excessive,  he 
thought  the  least  they  could  do  was 
to  make  a  firm  stand  against  further 
increase  of  charge.  He  was  most  re- 
luctant to  vote  against  the  Government 
on  this  Motion ;  but  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  do  so,  on  the  ground  that  if  no  be- 
ginning was  made  there  would  be  no 
economy.  He  should  support  the  hon. 
Members  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands), 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
and  other  reformers  in  their  endeavours 
to  reduce  the  National  Expenditure. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
w/is  glad  to  find  that  the  desire  for 
economy  was  finding  expression  amongst 
a  great  number  of  Members  in  all  parts 
of  the  House.  It  was,  of  course,  ex- 
pected, when  the  Government  came  into 
Office,  that  there  would  be  great  eco- 
nomy in  the  matter  of  expenditure ;  but 
anyone  who  looked  into  the  Estimates 
during  the  time  they  had  been  in  Office 
would  see  that,  instead  of  a  diminution, 
there  had  been  a  gprowing  increase  of 
charge  in  all  the  Departments.  There 
was  one  thing  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  insisted  upon  more  than  another  in 
reference  to  the  comparison  of  Estimates 
— ^namely,  that  when  they  compared  the 
Expenditure  of  one  year  with  that  of  a 
former  year,  they  should  compare  original 
with  original  Estimates.    If  the  Com- 


mittee looked  at  the  original  Estimates 
of  this  year,  they  would  see,  by  comparing 
them  with  last  year's  original  Estimates, 
that  there  was,  on  the  whole,  an  increase 
of  £1,100,000.  The  country,  at  all 
events,  was  not  aware  of  this ;  and  when 
the  Estimates  for  next  year  came  to  be 
discussed,  he,  for  one,  should  be  prepared 
to  vote  for  any  proper  reduction  that 
might  be  proposed ;  although,  on  the 
present  occasion,  the  money  having  been 
spent  already,  he  did  not  see  that  any 
useful  result  would  follow  from  opposi- 
tion to  the  Estimates  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  that, 
while  agreeing  with  the  principle  of 
economical  administration,  he  thought 
that  the  energies  of  economists  should 
be  wisely  directed.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler),  in  his  opinion,  had  not 
taken  the  right  course  by  proposing  a 
reduction  of  the  present  Vote.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  informed 
the  Committee  that  there  had  been  in- 
creased activity  in  all  the  Departments 
of  the  Service,  and  that  this  activity  had 
found  its  expression  in  an  increased 
charge  for  paper  and  printing.  Now, 
he  thought  it  was  absurd  that  a  man 
whose  business  was  increasing  should 
object  to  the  increased  charges  which 
that  increase  of  business  rendered  neces- 
sary. Besides  that,  his  hon.  Friend 
appeared  to  have  missed  his  mark,  in- 
asmuch as  this  expenditure  had  already 
been  incurred,  and  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  these  Votes  should  be 
agreed  to,  in  order  that  the  House  might 
have  sufficient  time  to  enter  upon  ques- 
tions of  general  legislation.  He  believed, 
if  the  item  of  printing  were  looked  into, 
it  would  be  found  that  no  great  reduc- 
tion could  be  made  under  that  head. 
Committees  had  frequently  sat  to  con- 
sider the  expenditure  of  the  Public 
Offices ;  and  surely,  by  that  time,  they 
had  arrived  at  some  satisfactory  system 
with  regard  to  their  administration.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  wonder  at  the 
cost  of  the  Stationery  Department,  con- 
sidering the  urgency  with  which  Mem- 
bers insisted  upon  Returns  being  printed. 
At  the  same  time,  he  believed  those  I?e- 
turns  were,  for  the  most  part,  useful, 
because  the  country  could  not  have  too 
much  information  as  to  its  affairs ;  and 
it  must,  therefore,  be  willing  to  bear  the 
cost  of  supplying  it.     The  expenditure 
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of  the  Department  was  large ;  but  it  did 
not  amount  to  more  than  half  the  cost 
of  a  man-of-war.  Therefore,  while  offer- 
ing his  services  in  support  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands),  and 
every  other  reformer  who  would  assail 
extravagance  where  it  existed,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  be  led  aside 
into  wasting  time  on  the  present  Supple- 
mentary Estimates,  and  particularly  in 
connection  with  a  Department  where 
such  useful  expenditure  was  incurred. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  50  ; 
Noes  118  :  Majority  68. — (Div.  List, 
No.  20.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  had  alluded  to  a  valuable 
Report  made  in  1881  by  the  Controller 
of  the  Stationery  Office.  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  as  he  understood,  had 
stated  that  it  would  be  a  desirable  thing 
to  have  such  a  Beport;  and  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  trusted  that  the  House 
would  be  furnished  with  an  annual  Be- 
port of  the  Department  in  future. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  he  had  not 
pledged  himself  to  an  annual  Beport. 
He  had  said  it  would  be  convenient  if  it 
could  be  produced  without  further  add- 
ing to  the  cost  of  the  Printing  and  Sta- 
tionery Department. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  had  a 
few  observations  to  make,  before  the 
Question  was  put  from  the  Chair,  with 
reference  to  the  publication  of  Parlia- 
mentary debates.  He  asked  whether 
the  Government  had  under  consideration 
the  publication  of  full  reports,  instead 
of  the  partial  and  varying  reports  fur- 
nished at  the  present  time?  He  thought 
the  present  system  involved  the  maxi- 
mum of  disadvantage.  He  would  not 
go  into  the  question  of  an  official  re- 
port ;  but  would  only  remark  that  any 
one  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  compelled 
to  read  through  the  Parliamentary  de- 
bates of  former  years  would  find  it  one 
of  the  most  difficult  and  embarrassing  of 
operations.  They  were  difficult,  and 
sometimes  self-  contradictorv.  He  under- 
stood that  for  a  portion  of  the  evening 
the  reports  were  still  left  to  the  news- 
papers; but  that  the  proceedings  in  Com- 
mittee, and  after  a  certain  hour  the  de- 
bates,^ were  recorded  by  the  reporters 
supplied  by  Mr.   Hansard.     Now,   he 
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suggested  that  this  was  a  most  illogioal 
and  absurd  compromise  between  two 
systems,  and  that  to  have  a  complete 
report  would  not  cost  very  much  more 
than  was  now  spent.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  Government  should 
abstain  from  adopting  the  method  which, 
he  believed,  had  been  adopted  by  all  the 
Colonial  Legislatures.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  Committee  with  any  further 
observations  on  the  subject;  but  must 
express  a  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  not 
state  that  a  full  report  was  not  fur- 
nished because  of  the  expense  it  woold 
involve. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  this  question 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  last 
Parliament.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  opinion  of  the  House  was  then  en- 
tirely against  the  adoption  of  any  scheme 
for  the  production  of  a  full  Beport. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £1,100,  "Works  and  Public  Bond- 
ings Office. 

Captain  AYLMEB  asked  what  price 
had  been  obtained  for  the  old  Law 
Courts,  and  why  it  was  not  mentioned 
in  the  Estimate  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEPEVBE  said,  the 
total  amount  on  account  of  the  old  Law 
Courts  was  £3,300,  and  he  presumed 
that  this  would  appear  in  the  original 
Estimates.  The  present  Estimates  were 
only  Supplementary. 

General  Sir  GEOBGE  BALFOUB 
pointed  out  that,  so  far  from  this  being  in 
the  nature  of  a  Supplementary  Vote  to 
meet  the  balance  of  expenses  incurred  by 
the  Office  of  Works  and  Public  Buildings, 
it  actually  constituted  a  permanent  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  the  staff  of  that 
Department,  and  that  it  was  for  salaries 
and  wages  alone  that  £900  was  now 
asked  ror  in  excess  of  the  sum  of 
£43,630  taken  in  the  original  Estimates 
for  1882-3.  But  that  was  not  all,  be- 
cause it  appeared  that,  though  the  total 
original  Estimate  for  1882-3,  as  stated 
at  Uie  foot  of  the  Vote,  was  £46,480,  yet 
that  for  1883-4  was  £49,144,  or  an  in- 
crease of  upwards  of  £3,000  over  the 
amount  at  first  voted.  Such  an  item  as  an 
increase  of  charge  for  the  Departmental 
salaries  had  never  before  been  allowed 
to  appear  in  these  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  if 
it  was  necessary  to  appear  at  all  it  should 
have  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
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House  on  the  regular  Estimates.    With   more  correctly  be  addressed  to  his  right 
regard  to  the  item  of  £900  for  salaries  I  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  Qeneral. 
and  wages,  on  account  of  the  increase  of  •     y^^^  ^    ^^^  ^^ 
business  arising  from  the  transfer  of  ' 

change  of  Inland  Revenue  Buildings,  I  C^O  £627,  Fishery  Board,  Scotland. 
he  thought  that  a  transfer  in  connection  '  Mr.  J.  W.  BAEOLAY  said,  before 
with  buildings  of  that  nature  ought  not  the  Vote  passed,  he  wished  to  give  the 
to  have  involved  the  country  in  so  large  Government  an  opportunity  of  explain- 
an  increase  of  annual  expenditure.  But  I  ing  the  grounds  upon  which  Sir  Thomas 
the  point  of  objection  to  which  he  re-  J.  Boyd  had  been  appointed  Chairman 
ferred  was  that  this  increase  of  salaries  of  the  Fishery  Board.  An  Act  had  been 
had  taken  place  at  the  middle,  instead  passed  last  year  for  the  re-organization 
of  the  beginning  of  the  year ;  and  he  \  of  the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland ;  and  it 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  '  might  have  been  expected  that,  in  order 
Financial  Secretary  to  move  the  Treasury  to  make  the  Board  useful,  it  would  be 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  this  in  future,  composed  of  men  in  the  full  vigour  of 
Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  this  ;  life,  and  possessing  some  knowledge  of 
was  a  permanent  increase  of  the  Vote, .  fishery  and  maritime  affairs.  Sir  Thomas 
and  it  was  rendered  necessary  by  an  |  J.  Boyd  was,  he  believed,  a  most  dis- 
addition  to  the  staff  of  the  Depart-  tinguished  and  estimable  citizen  of  Edin- 
ment  of  a  Surveyor,  Aflsistant  Sur-  i  burgh,  and  a  publisher  of  books ;  but 
veyor,  and  Olerk.  The  increase  was  j  he  had  never  heard  that  he  possessed 
not  only  due  to  the  Inland  Bevenue ;  any  special  experience  of  the  kind  he 
Buildings  recently  thrown  upon  the  '  had  mentioned.  Besides  that,  the  gen- 
Office  of  Works,  but  also  to  the  re- !  tleman  in  question  was  well  advanced  in 
quiremente  of  the  Postal  Service,  which  '  years,  and  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
had  so  increased  the  duties  of  the  Office  |  that  he  could  infuse  such  vigour  as  was 
that  it  was  impossible  to  avoid  an  ex-  I  desirable  into  the  action  of  the  Board, 
tension  of  the  staff.  He  pointed  out '  The  appointment  of  Sir  Thomas  J.  Boyd 
that  had  another  Surveyor  not  been  ap-  i  had  taken  all  those  who  were  interested 
pointed  the  Parcels  Post  could  not  have  '  in  fishing  in  Scotland  very  much  by 
come  into  operation  when  it  did,  but  >  surprise.  There  was  at  that  moment 
would  have  been  necessarily  postponed  i  great  agitation  in  Scotland  with  regard 
for  several  months  to  come.  He  begged  to  fishing ;  the  line  fishers  and  net  fishers 
to  assure  the  Committee  that  the  addi- 1  were  greatly  exasperated  with  the  sys- 
tional  assistance  was  rendered  indispen-  tem  of  trawling ;  and  it  would  be  of 
sable  by  the  increased  labour  thrown  ;  great  advantage  if  this  Board  were  to 
upon  the  Department  by  the  transfers  collect  trustworthy  information  as  to  the 
indicated,  and  that  the  existing  Surveyors   effect  of  trawling  upon  the  supply  of 


were  at  the  time  of  the  fresh  appoint- 
ments thoroughly  overworked. 

Genbral  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 


fish.  He  had  not  heard  that  the  Board 
had  taken  any  active  steps  in  this  mat- 
ter, although  it  had  been  hoped  that  the 


said,  he  wished  it  to  be  clearly  under- :  re-organized  Board  would  prove  itself  of 
stood  that  he  did  not  grudge  the  money  '  some  use,  if  not  directly,  then  indirectly, 
if  that  had  been  well  spent.  His  con-  I  by  obtaining  the  information  indicated, 
tention  was  that  the  Commissioner  of  j  He  hoped  some  Member  of  the  Govern* 
Works,  who  knew  of  the  overcharged  ment  would  be  able  to  explain  what  the 
Btateof  the  Department,  when  last  year's  j  Board  was  intended  to  accomplish,  the 
Estimates  were  before  Parliament,  should  'purposes  to  which  it  was  going  to  de- 
have  laid  a  statement  immediately  before  i  vote  its  energies,  and  the  circumstances 


the  House,  and  not  have  made  the  ex- 


which  justified  the  appointment  of  Sir 


penditure,  and  then  ask  sanction,  when  Thomas  J.  Boyd  to  the  Chairmanship 
it  could  not  be  refused.  |  of  the  Board  ? 

Mb.  MOLLOY  asked  if  the  Govern-  '  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
ment  had  in  contemplation  any  system  Bai^foub)  said,  he  might  answer  the 
of  assurance  in  connection  with  the  Post  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Office  ?  i  Member  for  Forfarshire  by  saying  gene- 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  admitted  the  !  rally,  in  the  first  place,  that  Sir  Thomas 
ioiportance  and  interest  attaching  to  the  '  J-  Boyd  had  received  his  appointment 
question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  beoause,  after  the  fullest  inquiry  into  the 
which,  however,  was  one  that  wotdd  subject,  he  was  considwed  the  best  man 


1787        Supply -'Civil  Servicer,        (OOMMONS)  ^e,  Edimatei. 


1788 


who  could  be  obtained  for  the  office  of 
Chairman  of  the  Board.  He  was  a  man 
of  great  administrative  experience  ;  he 
had  been  twice  Lord  Provost  of  Edin- 
burgh ;  he  had  given  evidence  of  his 
powers  of  organization  by  establishing, 
upon  a  new  basis,  the  Merchant  Com- 
pany Schools  in  Edinburgh.  What  he 
did  in  connection  with  these  schools,  and 
in  other  municipal  affairs,  showed  that  he 
was  possessed  of  administrative  powers 
of  a  high  order.  The  Fishery  Board 
was  to  be  placed  on  an  improved  foot- 
ing, and  undoubtedly  it  became  an  im- 
portant matter  to  discover  who  was  the 
best  person  to  give  it  a  good  start  on  its 
new  footing.  The  fishing  interest,  as  had 
truly  been  stated,  was  a  large  one,  and 
he  might  add  that  it  was  one  in  regard 
to  which  there  were  various  conflicting 
interests.  There  were,  as  the  Committee 
well  knew,  as  regards  herring,  the  brand 
and  the  anti-brand  interests ;  and  in  the 
case  of  salmon  the  complaint  between 
the  upper  and  lower  proprietors,  and 
various  other  matters  in  respect  of  which 
there  were  adverse  interests.  Hence 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was 
essential  to  have  the  Board  presided 
over  by  a  gentleman  of  approved  ability, 
and  who  had  given  evidence,  in  many 
capacities,  of  fairness,  and  moderation 
of  mind,  and  who  had  no  sort  of  per- 
sonal interest  in  the  controverted  mat- 
ters with  which  the  Board  would  have 
to  deal.  In  the  judgment  of  those  who 
had  the  duty  of  nominating  the  Board, 
Sir  Thomas  J.  Boyd  possessed  these 
qualities,  and  seemed  to  be  eminently 
fitted  for  the  office.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barclay)  had  said 
something  in  regard  to  the  age  of  Sir 
Thomas  J.  Boyd.  From  the  Book  of 
lieference  on  the  Table,  it  appeared 
that  Sir  Thomas  J.  Boyd  was  born  in 
1818,  and  he  did  not  think  any  hon. 
Member  would  be  prepared  to  say  that 
a  gentleman  of  that  age  was  necessarily 
disqualified  from  holding  the  office  by 
reason  of  his  years. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  remarked  that 
he  had  not  said  anything  of  that  nature. 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  he  thought  there  was 
every  prospect  of  Sir  Thomas  Boyd 
being  able  to  serve  in  this  capacity  for 
a  considerable  time  to  come.  With  re- 
gard to  trawling,  that  was  a  question 
which  was  under  careful  consideration  ; 
but  as  to  the  particular  steps  the  Board 
had  taken,  or  intended  to  take,  in  the 

Th9  Lord  Ad V Kate 


matter,  he  would  venture  to  ask  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  St.  Andrew's 
Burghs  (Mr.  Williamson),  who  was  a 
Member  of  the  Fishery  Board,  and  who 
would  be  able  to  give  the  Committee 
more  precise  and  accurate  information 
on  the  subject  than  he  (the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate) could,  for  an  explanation. 

Ma.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  would 
like  to  supplement  the  remarks  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  with  regard  to  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Fishery  Board,  by  saying 
that  he  was  sure  that  Sir  Thomas  Boyd 
was  a  man  of  ability  and  energy,  and 
that  he  would  devote  his  time  and  power 
to  the  business  of  the  Fishery  Board 
with  enthusiasm.  He  was  sorry  that 
any  remarks  should  have  been  made  in 
that  House  in  any  way  derogatory  to 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board,  who  made 
a  most  admirable  President  in  every 
respect.  He  believed  that  the  business 
of  the  Fishery  Board,  under  the  Chair- 
manship of  Sir  Thomas  Boyd,  would  be 
conducted  with  great  advantage  to  Scot- 
land. He  was  able  to  form  this  opinion, 
because  he  had  attended  most  of  the 
meetings  of  the  Board.  With  respect 
to  trawling,  he  had  not  come  down 
there  believing  that  that  question  would 
be  discussed  under  the  present  Estimate. 
He  wished  to  point  out  that  the  Fishery 
Board  of  Scotland  were  only  the  ad- 
ministrators of  the  law.  They  had  not 
had  the  law  to  make,  nor  could  they 
rescind  it.  Bepresentation  had  been 
made  to  the  Board  as  well  as  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  they  were  under  very 
careful  consideration;  and  all  that  it 
was  possible  for  the  Board  to  do  would 
be  done  for  the  fishermen.  In  the 
meantime,  he  could  only  repeat  that 
they  were  simply  the  administrators  of 
the  law,  and  not  the  makers  of  it. 

General  Sih  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
said,  he  thought  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Bar- 
clay) had  done  good  service  to  the 
country  in  raising  this  question.  The 
hon.  Member  had  a  large  fishing  popu- 
lation among  his  constituents,  as  he 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  also  had  in  Kin- 
cardineshire, who  were  very  poor  and 
unprotected,  and  required  to  be  oaze- 
fully  looked  after.  His  hon.  Friend  had, 
by  his  useful  criticisms  and  remarks, 
done  good  service  to  the  public  interests, 
and  he  hoped  he  would  long  remain  in 
the  House  to  continue  that  service.  In 
reference  to  the  Estimate,  he  oould  only 
repeat  w  hat  he  had  stated  upon  the  last 
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Estimate — namely,  that  th^  Committee 
had  not  received  all  the  information 
connected  with  the  expenditure  which  it 
was  entitled  to  have.  The  present  de- 
mand, though  for  only  £627,  was  only 
a  portion  of  the  extra  cost  for  the  re- 
organized Fishery  Board,  because  the 
Estimate  for  1 883-4  amounted  to  £  1 7, 740, 
against  £16,307  in  1882-3,  being  an 
addition  of  £1,433,  and  not  £627  as  now 
aaked  for.  That  was  the  result  of  the 
hurry  scurry  of  last  year  in  forcing 
through  the  House  the  Fishery  Board 
Bill.  Personally,  he  had  done  all  that 
he  could  to  induce  the  Government  to 
delay  the  passing  of  the  Act  constituting 
the  new  Fishery  Board,  until  they  had 
fuller  information.  He  had  no  hostility 
to  the  Board ;  but  he  believed  the  Go- 
vernment had  acted  upon  imperfect  in- 
formation as  to  the  requirements  and 
duties  of  the  Board.  He  found  that 
there  had  been  an  increased  expenditure 
for  salaries  and  allowances  from  £6,537 
to  £8,420,  and  that  the  sum  of  £900  for 
travelling  expenses  had  been  increased 
to  £  1 , 1 00.  Incidental  expenses  had  also 
been  raised  from  £350  to  £400.  But,  to 
enable  these  increases  to  be  made,  the 
extra  grant  for  Fishery  Harbours  which 
last  year  was  £3,000,  was  in  1883-4  put 
down  to  £2,300.  He  did  not  complain 
of  the  money  that  had  been  given  to 
make  the  Fishery  Board  efficient ;  but 
he  thought  that  the  Government  ought 
to  lay  full  information  before  the  House 
at  the  time  the  ordinary  Estimates  were 
passed,  and  an  Estimate  of  the  extra 
cost  of  the  new  Fishery  Board  over  that 
for  the  old  Board  ought  to  have  been 
submitted  to  Parliament  before  the  Bill 
for  the  re-organization  had  been  passed. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that,  with 
regard  to  the  financial  control  of  the 
House,  the  House  of  Commons  was  fre- 
quently placed  in  a  false  position,  and 
in  this  case  some  deception  appeared  to 
have  been  practised,  in  asking  for  changes 
without  making  known  the  cost  thereof. 
He  had  no  wish  to  assert  that  there  had 
been  anything  positively  wrong ;  but  he 
was  satisfied  that  deception  had  existed, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  take 
steps  to  guard  against  it  in  future. 
He  thought  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  was  to  blame.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  probably  glad  to 
hear  him  making  those  remarks  about 
the  policy  of  his  Friends ;  but  he  hoped 
he  would  not  be  wanting  in  criticizing 


I  their  policy  if  in  power  just  as  he  criti- 
cised that  of  the  Liberal  Party. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  trusted  that 
he  had  not  said  anything  derogatory  of 
Sir  Thomas  Boyd  in  the  business  to 
which  he  had  devoted  so  much  of  his 
time,  nor  yet  of  his  connection  with  the 
organization  of  schools ;  but  it  did  seem 
to  him  a  most  extraordinary  statement 
to  hear  from  the  Lord  Advocate  that  a 
gentleman  was  qualified  to  be  Chairman 
of  the  Fishery  Board  who  was  65  years 
of  age,  who  possessed  no  knowledge  of 
fishing,  so  far  as  the  House  was  aware, 
and  who  had  passed  his  life  in  publishing 
books.  He  thought  it  not  only  desirable, 
but  that  they  were  entitled  to  know  from 
the  Lord  Advocate  what  progpress  had  been 
made  in  the  organization  of  the  work  of 
the  Fishery  Board.  Could  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  give  them  some 
idea  of  the  benefit  this  Fishery  Board 
was  going  to  confer  upon  Scotland,  and 
what  it  had  done  since  its  re  -  con- 
stitution? The  improvements  already 
pointed  out  by  the  Lord  Advocate  were 
improvements  with  which  neither  the 
Government  nor  the  State  had  anything 
to  do,  but  which  were  already  deter- 
mined by  the  law.  He  thought,  before 
they  voted  this  money,  it  was  desirable 
they  should  have  some  idea  of  what  the 
Fishery  Board  had  already  done;  and 
unless  they  obtained  some  explanation 
they  had  a  right  to  challenge  the 
Vote. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  demand  for  answers  to 
these  interrogatories  was  rather  absurd, 
seeing  that  tbe  Board  had  only  been  in 
operation  for  three  or  four  months  since 
its  re-constitution.  It  was  somewhat 
preposterous  to  ask  a  Member  of  the 
Board,  after  so  short  a  period,  to  go  into 
all  that  the  Board  were  going  to  do  in 
the  interests  of  the  fishermen  of  Scot- 
land. The  Board  would  do  the  best 
they  could.  [Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay  :  What 
are  they  doing  ?]  It  was  impossible  to 
enter  into  an  explanation  at  that  mo- 
ment. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  said,  he  thought  it 
was  as  well  to  emphasize  the  qualifica- 
tions of  the  Chairman  of  this  Fishery 
Board,  as  they  had  been  stated  by  the 
Lord  Advocate.  He  presumed,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  simply  a  lawyer's  idea 
of  the  business  qualifications  of  the 
President  of  the  Board.     The  only  ex- 

I  planation  as  yet  given  of  this  appoint- 
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ment,  and  the  qualifications  of  Sir 
Thomas  Boyd,  was  that  Sir  Thomas 
Boyd  had  been  twice  Lord  Proyost.  He 
did  not  know  how  far  a  man  occupying 
the  position  of  Lord  Provost  indulged  in 
fishing ;  but  it  further  appeared  that  Sir 
Thomas  Bo3'd  had  also  been  Chairman 
of  some  educational  establishment,  and 
that  he  was  a  bookseller.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  G-entle- 
man  one  single  question — had  this  dis- 
tinguished gentleman,  who  was  to  be  an 
authority  upon  fishing,  ever  done  as 
much  as  publish  a  single  book  on  fish- 

ing? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  he  was  unable  to  answer 
that  question.  He  had  no  list  of  the 
books  which  Sir  Thomas  Boyd  had  pub- 
lished. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  Will  he 
promise  to  write  a  book  ?     [Laughter,'} 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  should  be  a  qualification  for  the 
Chairman  of  the  Fishery  Board  that  he 
should  write  a  book.  [Mr.  O'Connor 
Power  :  Oh !  do  not  take  me  seriously.] 
He  failed  to  see  what  possible  qualifi- 
cation it  would  be.  It  was  desirable,  if 
possible,  to  get  a  scientific  man  to  preside 
on  the  Fishery  Board,  because  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Board  should  engage 
in  a  scientific  investigation  in  regard  to 
the  general  aspect  of  the  fisheries.  But, 
apart  from  that,  Sir  Thomas  Boyd  was 
eminently  qualified,  and  had  already  dis- 
played his  skill  in  the  successful  carrying 
out  of  many  useful  works  connected  with 
the  City  of  Edinburgh  ;  and  he  thought 
the  Government  could  not  have  done 
better  than  select  that  gentleman  as  the 
President  of  the  Board. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  pro- 
tested against  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Andrews  (Mr.  William- 
son), that  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  Barclay)  should  not  be  en- 
titled to  demand  some  sort  of  informa- 
tion as  to  the  working  of  an  important 
Board  of  this  kind.  It  was  unfortunate 
that  a  question  of  this  kind  should  have 
come  up  in  Committee  of  Supply.  No 
doubt,  there  was  a  very  great  and  grow- 
ing interest  taken  in  these  fishery  ques- 
tions, especially  in  the  North  of  Eng- 
land and  in  Scotland.  That  interest 
was  increasing  very  much,  and  the  pre- 
sent appointment  seemed  to  him  a  some- 
what lamentable  one,  when  they  con- 
sidered the  reasons  given  for  it.     The 

Mr.  Molloy 


people  of  Scotland  had  a  right  to  ask  for 
something  more  than  the  suggestion  that 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board  had  displayed 
ability  in  other  pursuits.  They  had  no 
guarantee  whatever  that  this  gentle- 
man had  ever  had  anything  to  do  with 
fishing.  Personally,  he  could  hardly 
conceive  what  possible  qualification  Sir 
Thomas  Boyd  possessed  for  the  post, 
and  he  could  imagine  nothing  more  un- 
fortunate for  the  fishing  on  our  Northern 
Coasts  than  this  appointment. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
regretted  that  the  Lord  Advocate  had 
not  risen  to  give  an  explanation.     The 
reason  was  quite  clear — ^namely,   that 
the  Lord  Advocate  found  it  impossible 
to  give  one.    His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  knew  how  earnest  he  had  been 
in  trying  to  obtain  information  as  to  the 
position  of  the  Board,  and  the  natare  of 
its  work,  before  it  was  decided  upon  con- 
stituting it ;  but  the  Lord  Advocate  said — 
"  No;  let  the  Board  be  constituted."  He 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  had  communicated 
all  the  information  he  possessed  as  to 
what  the  duties  of  the  Fishery  Board 
ought  to  be,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Banff  (Mr.   Duff)    knew  how   he  had 
endeavoured  to  obtain  an  explanation  as 
to  the  nature  of  the  duties  which  the 
Board  would  officially  be  ordered    to 
perform.    The  Lord  Advocate,  however, 
refused  to  listen  to  him,  and  he  accord- 
ingly intimated  that  he  would  raise  the 
question  on  the  first  occasion  the  Estimate 
was  brought  forward ;  nevertheless,  even 
now,  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  not  prepared  to  give  any  information 
as  to  what  the  Board  intended  to  do.  He 
did  not  ask  what  they  had  done,  because 
he  thought  they  had  done  nothing.     But 
the  Committee  had  every  right  to  ask 
under  what  regulations  the  Board  acted 
apart  from  the  meagre  directions  con- 
tained in  the  Acta.     At  present  they 
knew  nothing,  except  that  the  Board 
said  they  intended  to  do  something ;  but 
what  that  something  was  nobody  knew. 
The  Lord  Advocate  represented  the  Go- 
vernment, and  it  was  to  him  that  he 
(Sir  George  Balfour)  appealed,  and  not 
to  any  Member  of  the  Fishery  Board. 
The  Lord  Advocate  was  an  officer  of 
the  Government,  and  it  was  his  duty  to 
supply  the  information;  and  ho  ought 
not  to  depend  upon  the  fact  of  a  Member 
of  the  Fishery  Board  being  in  the  House 
to  father  on  that  Member  the  duty  of 
giving  an  answer  to  the  question  which 
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had  been  put  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  Barolay). 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Kinoardineshire  (Sir  George  Balfour) 
should  have  asserted  that  the  Fishery 
Board  had  done  nothing,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  take  the  opportunity  of  refer- 
ring to  one  particular  work  which  they 
had  just  arranged.  The  Board  had  re- 
solved to  make  a  harbour  at  Ness,  in 
conjunction  with  the  representatives  of 
Sir  James  Mathieson.  That  harbour, 
which  would  cost  £4,000  or  £5,000, 
would  be  of  the  very  greatest  value  to 
fishermen,  and  would  relieve  the  distress 
which  now  prevailed  in  the  district,  by 
providing  labour  for  men  on  the  spot 
who  were  also  fishermen.  He  was  sure 
that  it  would  be  a  most  valuable  work, 
and  that  it  would  absorb  a  large  portion 
of  the  revenue  of  the  Board  tor  the 
current  year.  If  the  House  would  grant 
the  Board  £250,000,  they  would  be  able 
to  construct  harbours  all  round  the 
coast ;  and  he  would  suggest  that  their 
Irish  Friends  should  receive  an  equal 
amount  for  the  construction  of  harbours 
on  their  coasts.  Then  they  would  see  a 
large  amount  of  valuable  work  done ; 
but  as  lonfi^  as  the  House  stinted  the 
Board  in  the  amount,  and  asked  what 
they  were  going  to  do,  it  was  absolutely 
impossible  to  give  assurances  upon  the 
subject.  He  could,  however,  assure  hon. 
Members  that  the  harbour  they  had 
decided  upon  constructing  at  Ness  would 
be  of  very  gpreat  value  indeed,  as  an 
important  point  in  the  interests  of  Scotch 
Fisheries. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BABCLAY  said,  that  the 
duty  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  just 
referred  was  part  of  the  duties  charged 
upon  the  previous  Board.  When  the 
Fishery  Board  was  re-organized,  it  was 
understood  that  they  would  take  some 
general  interest  in  the  fishing  through- 
out Scotland ;  and  if  they  had  really  had 
on  the  Board,  as  Chairman  of  the  Board, 
some  gentleman  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  question  of  fishing,  either  scientific 
or  practical,  some  stops  might  by  this 
time  have  been  taken  in  regard  to  the 
question  of  trawling,  which  was  now 
occupying  so  much  attention.  What 
the  Scotch  Members  wanted  to  know, 
and  what  they  ought  to  know,  was, 
whether  the  Fishery  Board  had  made 
up  its  mind  to  see  how  they  were  to 
direct  inquiries  for  the  advantage    of 

YOL.  OCLXXVI.    [thibd  sbbdes.] 


the  fishermen  of  Scotland  ?  No  doubt, 
if  the  House  voted  the  Board  large  sums 
of  money,  the  Board  would  ffive  instruc- 
tions for  the  erection  of  harbours  of 
refuge.  But  what  he  understood,  when 
the  Bill  was  passing  through  the  House, 
and  the  Board  was  being  re-organized, 
was  that  the  new  Board  would  put  itself 
to  some  trouble  in  order  to  gain  some 
information  respecting  the  sea  fisheries, 
and  not  merely  information  to  enable 
them  to  discriminate  between  the  private 
rights  of  the  upper  and  lower  proprietors 
of  salmon  fisheries,  with  which  he  ap- 
prehended the  country  had  nothing  to 
do.  He  hoped-  the  result  of  this  dis- 
cussion would  be  to  put  some  vigour 
into  the  Fishery  Board  in  the  direction 
he  had  intimated.  And  he  begged  to 
give  Notice  that,  if  the  Fishery  Board 
were  not  prepared  to  give  a  clear  ac- 
count of  their  proceedings,  when  the 
regular  Yote  came  on  for  discussion, 
he  should  again  call  attention  to  the 
matter. 

The  lord  ADYOOATB  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  remarked,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  St.  Andrews  (Mr. 
Williamson)  was  a  member  of  the 
Fishery  Board,  which  he  (the  Lord 
Advocate)  had  not  the  honour  of  being, 
and  therefore  the  hon.  Member  was  in  a 
position  to  give  more  information  about 
their  proceedings  to  the  Committee  than 
he  could.  But  there  had  not  yet  been 
time  for  an  annual  or  any  other  Be- 
port.  The  Committee  must  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Board  had  only  been  estab- 
lished for  a  few  months,  and  they  could 
not  be  expected  to  show  any  very  sub- 
stantial results  in  the  way  of  work. 
Ness  Harbour  was  truly,  looking  at  the 
unhappy  condition  of  some  of  his 
countrymen  in  the  North  of  Scotland,  at 
the  present  moment  a  very  valuable 
piece  of  work  to  start  with  ;  and,  unless 
he  was  mistaken,  from  the  information 
he  had  received,  the  Board  was  now 
concerning  itself  in  making  regulations 
upon  various  matters  connected  with  fish- 
ing, and  he  hardly  thought  much  more 
could  be  expected  from  them  during  the 
short  time  they  had  been  in  existence. 
As  for  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  Barclay)  had  said  in  regard  to 
the  rights  of  proprietors,  it  had  not  been 
suggested  that  me  Board  should  deter- 
mine any  question  of  rights  between  the 
upper  and  lower  proprietors.  Almost  all 
the  main  questions  regarding  the  fisheries 
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in  Scotland  had  very  controyersial  ele- 
ments in  them,  and  that  was  one  of  the 
considerations  which  made  it  desirahle 
that  a  gentleman  of  administrative  ability 
and  of  undoubted  sense,  probity,  and 
experience  in  business  affairs  shoiUd  take 
up  and  consider  and  deal  with  the  oppos- 
ing interests  which  would  be  duly  repre- 
sented before  the  Board.  The  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire was  reasonable  to  the  extent  that 
when  the  Board  had  been  a  little  longer 
in  existence  it  should  justify  itself  in 
greater  detail  than  it  had  yet  had  an 
opportunity  of  doing.  He  had  never 
seen  any  cause  to  depart  from  the  view 
with  which  the  Bill  was  passed.  He 
believed  now,  as  he  believed  then,  that 
the  Board  would  effect  great  improve- 
ments, and  render  important  services  to 
the  fishing  community,  although  there 
had  as  yet  scarcely  been  an  opportunity 
•of  their  doing  so. 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  wished 
to  add  to  the  explanation  of  the  Lord 
Advocate,  that  the  question  which  was 
agitating  the  people  on^the  East  Coast 
of  Scotland  had  reference  to  trawling. 
They  were  all  aware  aware  of  that ;  but 
the  representations  of  the  fishermen  had 
been  addressed  chiefly  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  to  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  Lord 
Advocate,  and  others.  Very  few  of  these 
representations  had  come  directly  before 
the  Fishery  Board.  If  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  the  Government,  desired  the 
aid  of  the  Fishery  Board  upon  any 
question  in  regard  to  any  alteration  of 
the  law,  or  as  to  trawling,  or  in  regard 
to  inquiries  on  other  questions,  they 
would  be  most  happy,  and  only  too  glad, 
to  have  these  delicate  questions  settled. 
It  was  not  right  to  accuse  them  of  indif- 
ference in  the  matter ;  but,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  the  Board  were  only  the 
administrators  of  the  general  law,  and 
were  not  empowered  to  frame  new  laws 
in  regard  to  the  Fisheries. 

Gbickiial  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  they  were  now  told  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  St.  Andrews,  who 
had  a  seat  on  the  Fishery  Board,  that 
the  Fishery  Board  were  making  a  har- 
bour at  Ness,  in  the  Island  of  Lewis, 
and  that  it  would  relieve  distress  in  that 
Island.  He  should  like  to  appeal  to  the 
Irish  Members  how  they  would  like  to 
find  that  £6,000  a-year  was  taken  away 
from  the  harbours  of  Ireland,  so  neces- 
sary for  the  prosecution  of  fishery  works. 

The  Lord  Advocate 


in  order  to  be  expended  in  the  relief  of 
distress  ?  Yet  that  was  what  the  Fishery 
Board  of  Scotland  had  done.  They  were 
taking  £6,000  a-year  from  fishery  har- 
bours, and  spending  it  in  giving  relief  to 
distress.  This  amount  of  £6,000  was 
the  annual  sum  given  for  fishery  har- 
bours, and  the  sum  was  to  be  applied 
this  year  solely  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
structing one  new  harbour,  in  an  Island 
which  had  already  been  twice  aided  with 
grants  of  Fishery  Board  money  ;  so  that 
the  very  first  thing  the  Fishery  Board  of 
Scotland  was  doing  for  themselves  was 
what  the  Irish  Members  insisted  on 
having  done  for  them  by  Government 
out  of  funds  quite  distinct  from  those 
applicable  to  fishery  havens.  The 
Fishery  Board  had  sent  an  engineer 
down  to  Ness,  who  reported  that  the 
work  would  cost  about  £4,000.  That 
was  all  they  had  done ;  and  as  to  any 
labour  or  brain  work,  not  a  single 
particle  of  it  had  been  expended  in  the 
matter.  Notwithstanding  his  earnest 
representations  to  the  Government  to 
define  what  the  duties  of  the  Board  were 
to  be,  the  Committee  was  still  left  in  the 
dark,  and  no  information  could  be  ob- 
tained. Unless  some  more  good  was  to 
be  done  than  had  been  done  hitherto,  he 
despaired  of  any  good  object  being 
accomplished  by  the  Board. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  desired  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Lord  Advocate.  The  Estimate 
amounted  to  £16,000,  and  he  found  in- 
cidentally that  out  of  this  amount  £8,414 
was  to  be  expended  in  salaries.  There- 
fore, in  order  to  expend  for  the  benefit  of 
the  fishery  interests  in  Scotland  the  sum 
of  £16,000,  the  Government  were  taking 
£8,4 1 4  of  the  sum  voted  for  salaries,  and 
the  only  thing  the  Committee  was  told 
the  Board  had  yet  arranged  to  do  was  to 
provide  a  harbour  which  was  to  cost 
£4,000.  Possibly  the  Lord  Advocate 
might  be  able  to  explain  to  the  Com- 
mittee how  it  came  to  pass  that,  in 
order  to  expend  £  1 6, 000,  it  was  neceasaiy 
to  apply  £8,000  in  salaries  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  said,  that  what  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  was  by  no  means  all 
the  work  the  Fishery  Board  had  done,  or 
were  doing.  There  was  a  very  large 
administrative  staff  employed  in  con- 
nection with  the  herring  brand ;  and  he 
might  say  that  this  was  an  operation 
which,  so  far  from  resulting  in  any  cost 
to  the  National  Exchequer,  brought  in  a 
very  material  profit  of  aometiung  like 
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£6,000  each  year.  He  thought  that 
when  the  whole  of  the  accounts  were 
placed  before  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
see  that  it  was  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  they  were  spending  £8,000  in 
salaries  lor  the  purpose  of  administer- 
ing £16,000.  There  was  a  large  sum 
of  money  received  from  the  herring 
brand. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  in  what  part  of 
the  Estimates  he  would  find  the  credit 
account  of  the  £16,000  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfoub)  said,  it  was  in  the  ordinary 
Estimates.  The  hon.  Member  must  bear 
in  mind  that  this  was  merely  a  Supple- 
mentary Estimate.  The  whole  of  the 
matter  was  gone  into  in  the  ordinary 
Estimates,  and  the  information  would 
be  found  fully  detailed  there  as  to  what 
was  done  with  the  money  received. 
When  the  Estimates  came  up,  he  should 
be  glad  to  give  every  information  with 
regard  to  them. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  a  matter  which,  very 
naturally,  did  not  attract  the  Scotch 
Members.  When  the  Irish  Members 
were  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of  money  for 
the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  they 
should  bear  in  mind  that  this  was  an  ex- 
ceptional Vote  for  the  encouragement  of 
the  Scotch  Fisheries.  He  failed  to  see 
why,  out  of  a  common  taxation,  these 
sums  should  be  demanded  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Scotch  Fisheries,  while  the 
Irish  Fisheries,  which,  in  comparison, 
were  still  more  important  to  the  well- 
being  of  the  Irish  population,  were  com- 
paratively neglected.  It  was  no  answer, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to  say 
that  the  outlay  for  the  purposes  of  the 
fisheries  was  more  than  repaid  by  the 
results.  They  were  told  that  the  brand- 
ing system  more  than  paid  these  ex- 
penses by  the  fees  received.  His  con- 
tention was,  that  if  the  Scotch  system 
were  extended  to  Ireland  in  a  similar 
way,  the  expenses  of  the  same  encour- 
agement would  be  more  than  repaid  by 
the  returns.  He  wanted  to  know  why 
they  should  be  asked,  from  year  to  year, 
to  support  the  Scotch  Fisheries,  when 
there  was  no  similar  treatment  of  the 
Irish  Fisheries.  Under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  not  attempt  to 
interfere  with  the  encouragement  of  the 
Scotch  Fisheries,  because  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  better  way  in  which 
the  money  of  the  country  could  be  ex- 
pended than  in  promoting  an  industry! 


like  the  Scotch  Fisheries,  which  em- 
ployed and  supported  so  many  thousands 
of  worthy  men,  and  maintained  so  large 
and  industrious  a  population.  But  every 
argument  which  could  be  advanced  in 
favour  of  the  support    of   the  Scotch 
Fisheries  became  an  argument  against 
I  the  Vote  while  the  same  fair  play  was 
refused    towards    Ireland.      ["Oh!"] 
Scotch  Members    cried    "  Oh  !  "      He 
thought  this  objection  came  with  double 
force  from  Irish  Members,  because  on 
more  than  one  occasion  all  the  influence 
of  Scotland  had  been  employed  with  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing the  encouragement    of   the    Irish 
Fisheries.     [**No!"]     Hon.  Members 
said  "  No  !  '^  but  did  they  know  the  his- 
tory of  the  Lymph  Fishery,  in  regard  to 
which  the  Irish  interests  had  been  op- 
posed by  united  Scotland,  headed  by  the 
Duke  of  Sutherland  ?    He  had  heard  a 
Scotch  Member  just  now  intimate  that 
he  would  welcome  a  proposal  for  a  grant 
of  £250,000  for  the  encouragement  of 
the  Scotch  Fisheries,  and  a  similar  sum 
for   the    encousagement   of   the    Irish 
Fisheries;  but  it  would  require  strong 
measures  to  induce  the  Oovemment  to 
observe  the  rules  of  equality  and  fair 
play  as  between  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
Only  a  short  time  ago  a  Bepresentative 
of  die  Irish  Fisheries  askeid  from  the 
Oovemment  an  advance  of  the  paltry 
sum  of  £50  for  the  purpose  of  trying  the 
experiment  of  the  winter  cure  of  her- 
rings in  Ireland,  which  might  have  pro- 
vided the  fishing  population  with  a  means 
of  support.   Winter-cured  herrings  from 
Scotland  were  sent  all  over  the  world. 
He  read  only  the  other  day,  in  a  Con- 
sular Beport,  that  almost  all  the  cured 
herrings  which  formed  the  staple  article 
of  diet  in  Silesia  came  from  Scotland. 
The  Irish  people  were  refused  every  op- 
portunity of  developing  their  industries, 
and  too  often  it  was  some  Scotch  Mem- 
ber who  came  forward  and  referred  to 
the  want  of  industry,  the  want  of  self- 
dependence,  and  the  want  of  self-help 
which  characterized  the  Irish  people. 
Well,  this  was  a  specimen  of  the  self- 
help  of  the  Scotch.    They  g^t  thousands 
upon  thousands  of  pounds  to  help  their 
industry,  and  beyond  question  the  help 
they  got  from  the  Government  was  more 
than  repaid  in  the  fees  returned.    All 
the  Irish  people  asked  was  that  they 
should  enjoy  the  same  privileges.    He 
repeated,  that  if  Ireland  was  treated  in 
the  same  way  as  Sootlandi  he  would  not 
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saj  one  word  against  the  cost  of  encour- 
aging the  Scotch  fishing  industry.  No 
section  of  the  Scotch  people  was  more 
remarkable  for  their  industrial  eflforts. 
No  section  of  the  Scotch  people  was  more 
deserving  of  encouragement  and  admira- 
tion than  the  fishing  population ;  but  he 
had  felt  that  he  ought  not  to  allow  this 
occasion  to  pass  without  renewing  his 

?rotest  against  the  system  of  denying  to 
reland  the  encouragement  which  was 
lavished  on  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

Mb.  DAWSON  remarked,  that  at  any 
other  time  this  question  of  fair  play  be- 
tween Ireland  and  Scotland  would  have 
been  an  interesting  topic ;  but  at  a  time 
when  they  were  told  m>m  the  Treasury 
Bench  of  the  fearful  scenes  of  starvation 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  seen  in  Ireland,  and  when 
they  knew  that  the  Irish  seas  were  teem- 
ing with  food  for  the  starving  population 
and  for  export  abroad,  this  was  even  a 
more  effective  occasion  for  attacking  the 
Government  for  having  treated  penuri- 
ously  so  great  and  so  prolific  an  interest. 
His  contention  was,  mat. every  industry 
ought  to  be  encouraged  and  fostered ; 
and  he  suggested  that  they  would  never 
extend  the  Irish  Fisheries,  or  any  other 
Irish  industries,  until  they  received  the 
support  and  encouragement  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Vote  now 
before  the  Committee  is  for  the  Scotch, 
and  not  for  the  Irish  Fisheries. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  would  go  on 
then  to  the  Scotch  question.  They  were 
now  called  on  year  after  year  to  vote 
these  large  sums  of  money  for  the  benefit 
of  Scotland,  and  that  they  did  cheerfully 
because  they  were  always  glad  to  see  the 
trade  and  industry  of  Scotland  develop- 
ing themselves.  It  was,  however,  pain- 
ful to  see  the  Scotch  industries  m  so 
flourishing  a  state,  while  those  of  Ire- 
land were  depressed,  and  the  people  in 
a  starving  condition. 

Gewebal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  altogether  wrong 
in  what  he  had  stated  with  regard  to 
Scotland,  and  he  himself  (Sir  George 
Balfour)  had  assisted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wioklow  (Mr.  Corbet)  in  getting 
a  larffe  grant  for  a  harbour  in  Ireland — 
namely,  for  Wicklow,  for  which  £15,000 
was  granted,  and  a  loan  of  £20,000  on 
low  interest.  It  did  not,  therefore,  be- 
come the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 

Mr.  O'Lonwll 


to  complain  of  the  Scotch  Members. 
No  less  than  £15,000  were  this  year 
being  voted  to  Ardglass,  Kintail,  and 
Arklow ;  and  if  they  compared  the  pay- 
ments made  to  Scotland  with  those  made 
to  Ireland,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
grants  paid  to  Ireland  far  exceeded  those 
flfiven  to  Scotland.  In  regard  to  the 
branding  question,  the  hon.  Member 
knew  very  well  that  it  was  declared  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Fisheries  to 
be  impossible  to  brand  herrings  from 
Ireland;  therefore,  there  was  no  ne- 
cesMty  for  imposing  the  brand.  [Mr 
0  DoNinsLL  dissented.]  He  observed 
that  the  hon.  Member  shook  his  head  ; 
but' if  he  inquired,  he  would  find  that  to 
be  quite  correct.  He  hoped  that  Irish 
Members  had  too  much  good  sense  and 
g^od  judgment  to  indulge  in  such  absurd 
comparisons  and  such  extravagant  state- 
ments. He  trusted  that  they  would  now 
drop  comparisons,  and  try  to  get  for  Scot- 
land as  much  money  as  Ireland  had  got. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  had  appealed  to  him  in  re- 
gard to  the  expenditure  on  Irish  harbours. 
He  willingly  responded  to  the  appeal 
by  saying  that  the  very  largest  expendi- 
ture which  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
for  some  time  past  had  been  done  en- 
tirely in  the  interests  of  Scotland.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  in  his  mind's  eye  the  har- 
bour of  Ardglass,  in  the  county  of 
I  Down.  Now,  he  happened  to  be  the 
Inspector  sent  down  by  the  Gk>vemment 
to  report  upon  the  advisability  and  ne- 
cessity of  increasing  the  accommodation 
at  Ardglass.  Since  then  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  had  agreed  to  expend  £15,000 
upon  that  harbour. 

GsNBRiLL  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  what  the  expenditure  had  been  f 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  that,  in  his  Report, 
the  chief  fact  he  laid  stress  upon,  and 
the  great  fact  which  was  brought  before 
the  Government,  was  that  this  harbour 
was  more  largely  used  by  the  Scotch 
fishing-boats  than  by  any  other  class  of 
boats.  From  that  point  the  Sootdi 
fishermen  were  able  to  carry  on,  with 
great  success,  their  winter  fishing ;  and 
the  Scotch  who  used  it  were  as  ten  to 
one  compared  with  the  Irish  fiahermea« 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  alluded  to  another  matter 
which  had  come  under  his  (Mr.  Blake's) 
experience.  While  he  was  on  the 
Fishery  Board  in  Ireland,  the  Board  f  dit 
that  a  large  income  might  be  realiMd 
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from  the  winter  onre  of  heirings.  They, 
therefore,  recommended  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  the  Predecessor  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  who  now  occupied  that 
position,  that  a  sum  of  £50  snould  be 
given  to  them,  in  order  to  try  the  ex- 
periment, and  after  some  correspon- 
dence and  consideration  that  paltry  sum 
of  £50,  to  enable  the  Irish  fisnermen  to 
try  the  experiment,  was  refused.  [Mr. 
CouBTZfKY  dissented.]  The  hon.  Oentle^ 
man  shook  his  head ;  but  he  (Mr.  Blake) 
had  a  much  better  opportunity  of  know- 
ing the  facts  than  tiie  hon.  Qentleman 
had.  He  was  an  officer  of  the  Fishery 
Board  at  the  time,  and  he  spoke  from 
his  own  knowledge.  He  would  tell  the 
hon.  Oentleman  another  fact,  and  that 
was  that  since  the  Union  between  Eng- 
gland  and  Ireland,  Scotland  had  received 
£1,000,000  more  for  the  encouragement 
of  her  fisheries  than  Ireland  had.  He 
asserted  that  positively.  In  a  work  he 
had  written  on  the  subject  of  the  fisheries, 
that  fact  stood  recorded,  and  it  had 
never- been  contested.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  be  aware — for  he  believed 
that  he  understood  very  well  the  fisheries 
of  the  country — that  long  after  the  boun- 
ties were  removed  from  Ireland  they 
were  continued  to  Scotland,  and  that 
Scotland  received  every  possible  help 
she  required  for  the  purpose  of  har- 
bours, and  for  other  purposes,  until  she 
was  able  to  walk  alone.  While  no  ad- 
vances were  made  to  distressed  Irish 
fishermen,  a  sum  of  money  annually  con- 
tinued to  be  given  in  aid  of  the  Scotch 
fishermen,  until  they  continued  no  longer 
to  require  it.  He  had  the  honour  of 
sitting,  about  a  year  ag^,  upon  an  In- 
quiry, under  the  Presidency  of  the  hon. 
Qentleman  the  junior  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, upon  the  subject  of  the  Scotch 
Fisheries;  and  the  hon.  Qentleman 
would  recollect  that  he  had  worked  very 
zealously  in  the  interests  of  Scotland. 
He  believed  that  the  recommendations 
which  he  made  at  that  time  had  since 
been  carried  into  effect  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent. He  believed  that  it  was  a  great 
mistake  that  they  had  not  been  carried 
out  still  further,  because  he  thoup^ht  that 
a  great  deal  depended  upon  their  being 
carried  into  effect.  The  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Andrews  (Mr.  Williamson)  asked 
that  £260,000  should  be  given  to  Soot- 
land,  and  a  similar  sum  to  Ireland.  He 
(Mr.  Blake)  would  be  glad  to  dose 
with  that  offer.  He  was  happy  to  say 
that,  as  &r  as  the  fisheries  of  Sootland 


and  Ireland  were  concerned,  there  was 
ample  room  for  both,  and  nothing  could 
do  more  good  than  a  wise  and  judicious 
expenditure  upon  harbours.  Hundreds 
of  thousands  of  pounds  of  fish  went 
uncaueht  in  consequence  of  the  want 
of  harbour  accommodation.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  as  well  if  he  should  now  return 
to  Scotland  again,  or  he  might  find  him- 
self called  to  Order  by  the  Ohair.  He 
thought  that  the  Scotch  people  knew 
very  well  how  to  manage  their  own  busi- 
ness ;  and  he  was  indisposed  to  pass  any, 
except  a  favourable,  commentary  on  the 
late  appointment  which  had  been  made 
upon  the  Fishery  Board.  Hon.  Qentlemen 
had  questioned  the  qualification  of  Sir 
Thomas  Boyd,  because  he  had  written 
books  and  had  filled  tiie  office  of  Lord 
Provost ;  but  he  (Mr.  Blake)  did  not  see 
that  those  facts  interfered  in  any  way 
with  his  qualification  for  the  appoint- 
ment. He  was  confident,  from  what 
he  heard  and  knew  of  Sir  Thomas 
Boyd,  that  the  appointment  was  a  most 
excellent  one ;  and  that  under  his  very 
able  Presidency  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Board  would  do  satisfactory  work.  He 
wished  all  good  luck  to  it,  and  to  the 
efforts  to  promote  the  fisheries  of  his 
country  by  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Andrews  (Mr.  Williamson),  who  was  a 
member  of  it.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  it  was  unjust  to  Ireland,  when 
everything  had  been  done  that  could  be 
done  for  Scotland,  when  the  Scotch 
Fisheries  were  now  well  able  to  walk 
alone  and  pay  their  own  expenses  from 
branding  fees,  to  refuse  the  same  ad- 
vantages to  Ireland  which  had  so  long 
and  usefully  been  extended  to  the  Sister 
Country. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers did  not  grudge  the  money  asked  for, 
for  the  encouragement  of  the  fisheries, 
or  that  they  should  be  able  to  g^  with 
superior  gear  and  fish  in  Irish  waters ; 
but  what  they  did  object  to — and  he  be- 
lieved the  objection  was  equally  shared 
by  Sootland — was  that  foreigners  could 
come  upon  their  coasts,  and  take  away 
from  their  very  doors  the  food  which 
Nature  had  provided  them  with. 

Vote  Offresd  to. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  beinff  fou^d  present,  the 
Committee  resumed. 

(5.)  £18,  Lord  Lieutenant's  House- 
hold, Ireland, 
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(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£2,750,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1883,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Offices  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Lreland  in  Dublin  and  London, 
and  Subordinate  Departments." 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  begged  to  move  that 
the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£2,000.  He  thought  it  would  be  tbe 
duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  make 
every  opposition  in  their  power  to  this 
Vote  so  long  as  Ireland  was  adminis- 
tered upon  the  present  principle,  on  the 
ground  that  so  long,  instead  of  deserv- 
ing grants  of  money,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  his  assistants  deserved  the 
rebuke  of  this  House,  and  at  all  events 
must  expect  no  mercy  from  the  Irish 
people  or  their  Eepresentatives.  He 
hoped  they  would  have  other  oppor- 
tunities for  discussing  other  portions  of 
the  rip;ht  hon.  G-entleman's  policy;  but 
the  thing  that  it  was  most  important  for 
him  to  explain,  and  for  the  Committee 
to  hear,  was  what  was  to  become  of  the 
unfortunate  people  whom  he  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  saw  in  the  first  stages  of  star- 
vation as  far  back  as  January  last.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  had  himself  put 
this  fact  beyond  dispute.  It  was  part 
of  the  Government  case  for  emigration, 
that  the  number  of  people  who  could 
not  live  in  Ireland,  who  were  wasting 
away  towards  death,  owing  to  bad 
and  insufficient  food,  might  be  counted 
by  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands. 
Then  what  was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man going  to  do  with  them,  until  his 
only  remedy,  the  emigrant  ship,  was 
ready  ?  Was  he  going,  as  a  matter  of 
experimental  philosophy,  to  wait  and 
to  see  how  much  longer  a  human  being 
oould  go  on  famishing  by  slow  degrees 
in  an  Empire  able  to  afford  £55,000 
for  the  repair  of  a  Boyal  yacht  ?  It  was 
very  kind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  visit  the  unfortunate  peasantry  of 
Donegal  in  their  little  cabins,  and  to 
and  out  all  about  their  being  hungry 
find  half  naked,  and  living  in  the  same 
room  as  their  cattle.  He  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
only  wished  that  thousands  had  any 
cattle  to  live  with ;  but,  unfortunately, 
although  the  Donegal  peasants  did 
manage  to  subsist  upon  seaweed,  they 
were  not  able  to  live  on  the  light  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  countenance ; 
and  during  the  three  months  which  had 


passed  since  his  visit,  what  had  these 
unfortunate  people  received  from  Dublin 
Castle  except  a  few  barren  official  He- 

Eorts  ?    A  &w  bags  of  meal  would  have 
een  of  much  more  consequence.     The 
right  hon.    Gentleman  stated  that   he 
himself  saw  women  and  little  children, 
whom  he  described  to  the  House   as 
starving,   or  next  door  to  starving,  in 
the    early  stage  of   the  distress,  now 
nearly  three    months    ago.     Was    the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    satisfied    that 
these    people  should  go    on  starving, 
losing  health  and  strength,  and  their 
hope  every  day,   while  he  was  there 
theorizing  about  the  workhouse  teat? 
Was  it  to  be  a  crime,  punishable  with 
death,    that    these    people  refused  to 
quench  their  little  hearths  for  ever  and 
go  into  the  workhouse  ?  He  was  almost 
afraid  to  dwell  on  the  misery  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  so  philo- 
sophical a  survey,  and  he  would  turn 
for  a  moment  to  the  argument  by  which 
English  Ministers  thought  themselves 
justified  in  goading  the  people  on  to 
emigration.     As  it  happened,  he  (Mr. 
O'Brien)  could  claim  to  have  had  rather 
more  than  three  days'  experience  on  a 
jaunting  oar  among  the  cabins  of  the 
Irish  poor.  It  was  his  business  to  make 
himself  acquainted  with  every  portion 
of  these   so-called  congested  diatricts, 
and  he  protested  against  the  attempts 
which  had  been  too  often  made  in  that 
House,  and  out  of  it,  to  speak  of  these 
districts  as  if  they  were  incurable  wastes 
and    nothing    more,   and  to  represent 
some  of  the  most  hard-working  peasants 
in  the  world  as  if  they  were  little  better 
than  professional  beggars,  soliciting  alms 
on  the  doorstep  of  England.     On  the 
contrary,   he  said   that  their  poverty, 
instead  of  being  due  to  nature,  or  to  their 
own  thriftlessness — ^instead  of  being  due 
to  their  drinking  tea,  or  buying  dresaes, 
as  they  had  been  so  generously  taunted 
with  doing,  their  poverty  was  the  direct 
result  and  consequence  of  the  system 
which  those  who  had  gone  before  had 
set  up  in  Ireland,  and  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  now  maintaining.    The 
entire  stigma  and  blame  rested  upon 
the  Government  and  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  not  upon  the  Iri^  peasants 
themselves.    It  was  their  Cromwell  who 
first  drove  them  where  they  were.    Pro- 
bably he  did  not  anticipate  that  his  sins 
would  fall  on  the  heads  of  so  many 
generations  of  Englishmen,  or  he  would 
have   driven  them  further  than  Con- 
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naught.  But  even  Oromwell  did  not  find 
out  what  landlords,  far  more  cruel  than 
he,    were    not  long  in  discovering  — 
namely,  that  even  in  Oonnaught  there  were 
tracts  of  land  too  fertile  for  mere  Celtic 
refugees — the  tracts  of  land  they  had 
been  driven  to  were  too  good  for  them. 
The  first  process  was  to  drive  them  into 
Connaught ;   the  next  process  was  to 
sweep  them  off  every  bit  of  fertile  land 
in  Oonnaught,  and  to  drive  them  back 
among  the  rooks  and  bogs,   where  it 
hardly  seemed   worth  while  to  follow 
them.     But   there    was    a   third    pro- 
cess.   The  landlords  pursued  them,  and 
found  them  out  even  in  these  wretched 
places ;  and  he  spoke  from  a  pretty  fair 
knowledge  of  the  South  and  West  of 
Ireland  when  he  stated  that  as  heavy 
rack  rents  per  cultivable  acre  were  ex- 
acted   from   them   for    the    miserable 
patches   they  occupied   in   Kerry  and 
Connemara  as  for  the  same  extent  of 
the  richest  land  in  Tipperaiy.    Anybody 
who  knew  the  interests  of  Irish  land- 
lordism could   explain  whv.      It    was 
because,  in  dealing  with  tne  stubborn 
farmers    of  Tipperary,    the    landlords 
had  to  encounter  a  sort    of    ''rigour 
beyond  the  law,"   which  made  them 
cautious  in  rent  raising.     He  knew  of 
many  instances  in  the  West  in  which 
the  value  of  the  land  had  been  paid 
three  and  four  and  five  times  over  in 
the  shape  of  rent.    He  need  only  quote 
Mr.  Take's  book  to  show  that  it  was 
estimated  by  that  gentleman  that  the 
fee- simple  value  of  the  small  holdings 
in  Oonnemara  had  been  purchased  over 
and  over  again  by  the  labour  and  recla- 
mation and  rent  paid  by  the  peasants 
who  cultivated  them.    Mr.  Tuke  said, 
in  the  postscript  to  his  pamphlet,  that  a 
friend  of  his,  who  was  agent  for  some 
property  in  Yorkshire,    writing   from 
Galway  onthe  29th  of  July,  1880,  said— 

"It  IB  no  wonder  that  Engliahmen  do  not 
nndentand  the  demand  for  fixity  of  tenure  in 
Ireland.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  Baying  that 
the  tenant*B  outlay  throughout  the  district  I 
am  in,  in  the  erection  of  buildings  and  cabins, 
in  fencing  the  land  and  clearing  away  the 
stones,  exceeds  many  times  the  value  of  the  fee- 
simple  of  the  land  before  such  outlay." 

Tet  these  men  were  the  very  men  on 
whom  rack  rents  were  piled  up,  until 
they  were  double  and  treble  the  valua- 
tion of  the  land.  These  were  the  men 
whose  cattle-runs  were  taken  from  them 
and  given  to  the  graziers;  who  were 
tiixed  for  the  turf  they  raised  on  their . 


own  land,  and  for  the  very  seaweed  they 
drew  out  of  the  sea.  These  were  the  men 
whom  Lord  Sligo,  for  instance,  grouped 
together  in  "  co,"  as  it  was  c^ed,  in 
Mayo,  in  order  to  evade  payment  of 
the  poor  rates  which  the  law  made  him 
liable  for  in  respect  of  holdings  of  a 
valuation  under  £4,  so  that  he  might  be 
able  to  throw  the  payment  of  the  poor 
rates  upon  these  poor  creatures  them* 
selves.    It  was  these  men  who,  for  many 
long  years,  had  been  forced,  in  weari- 
ness and  want,  to  trudge  through  Eng- 
land in  search  of  employment  through 
harvest  time,  and  bring  home  the  rent 
for  the  Lord  Sligos.     Yet,  as  if  to  add 
insult  to  injury,  when  bad  seasons  over- 
took these  men,  when  they  left  them- 
selves bare  in  the  effort  to  raise  the 
year's   rent  necessary  to  take  advan- 
tage of   the    Arrears   Act,   they  were 
taunted  with  beiug  beggars  and  "ne'er- 
do-weels,"  because  they  had  left  them- 
selves poor  and  starving.    He  denied 
that,  in  any  country  less  fatally  governed 
than  Ireland,  these  men's  case,  even  as 
it  stood  at  present,  would  be  hopeless. 
Their  case  was  only  hopeless  m  the 
sense  that  any  man's  case  would  be 
hopeless  when  he  found  himself,  bound 
hand-and-foot,    in  sight  of  a  granary, 
with  the  key  in  the  pocket  of  the  Eng- 
lish Government.    All  the  Irish  people 
asked  for  was  to  give  them  fair  play. 
They  would  then  not  only  be  able  to 
live,  but  to  live  in  comfort  in  these  very 
places.    They  did  not  ask  Parliament 
for  its  charity.    If  they  would  set  any 
great  works  of  National  improvement 
going  in  any    part     of   the    country, 
they  would  swarm   to   it    as    they  at 
present  swarmed  to  England  and  Scot« 
land  for  employment.    Give  them  some 
encouragement  to  reclaim  the  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  acres  in  front  of  their 
holdings ;  do  something  to  enable  them 
to  catch  the  fishes  teeming  in  the  seas 
before    their    eyes;    migrate    some    of 
them  to  land  further  inland,  which  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin  said  was  unfit  for  grazing, 
and  which  they  would  be  ready  to  dig 
and  break  up,  as  had  been  done  before 
in  England  m  the  time  of  Henry  VJLl. 
Mr.  Froude   mentioned  that  when  the 
Isle  of  Wight  was  threatened  with  de- 
population, when   the  Island  was  be- 
coming deserted  by  its  inhabitants,  that 
House  passed  a  very  summary  law — 

"  That  no  manner  of  person  ahoold  take  any 
leyernl  fanns,  more  than  one,   wheroof   tkp 
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yearly  Talno  should  not  exceed  the  sum  of  ten 
marks." 

Mr.  Froude  remarked  that  it  was — 

"  An  Act  tyrannical  in  form,  yet  sing^nlarly 
iUstiSed  by  its  oonseqaenceB." 

The  farmhouses  were  rebuilt,  the  land 
reploughed,  and  the  Island  repeopled. 
Now,  if  the  Government  proposed  to 
treat  Ireland  to  the  penal  legislation 
of  Edward  III.'b  time,  at  least  let  them 
have  the  advantage  of  some  of  these 
methods  of  medieeval  relief,  instead  of 
the  methods  recommended  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  If  the  grazing 
tracts  must  remain  grazing  tracts  still, 
let  them  throw  the  burden  of  poverty 
on  the  wealthy  glaziers,  who  mono- 
polised the  lands  of  the  people ;  let 
them  saddle  them  with  the  poor  rates, 
just  as  they  did  the  duty  upon  distillers 
and  the  Succession  Duty;  but  do  not 
go  on  charging  poor  rates  upon  these 
miserable  people.  Let  them,  at  all 
events,  do  something  worthv  of  a  Go- 
vernment that  had  the  ricn  and  un- 
bounded resources  of  Ireland  under  their 
control.  Let  them  do  something  that 
was  more  like  statesmanship  than  fall- 
ing back  upon  the  workhouse  and  coffin- 
ship — their  only  instruments  of  govern- 
ment. If  they  would  not  do  anything, 
all  he  could  say  was  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary could  hardly  hope  to  escape  the 
execration  of  the  world  by  exhibiting 
as  paupers — branding  them  as  hopeless 
paupers — men  whom  their  own  cruel 
system  had  reduced  to  poverty,  and  who 
would  never  find  it  necessaiy  to  emi- 
grate if  English  officials  would  emigrate 
instead.  Until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  the  Committee  something  like  a 
satisfactory  assurance,  first  as  to  the 
present  of  these  unfortunate  people,  who 
were  slowly  dying,  and  next  as  to  their 
future,  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
refuse  to  pass  this  Vote. 

Mr.  TEEVELYAN:  The  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  very  relevant  to 
the  Vote  which  stands  at  the  head  of 
this  Supplementaiy  Estimate ;  but  I  am 
not  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
made  it,  because  I  know  that  the  hon. 
Member  desired  to  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  attacking  me.  In  regard  to 
this  point,  he  has  already  attacked  me 
elsewhere,  in  a  manner  which  I  am  glad 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  alluding  to. 
before  this  House  and  the  country.  The 
hon.  Member  —  I  beg  his  pardon,  I 
should  rather  say  a  certain  paper — ^haa 

Mr,  O'Brim 


successively,  and  with  singular  ferocitj, 
and  in  terms  and  with  charges  almost 
inconceivable  to  gentlemen  accustomed 
to  read  only  newspapers  on  this  side  of 
the  Channel,  attacked  four  Gentlemen 
who  have  been  connected  with  Ireland. 

Mb.  FAENELL  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
We  are  discussing  the  salaries  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the 
salaries  of  the  officials  connected  with 
his  Office.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
also  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  which  has  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  distress  in  Ireland,  and  there- 
fore I  suppose  he  has  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  the  direction  of  the  policy  of  the 
Irish  Gt>vemment  with  reference  to  that 
matter.  Therefore,  the  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  was  strictly  in  Order.  I 
wish  to  ask  you  now,  Sir,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  entitled  to  g^ 
out  of  his  way,  as  he  was  proceeding  to 
do,  to  criticize  any  newspaper  article 
written  by  my  hon.  Friend — [An  hon. 
Membeb:  Or  not;  and  Cries  of  ''Oh I"] 
— or  not  written  by  my  hon.  Friend,  but 
appearing  in  a  newspaper,  at  all  events, 
of  which  he  is  editor,  in  reference  to 
matters  not  connected  with  this  Vote, 
or  with  the  relief  of  the  distress  in 
Ireland  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  hon.  Member, 
in  his  remarks  on  this  Vote,  seemed  to 
me  to  travel  over  a  wide  range  indeed, 
yet  I  was  unwilling  to  interrupt  him. 
But  I  have  observed  nothing  in  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Gbntleman  who 
is  now  replying  to  the  hon.  Member, 
which  is  not  completely  in  Order.  In- 
deed, they  seem  to  me  to  be  somewhat 
called  forth  by  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN :  I  was  going  to 
say  that  the  newspaper  to  which  I  was 
referring  has  held  up  to  the  exeeration 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  four  Gentle- 
men. Now,  I  wish  to  explain  to  the 
Committee  what  being  hela  up  to  the 
execration  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
means.  I  say  that  four  men  have  been 
so  held  up  ;  these  men  were,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  Mr.  Burke,  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,  and  Mr.  Field,  and  I 
ask  hon.  Members  to  observe  the  con- 
necting link.  Within  the  last  few  weeks 
the  same  class  of  attacks  has  begun  to 
be  directed  against  me ;  and  I  have  now 
in  this  newspaper  been  told  that  I  am 
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the  most  hated  man  in  Ireland ;  that  up 
to  this  time  it  had  been  believed  that  no 
one  could  be  found  more  inhuman,  or 
more  destitute  of  feeling,  than  mj  right 
hon.  Predecessor,  whose  life  was  at- 
tempted three  times ;  but  at  last  a  man 
has  been  found,  more  inhuman,  and  more 
destitute  of  common  feeling  still.  I 
have  been  told,  in  regard  to  a  speech  I 
made  on  a  former  occasion,  and  to  which 
reference  has  bean  made  in  the  most 
stirring  terms — I  hare  been  told  that 
that  speech  was  heard  throughout  the 
House,  except  on  the  Tory  Benches, 
with  a  feeling  little  short  of  horror. 
In  the  first  place,  with  regard  to  the 
Tory  Benches,  I  must  say  what  I  have 
never  mentioned  before,  because  it  was 
not  necessarily  called  for,  that  this 
policy  which  the  hon.  Member  has  been 
denouncing  was  a  reversal  of  the  policy 
of  the  Conservative  Qovernmentin  1879- 
80.  No  doubt,  this  reversal  of  policy 
was  accepted  by  the  Conservative  Party 
themselves,  and  adopted  by  the  general 
consent  of  the  nation.  If  the  Tory 
Party  have  changed  their  minds,  I  be- 
lieve the  nation  has  gone  against  them. 
But  for  this  newspaper  in  Ireland  to  tell 
the  House  that  this  enunciation  of 
policy  was  heard  on  the  Liberal  Benches 
with  horror,  is  nothing  else— I  am  speak- 
ing only  of  the  newspaper,  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  O'Brien) — is  nothing  else 
than  a  calumny,  because  it  was  not 
heard  on  the  Liberal  Benches  with 
horror,  but  with  adhesion,  and  with  a 
sort  of  subdued  applause  which  came 
from  men  who  aspreed  with  the  senti- 
ments of  the  speech,  although  they  were 
not  anxious  to  cheer  it  lest  they  might 
give  offence  to  others.  And  when  a 
division  came  there  were  only  two  Liberal 
Members  who  did  not  vote  with  the 
Oovemment.  As  for  myself,  I  have 
been  for  17  years  in  this  House,  and 
hon.  Members  know  very  well  whether 
I  am  inhuman  and  inconsiderate,  and 
desire  to  take  pleasure  in  the  sufferings 
and  misery  of  the  poor.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien), 
coming  here  with  the  experience  of  a 
fortnight,  is  not  likely  to  persuade  my 
old  Colleagues,  either  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  or  on  this,  that  I  have 
been  all  this  time  a  monster,  such  as  I 
have  been  described,  rather  than  a  gen- 
tleman with  the  ordinary  sense  and 
feeling  of  gentlemen  of  this  House.    I 


have  said  that  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Qentleman  was  irrelevant  to  the  Vote 
before  the  Committee ;  but  I  must  say 
a  single  word  on  the  class  of  persons  he 
has  attacked,  for  he  has  attacked  others 
as  well  as  myself.  The  class  I  refer  to 
is  the  landlords  of  the  congested  dis- 
tricts to  which  he  refers.  The  hon. 
Member  says  that  the  misery  of  these 
poor  people  has  come  firom  the  landlords 
insisting  on  their  rack  rents;  and  I 
think  I  heard  him  say,  insisting  on  them 
untU  a  vigour  beyond  the  law  taught 
them  to  take  another  course.  Now,  what 
have  rack  rents  to  do  with  the  sufferings 
of  these  distressed  districts  ?  Allow  me  to 
refer  to  one  of  these  distressed  and  con- 
gested districts  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man alluded.  In  the  one  which  I  in- 
spected the  rents  amounted  to  something 
like  30«.  apiece ;  and  will  anyone  pretend 
to  tell  the  Committee  that  whether  a  man 

Says  30^.,  or  does  not  pay  it,  makes  a 
ifference  as  to  whether  he  lives  a  life 
a  human  being  ought  to  live,  or  does 
not?  Even  were  the  30«.  exacted,  it 
would  not  make  so  much  difference ;  but 
it  is  not  exacted,  and  in  this  district  for 
four  or  five  years  successively  none  of 
these  people  have  paid  any  rent  at  all, 
and  the  landlord  is  not  a  man  who  cares 
to  enforce  it.  To  say  that  in  this  dis- 
trict of  Donegal  the  Messrs.  Mus^rove 
are  inclined  to  coin  the  blood  of  the 
people  into  drachms,  is  not  true.  I  am 
very  sorry  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
led  us  into  these  regions.  I  am  a  little 
suprised,  I  must  own,  that  some  hon. 
Members  who  have  had  a  long  ex- 
perience in  the  House  should  imagine 
that  I  could  sit  quiet  when  I  was  told 
that  I  had  earned  the  execrations  of  the 
people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  O'BEIEN  :  What  I  said  was, 
that  if  you  could  not  propose  anything 
better  than  the  workhouse,  or  the  emi- 
grant ship,  you  could  hardly  hope  to 
escape  the  execration  of  the  people. 

Mb.  TBEVELYAN:  At  any  rate, 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheered  that  sen- 
timent will  feel,  in  all  fairness  and 
justness,  that  it  was  one  that  I  could 
not  listen  to  without,  at  any  rate,  making 
a  protest.  As  regards  this  Supplemen- 
tary Vote,  neither  my  own  salary  as 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  nor  the 
salary  of  my  Colleagues  upon  the  Local 
Government  Board,  come  into  question. 
The  Supplementary  Vote,  for  tiie  most 
part,  consists  of  the  salaries  and  allow 
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ances  of  the  new  Under  Secretary  for 
Crime  and  Police,  and  for  Bubsistence 
allowance  to  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  his  Private  Secretary.  Hon. 
Members  in  that  quarter  of  the  House 
said,  when  we  were  introducing  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Bill,  that  instead  of 
having  more  stringent  laws  we  ought  to 
alter  and  improve  our  police  system. 
Well,  the  best  way  to  do  that  is  to  alter 
and  re-organize  the  Police  and  Constabu- 
lary and  the  Dublin  Detective  Force,  and 
to  have  a  gentleman  who  was  able  to 
give  his  whole  time  and  attention  to 
that  important  branch  of  administration. 
The  gentleman  we  have  appointed  is 
Mr.  Jenkinson,  and  his  salary  forms  a 
very  large  part  of  this  extra  Vote.  In  a 
great  crisis  the  Government  thought  it 
right  to  look  round  for  a  successor  to  Mr. 
Burke,  and  they  had  to  consider  two 
things.  They  had,  in  the  first  place,  to 
choose  with  promptitude.  The  Chief 
Secretary  of  State  was  dead ;  the 
Under  Secretary  was  dead.  My  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  only 
been  three  days  in  his  place,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  have  the  machinery  of  the 
Government  set  going  with  the  greatest 
possible  rapidity.  Promptitude  was, 
therefore,  iJie  first  object.  The  next 
great  object  was  to  choose  the  most  able 
man  we  could  get;  and,  therefore,  we  took 
from  the  English  Public  Service  a  man 
who  appeared  to  be  pointed  out  by 
everyone.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Hamilton. 
He  was  a  man  who  was  very  much 
relied  upon,  and  he  gave  up  a  most 
agreeable  and  delightful  position  in 
order  to  go  to  Ireland,  where  he  gained 
no  advantages  at  all,  but  really  suffered 
a  pecuniary  loss.  Mr.  Hamilton,  who, 
with  great  public  spirit,  accepted  the 
appointment,  simply  asked  for  that 
common  subsistence  allowance  which  is 
given  to  an  ordinary  clerk  when  away 
from  his  own  home.  These  are  the 
two  principal  items  in  the  Estimates, 
and  I  think  hon.  Members,  in  order  to 
make  the  discussion  in  Committee  prac- 
tical and  business-like,  will  do  well  to 
pass  them  by,  and  to  direct  their  atten- 
tion to  those  more  material  points  of  the 
Estimates  which  may  be  attacked. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  their  de- 
bates in  Committee  ought  to  be  practical 
and  business-like ;  but  as  there  were  so 
few  occasions  under  the  New  Bules  of 
raising  important  questions,  he  thought 

Mr.  Trevelyan 


that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had  selected  an 
apt  and  suitable  occasion  for  raising 
the  whole  question  of  the  administra- 
tion of  Ireland.  He  was  sorry  he  was 
obliged  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  approached  the  discussion  of 
the  question  in  a  most  unfortunate  spirit ; 
and  his  sorrow  arose  from  this  con- 
sideration. If  he  had  regarded  the 
advent  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
official  life  with  hope,  that  hope  was 
rapidly  dying,  even  if  it  was  not  al- 
ready dead.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
claimed  his  right  to  protest  against  the 
references  which  had  been  made  to 
him.  He  admitted  the  right  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  so  long  as  he 
conducted  his  protest  in  a  rational 
manner,  and  in  a  reasonable  spirit ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Sexton),  in  his  turn,  pro- 
tested with  all  his  might  against  the 
right  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
stifle  debate  in  that  House  under  an  ^ 
eaptandum  appeal  to  English  prejudice. 
What  right  nad  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man reply  to  an  indictment  of  the  Go- 
vernment upon  the  question  of  distress 
by  attacking  an  Irish  Member?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  irrele- 
vancy. What  was  it  to  the  House  what 
an  Irish  newspaper  had  written,  or  who 
was  responsible  for  it?  The  question 
before  them  was  the  reasonableness  or 
unreasonableness  of  the  policy,  or  the 
inadequacy  of  the  policy,  of  the  Govern- 
ment upon  the  question  of  distress.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  had 
referred  to  a  county  in  which  the  ad- 
mixture of  English  blood  was  larger 
than  in  any  other  county  in  Ireland ;  and 
Englishmen  must  give  credit  to  their 
own  race  for  the  obstinacy  with  which 
the  landlords  had  been  met  in  that 
county.  Never  had  an  Englishman  be- 
trayed more  ignorance,  or  more  thought- 
lessness, than  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
when  he  taunted  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow  with  his  experience  of  a  fort- 
night in  that  House.  His  experience  of 
what  ?  Was  it  in  that  Chamber  that  a 
man  learnt  to  know  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  TREYELYAN :  I  said  that  there 
were  Gentlemen  in  this  House  who  had 
sat  here  with  me  for  17  years,  and  I 
appealed  to  them  as  to  my  personal 
character  ag^ainst  the  statementa  made 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  SEXTON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  had  apparentiy   oontrasted 
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his  own  knowledge  of  Ireland  with  that 
of  his  hon.  Friend.  [Mr.  Tbeyellyn  : 
No !  ]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  nis  hon.  Friend  had  attempted  to 
hold  him  up  to  execration ;  but  was  not 
that  purely  hypothetical  ?  It  depended 
upon  a  hypothesis  which  might  never 
arise.  What  his  hon.  Friend  said  was 
that  the  administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  would  be  an  utter  failure,  if 
he  persisted  in  dealing  with  the  large 
distress  in  the  West  of  Ireland  by  means 
of  the  inhuman  and  barbarous  alterna- 
tiye  of  the  workhouse  test,  or  the  emi- 
grant ship;  and  that  in  that  case  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  inevitably, 
in  the  end,  expose  himself  to  the  execra- 
tion of  the  Irish  people.  Nobody  more 
sincerely  deplored  than  he  that  the  time 
should  ever  come,  or  would  be  more 
sincerely  sorry,  when  the  gifts  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  possessed  in  regard  to 
literature,  and  in  his  public  life  should 
be  worse  than  wasted — that  his  life 
should  be  wasted  and  his  reputation 
thrown  away  on  the  dreary  morass  of 
English  politics  in  Ireland.  Now,  why 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  keep  the 
Oommittee  in  the  dark?  He  had  led 
the  House  to  expect  at  the  end  of  the 
Autumn  Session  that  the  House  would 
be  presented  with  Beports  upon  this 
subject.  He  was  aware  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  made  numerous 
Beports  as  to  the  state  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land. Where  were  those  Beports  ?  Why 
should  they  moulder  in  the  pigeon-holes 
of  Dublin  Castle  ?  Why  should  they  not 
be  communicated  to  the  House  ?  Why 
were  the  Besolutions  passed  by  various 
Boards  of  Guardians  last  winter,  not 
only  warning  the  Government  of  the 
actual  existence  of  distress,  but  pointing 
out,  with  the  knowledge  of  men  who 
possessed  full  acquaintance  with  the 
facts,  the  best  method  of  dealing  with 
that  distress — why  were  they  kept  back  ? 
The  House  was  asked  to  discuss  the 
question  entirely  in  the  dark  ;  and  he 
complained  with  bitterness  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  placed  the  Esti- 
mates before  them  that  night  without 
accompanjring  them  with  that  informa- 
tion which  would  alone  enable  them  to 
oome  to  an  accurate  decision  upon  the 
question.  His  hon.  Friend  had  been 
taunted  with  his  experience  of  a  fort- 
night. No  other  man  in  that  House 
better  knew  the  condition  of  the  farmers 
and  peasantry  of  Ireland  than  his  hon. 


Friend,  who  had  been  for  years  con- 
nected with  the  Press  of  Ireland ;  and  it 
was  a  curious  instance  of  the  irony  of 
Irish  politics  exhibited  in  that  House, 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  should  content 
himself  with  an  inspection  conducted  in  a 
carriage  with  dosed  windows,  and  should 
taunt  a  man  with  ignorance  whose  know- 
ledge and  experience  of  Ireland  was 
second  to  that  of  none.  Of  course,  they 
had  to  come  to  London  to  hear  such 
taunts.  Was  it  not  true  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  left  a  certain  town  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  and  drove  for  16  or  20 
miles  on  a  tour  of  inspection  with  the 
windows  of  the  carriage  almost  hermeti- 
cally closed? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN  :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  puts  the  question  to  me,  I 
have  already  answered  it.  I  have  already 
explained  that  my  remarks  as  to  the  ex- 

Serience  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow 
id  not  refer  to  his  experience  of  Ireland, 
but  to  his  experience  of  me  in  this 
House.  As  to  my  celebrated  tour  in  a 
closed  carriage,  it  is  scarcely  worth  while 
mentioning;  but  I  have  already  ex- 
plained to  the  House  that  that  journey 
was  made  from  Donegal  to  Killybeg 
through  a  district  in  wluch  there  was  no 
distress,  and  I  certainly  did  ride  in  a 
closed  carriage. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  there  might  be  a 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  distress 
which  existed  m  that  district  at  the  time 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  tour  of  in- 
spection. Upon  that  morning,  when  the 
windows  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
carriage  were  closed,  he  passed  through 
a  district,  perhaps  unconsciously,  that 
was  permeated  with  distress.  There 
happened  to  be  on  his  trail  a  newspaper 
reporter  who  found  in  that  district  a 
cottage  in  which  a  woman  and  four 
children  were  starving;  they  had  not 
tasted  food  for  two  days ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen,  in  his  closed  carriage, 
bowled  unconsciously  by  without  seeing 
them.  He  objected  to  such  a  tour  being 
called  a  tour  of  inspection.  The  Irish 
Members  were  not  responsible  for  the 
action  of  wild  and  undisciplined  minds. 
They  were  responsible  for  the  manner 
in  which  they  discharged  their  duty  to 
their  constituents  and  the  public ;  and, 
for  his  own  part,  he  would  never  abate 
one  word  from  what  he  conceived  to  be 
truth  because  criticisims  upon  public 
men  had  led  to  violence.  [Mr.  Glad- 
stone :  Hear,  hear  !]    The  Prime  Mi- 
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nister  cbeerod  that  sentiment.  He  sbould 
like  to  know  if  the  Prime  Minister,  dar- 
ing a  long  and  eminently  successful  life, 
had  imposed  silence  upon  his  tongue 
because  of  consequences  to  those  who 
became  the  objects  of  his  criticism  ?  He 
claimed  the  right  of  following  so  emi- 
nent an  example ;  and  for  his  own  part, 
and  that  of  his  Friends,  they  would  ever 
in  that  House  speak  what  they  knew  to 
be  the  truth,  and  uphold  what  they 
knew  to  be  justice,  without  the  slightest 
regard  to  what  might  be  the  conse- 
quences to  any  person.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary 
would  never  again  meet  an  argument  by 
pointing  out  that  the  consequences  might 
be  violence  to  others.  If  violence  re- 
sulted to  others  it  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  Irish  Members,  but  it  was  the  fault 
of  the  evil  system  maintained  in  Ireland 
against  their  will,  and  in  the  face  of  their 
denunciations.  He  assured  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  hon.  Member  for  Drog- 
heda  (Mr.  Whitworth),  who  appeared 
sensitive  upon  this  part  of  the  question, 
that  the  Lrish  Members  would  never 
cease  from  speaking  the  truth,  whatever 
the  consequences  might  be.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow  had 
been  told  that  his  remarks  were  not 
relevant.  They  were  strictly  relevant, 
because  his  hon.  Friend  had  proposed 
remedies  large  and  drastic.  What  had 
been  done  in  the  West  of  Ireland  as  to 
the  construction  of  harbours  ?  Had  the 
Local  Government  Board,  or  the  Board 
of  Works,  taken  any  action  to  provide 
a  single  day's  wage  or  labour  for  any 
man  in  Ireland  ?  If  that  question  was 
answered  in  the  negative,  both  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  the  Government 
stood  condemned.  Was  it  true  that  the 
Prelates  of  Connaught,  who  understood 
as  well  as  any  man  in  the  world  the  con- 
dition of  the  people  of  Ireland,  had 
waited  upon  the  Government  and  im- 
plored them  to  authorize  the  construc- 
tion of  productive  works  ?  And  had  not 
the  Government,  by  maintaining  a  sys- 
tem of  red-tape,  made  their  effort  use- 
less ?  Did  not  the  Bishops  implore  the 
(Government  to  withdraw  the  regulation 
requiring  a  farmer,  on  reoeiving  a  loan, 
to  give  security  for  it  ? 

Ma.  COURTNEY :  Security  for  the 
repayment  of  loans  has  long  ago  been 
dispensed  with. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  if  other  aeourity 
was  still  required  ? 

2Ir,  Sexton 


I     Mb.  COUETNEY:  Not  for  the  re- 
payment of  a  loan. 

Mr.  sexton  inquired  if  the  Com- 
mittee was  to  understand  that  a  loan 
was  still  embarrassed  by  security  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  Security  is  re- 
quired for  the  expenditure  of  the  money 
in  order  to  see  that  it  is  expended  for  the 
purpose  for  which  it  is  granted ;  but  the 
security  for  the  repayment  of  the  loan 
has  been  dispensed  with. 

Mb.  sexton  said  that,  nevertheless, 
the  security  was  so  embarrassing  as  to 
render  the  loan  of  no  value. 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  There  is  only  a 
limited  temporary  security.  As  I  have 
already  stated,  the  security  for  the  re- 
payment of  a  loan  in  20  years  is  dis- 
nensed  with. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  should  have 
imagined  that  that  was  a  matter  for  in- 
spection. It  was  exceedingly  hard  for 
any  poor  farmer  in  Ireland  to  obtain  any 
security  whatever,  and  why  not  have 
allowed  the  loan  to  be  granted  after  in- 
spection ?  The  money  oould  be  paid  in 
inetcdments ;  and  if  the  Department  pro- 
vided the  means  of  inspection,  so  as  to 
ascertain  the  actual  position  of  the  bor- 
rower, this  embarrassing  and  absurd 
security  might  be  got  rid  off.  But  it 
seemed  to  be  the  pohcy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  enaeavour  to  defeat  what- 
ever gift  Parliament  made  to  the  Iriah 
people.  Parliament  had  originally  been 
moved  by  an  impulse  of  justice,  per- 
haps by  an  impulse  of  eenerosity.  He 
could  say,  honestly  and  sincerely,  that 
that  was  the  impulse  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister ;  but  it  unfortunately  happened 
that  whenever  Parliament  passed  any 
Act,  the  Treasury  made  some  underhand 
arrangement  to  take  away  the  merit  of 
the  eif t.  He  would  tell  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  the  Ohief  Secretary,  in  re- 
gard to  this  question  of  distress,  that  if 
he  persevered  in  the  course  he  was  pur- 
suing ;  if  he  met  reasonable  arguments 
by  appeals  to  passion  and  prejudice  ;  if 
he  attempted  to  stifle  deoate  by  ter- 
rorism ;  if  he  met  rational  proposals  for 
relief  and  distress  in  the  spirit  of  a  oold 
and  obstinate  dostrinaire,  it  would  be 
better  for  him  and  his  reputation  that 
he  should  abandon  Office  in  a  mouthy 
rather  than  that  he  should  remain  in  it 
for  another  year. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
be  obliged  to  press  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohief  Beeretazy  to  tiie  Lord 
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Lieutenant,  more  particularly  on  some 
points  which  had  been  brought  forward 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  and  subsequently 
ended  by  his  hon.  IViend  the  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton).  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  attempted  to  answer 
the  main  point  of  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mallow.  His 
hon.  Friend  wanted  to  know  if  the  Gb* 
vemment  intended  to  adhere  to  insist- 
ance  upon  their  policy  of  the  workhouse 
test  as  the  main  condition  of  relief? 
His  hon.  Friend  wished  further  to  know 
what  steps  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  take  in  regard  to  relief  mea- 
sures ?  The  Ohief  Secretary  had  turned 
these  questions  aside  by  an  entirely 
irrelevant  attack  on  some  newspaper 
article  which  had  appeared  in  a  journal 
of  which  his  hon.  Friend  was  the  editor. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  entirely 
evaded  and  neglected  to  answer  the  im- 
portant point  of  saving  from  famine  Irish 
women  and  children  during  the  next  few 
months  in  the  congested  districts,  and 
he  had  gone  off  into  the  side  issue  of  an 
attack  upon  his  hon.  Friend .  He  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  that  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  were  strictly  go- 
verned by  precedent  in  raising  this  ques- 
tion of  Irish  distress.  On  the  Vote  for 
the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office 
of  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  at  the  beginning  of 
the  second  Session  of  1880 — the  first 
Session  of  the  present  Parliament — he 
had  raised  precisely  the  same  question 
upon  the  same  Vote.  It  was  not  a  Sup- 
plementary Vote,  but  the  main  Vote ;  and 
he  knew  that  if  they  allowed  this  Vote 
to  pass  the  necessity  would  be  gone,  for 
the  people  would  be  dead  before  the 
main  Vote  was  reached.  He,  therefore, 
could  not  allow  this  last  chance  to  be 
thrown  away  of  drawing  the  attention  of 
the  Gk)vemment  to  the  important  and 
weighty  matters  which  they  were  now 
discussing.  He  had  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  debate  on  the 
Address,  several  questions  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  able  to 
answer,  being  prevented  by  the  Bules 
of  the  House  from  replying  to  those 
questions.  He  had  asked  him  then,  and 
he  asked  him  again,  whether  or  not, 
when  he  pledged  himself  a  few  days 
before  the  end  of  last  Session  to  g^ve 
outdoor  relief  in  Ireland  in  order  to  save 
the  people  from  hunger,  he  knew  it  was 


tho  intention  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
address  the  letter  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  which  appeared  a  fortnight 
afterwards  ?  Was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  then,  when  he  gave  that 
solemn  pledge,  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  about  to  write  to  his  Department  in 
Ireland  a  letter  insisting  upon  the  rigid 
enforcement  of  the  workhouse  test  as  a 
condition  of  relief?  That  was  a  plain 
question,  and  was  capable  of  an  easy  an- 
swer. He  wished  also  to  know  whether, 
before  Lord  Spencer  issued  this  cold- 
blooded letter — as  cold-blooded  as  any 
that  had  ever  been  issued  from  a  De- 
partment of  the  State  in  Ireland — whe- 
ther the  Cabinet  was  consulted  in  regard 
to  the  letter,  or  whether  it  was  done  on 
the  responsibility  of  Lord  Spencer,  in 
order  to  satisfy  some  idea  of  his  own  in 
regard  to  the  best  means  of  driving  the 
Irish  people  by  starvation  into  an  un- 
willing emigration  ?  Was  the  Cabinet 
consulted  or  informed  before  Lord  Spen- 
cer wrote  this  letter  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board?  Dr.  James  Fer- 
guson, of  Whithorn,  in  the  county  of 
Donegal,  in  reporting  upon  the  condition 
of  the  poor  in  that  district,  said  that  the 
people  were  suffering  from  poverty  and 
destitution,  and  this  was  clearly  evi- 
denced in  their  appearance.  Diarrhoea 
and  influenza  prevailed  amongst  them, 
the  outcome  of  insufficient  n>od  and 
general  debility.  And  this  was  a.Beport 
prepared  by  one  of  their  own  Commis- 
sioners, a  paid  officer  connected  with  the 
Poor  Law  system  in  Ireland.  Dr.  Fer- 
guson went  on  to  say — 

"  That  in  almost  erery  house  there  was  a  sick 
patient,  especially  amongst  the  old  folk,  for 
whom  meoicine  was  useless,  the  only  thing 
necessary  being  nourishment.  He  had  been 
sadly  disappointed  on  visiting  one  of  the 
schools.  He  saw  nothing  but  dull  eyes  and 
languid  faces,  betraying  weariness  and  depres- 
sion of  spirits.  He  alBO  noticed  the  dreadful 
sleeping  accommodation  with  which  the  houses 
were  supplied." 

In  order  to  meet  that  frightfully  alarm- 
ing state  of  affairs,  the  Chief  Secretary 
said  the  Government  insisted  upon  the 
enforcement  of  the  workhouse  test. 
They  knew  very  well  what  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  workhouse  test  meant. 
They  knew  that  it  meant  more  deaths 
from  starvation ;  that  the  famine  fever 
would  break  out  in  extensive  districts, 
both  before  and  after  people  sought  that 
remedy.     That  was  the  experience  they 
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had  already  had,  and  the  experience 
which  every  one  of  those  who  lived  in 
any  part  of  Ireland  had  gained.  The 
English  Members  of  that  House  did  not 
know  the  chronic  distress  which  was  the 
portion  of  the  labouring  classes  and  the 
smaller  tenants  in  the  Western  districts 
every  winter  that  came  round.  But  it 
was  also  the  fact  that  the  people,  rather 
than  break  up  their  homes,  rather  than 
leave  their  little  huts  and  go  into  the 
workhouse,  would  endeavour  to  put  up 
with  the  pangs  of  poverty,  and  wait 
until  death  reached,  or  almost  reached, 
their  door.  He  was  not  using  exagge- 
rated language ;  he  was  not  capable  of 
using  exaggerated  language  ;  but  it  was 
the  history  of  successive  attempts  to 
relieve  famine  and  distress  in  Ireland, 
that  if  they  insisted  upon  the  workhouse 
test,  people  would  die  in  large  numbers, 
and  that  many  others  would  become  so 
infected  with  disease,  and  by  the  march 
of  disease  and  by  starvation,  that  the 
workhouse  would  come  too  late  to  save 
their  lives.  They  were  told  that  they 
ought  to  advise  the  people.  They  would 
be  very  glad  to  give  their  advice ;  but 
he  could  not  wonder  much,  as  he  knew 
what  the  workhouse  system  in  Ireland 
was,  that  the  people  refused  to  accept  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy),  now  in  prison,  had  repeatedly 
urged  the  people  to  go  into  the  work- 
house; but  they  would  not  go  there. 
They  had  never  gone  there  in  famines 
far  worse  than  the  present.  They  had 
steadily  refused  to  go  until  pestilence 
took  hold  of  them,  and  until  it  was  too 
late  to  save  thousands  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  lives.  He  did  not  wonder 
at  this,  because  he  knew  very  well  what 
the  workhouse  system  in  Ireland  was. 
Little  children  were  separated  from  their 
mothers;  young  girls  were  exposed  to 
the  contamination  of  associating  with 
immoral  women;  husbands  were  sepa- 
rated from  their  wives ;  and  all  the  ties 
of  home  were  broken  up  and  entirely 
set  aside.  It  was  not  surprising,  in  the 
face  of  this,  that  the  people  in  these 
districts  should  go  on  from  day  to  day 
husbanding  their  last  bag  of  meal,  and, 
when  that  meal  was  gone,  resorting  to 
seaweed  rather  than  enter  the  doors  of 
an  Irish  workhouse.  The  priests  knew, 
and  everyone  connected  with  Ireland 
knew,  that  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
induce  them  to  go  into  the  workhouse. 
They  asked,  as  a  means  of  stemming 

Mr.  Pamell 


the  distress,  that  a  small  grant,  by  way 
of  loan,  not  exceeding  £150,000,  should 
be  made,  in  order  to  enable  outdoor  re- 
lief to  be  administered.  Let  the  Local 
Government  Board  appoint  a  regular 
officer  to  see  that  the  money  was  not 
squandered.  That  was  the  policy  of  the 
late  Government.  They  gave  outdoor 
relief,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Fors- 
ter )  gave  outdoor  relief.  Then  why  should 
not  the  present  Chief  Secretary  ?  It  was 
only  because  Lord  Spencer  had  set  his 
mind  on  facilitating  a  scheme  of  emi- 
gration by  insisting  on  the  workhouse 
test.  The  Government  would  undertake 
a  very  great  responsibility  if  they  ig- 
nored the  signs  of  the  times,  and  left 
the  people  to  their  inevitable  fate,  un- 
less something  was  done,  and  that,  too, 
very  shortly.  The  Government  were 
very  foolish  for  having  undertaken,  their 
present  policy;  because  they  were  de- 
liberately spreading  abroad  the  idea  that 
they  wished  to  tiS^e  advantage  of  the 
famine  and  hunger  of  the  people  to 
force  them  to  emigrate.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  everyone  in  Ireland  was  dis- 
posed to  consider  any  well-prepared 
scheme  of  emigration  brought  in  by  the 
Government,  with  a  desire  to  give  it  a 
fair  chance ;  but  he  doubted  if  such  a 
policy  as  this  would  not  render  it  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  support  any  scheme 
of  emigration,  but  would  render  it  es- 
sential for  the  Irish  Members  to  offer  a 
strong  opposition  to  any  system  of  emi- 
gration bolstered  up  by  such  means  as 
these.  This  question  of  the  relief  of 
distress  in  these  districts  must  not  be 
confused  with  the  permanent  ameliora- 
tion '  of  the  condition  of  the  people. 
These  were  two  separate  and  distinct 
problems.  The  Government  must  save 
their  lives ;  they  could  not  let  the  people 
die.  [An  hon.  Mwitbkti  :  You  have  the 
Land  League  money.]  That  money  was 
not  subscribed  for  purposes  of  charity, 
but  to  stem  the  tide  of  landlord  oppres- 
sion, and  it  would  continue  to  be  used 
for  that  purpose.  It  was  entirely  inade- 
quate for  the  purposes  of  wholesale  re- 
lief which  was  required  in  these  dis- 
tricts. The  Government  were  respon- 
sible for  the  state  of  affairs  now  existing 
in  Ireland,  and  they  would  be  held  re- 
sponsible for  it  at  the  proper  time.  The 
people  would  die  if  the  Gk>vemment  did 
not  do  something ;  and  he  thought  he 
was  entitled  to  an  answer  on  the  poinli 
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that  had  been  raised.  Did  the  Chief 
Secretary  mean  to  maintain  the  work- 
liouse  test  as  a  condition  of  outdoor 
relief  ?  Was  he  aware,  when  he  pledged 
himself  to  give  outdoor  relief,  that  Lord 
Spencer  intended  to  write  that  letter  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  of  which 
he  was  President  ?  Were  the  Govern- 
ment aware  that  this  policy  was  to  be 
inaugurated — this  change  of  policy  in 
Ireland  ?  Up  to  that  time  outdoor  re- 
lief had  always  been  g^ven  in  periods  of 
pressure ;  and  what  was  now  demanded 
was  that  the  wants  of  the  people  should 
be  attended  to,  and  that  they  should  be 
saved  from  starvation  and  pestilence. 
The  Irish  people  would  then  be  willing 
to  consider  with  the  Government  other 
proposals  for  the  permanent  ameliora- 
tion of  the  condition  of  these  districts, 
whether  by  emigration  or  migration. 

Mb.  S.  smith,  as  a  new  Member, 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  subject. 
He  was  sure  that  the  universal  feeling 
in  the  House  was  one  of  great  sympathy 
with  the  poor  people  who  were  in  distress 
in  Ireland ;  but  he  was  grieved  to  see 
matters  of  recrimination  mixed  up  with 
questions  of  distress.  Most  hon.  Mem- 
bers wished  to  look  at  this  subject  from  a 
humanitarian  point  of  view,  with  the  sole 
desire  to  help  the  unfortunate  people  in 
the  West  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  said 
very  few  English  Members  were  aware 
of  the  condition  of  the  people  in  Ireland. 
He  himself  had  shared  several  times  in 
measures  for  the  relief  of  distress  in 
Ireland ;  he  had  made  himself  acquainted 
-with  the  subject ;  and  the  judgment  to 
which  he  had  come  was  that  which  he 
was  sure  was  imiversal  in  the  House — 
namely,  that  it  was  quite  impossible  for 
the  people  in  those  barren  and  remote 
districts  ever  to  be  in  any  but  a  state  of 
chronic  poverty.  They  must  remain  in 
a  condition  of  perfect  hopelessness ;  be- 
cause it  was  found  that  every  few  years 
this  misery  recurred,  if  possible,  in  an 
aggravated  form;  and  the  conclusion 
of  philanthropic  men  desirous  of  benefit- 
ing the  people  was  that  there  was  no 
practical  remedy  but  either  emigration 
or  migration.  The  land  on  the  West 
of  Ireland  would  not  maintain  more 
than  half,  perhaps  scarcely  more  than 
a  fourth,  of  the  population  in  decent 
comfort ;  and  for  the  sake  of  the  people 
themselves,  the  best  thing  would  be  to 
take  them  from  these  abodes  of  hope- 


less misery,  which  had  become  stereo- 
typed, and  move  them  into  new  scenes  and 
surroundings.  He  was  very  sure  that  if 
the  Government  would  introduce  any 
liberal  measure  for  removing  the  people 
in  a  comfortable  manner,  so  as  to  main- 
tain home  ties  as  far  as  possible,  the 
House  would  vote  any  reasonable  sum  of 
money  for  that  purpose.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  no  practical  scheme  presented 
such  advantages  as  emieration  to  Mani- 
toba. There  they  could  acquire  fertile 
land  virtually  for  nothing  ;  and  it  would 
be  quite  possible  to  move  a  larg^  section  of 
the  population  to  that  country,  and  insure 
them  happiness  and  comfort.  But  such 
was  the  aversion  of  people  to  emigration, 
that  he  should  be  glad  if  some  scheme 
of  migration  could  also  be  devised.  If 
any  reasonable  plan  were  advanced  by 
which  these  people  could  be  settled  in 
comfort  at  home,  he  was  sure  the  House 
would  be  most  willing  to  consider  it.  At 
all  events,  many  hon.  Members  would  be 
thankful  if  they  could  effect  some  per- 
manent good  for  the  people  of  Ireland. 
He  did  not  himself  intend  to  suggest 
anything  specific,  because  he  felt  sure  the 
Government  had  given  all  possible  con- 
sideration to  the  subject ;  he  rose  rather 
to  assure  the  Committee  that  there  was 
a  large  measure  of  true  sympathy  for 
the  Irish  people,  and  perfect  readiness 
to  discuss  any  plan  proposed  in  a  reason- 
able and  kindly  way. 

Colonel  DAWNAY  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  which  were  in  re- 
markable contrast  with  those  of  several 
previous  speakers.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had  made 
several  suggestions  for  the  relief  of  dis- 
tress in  ^eland,  one  being  that  the 
great  grazing  districts  should  be  broken 
up ;  and  he  had  observed  that  at  present 
the  starving  inhabitants  of  some  districts 
had  to  choose  between  the  workhouse 
and  the  coffin -ship.  At  all  events,  the 
workhouse  would  save  them  from  actual 
starvation  if  they  choose  to  go  there; 
and  with  regard  to  the  ''  coffin-ship,"  or 
emigrant  ship,  if  it  took  them  from 
misery  and  famine  to  comfort  and  pros- 

Eerity,  he  thought  they  had  reason  to 
e  thankful  to  the  emigrant  ship.  But 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  woidd  have 
nothing  to  say  to  emigration ;  they  set 
their  faces  against  it.  He  believed  that 
was  because  they  dared  not  allow  the 
people  to  escape ;  they  must  keep  them 
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as  the  tools  of  their  agitation,  which 
had  been  so  well  described  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster).  Were  there  no  starving  paupers 
in  this  country,  and  within  a  short  dis- 
tance of  that  House,  that  the  whole 
time  of  Parliament  must  be  taken  up 
with  starring  Ireland?  England  had 
lavished  millions  on  Irish  starvation, 
and  would  do  so  again  ;  but  that  would 
be  in  spite  of,  and  not  because  of,  the 
hon.  Members  for  the  City  of  Cork  and 
Mallow  and  their  Friends. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Trevelyan),  considering  his  antecedents, 
would  be  heart-breaking  to  the  Irish 
people.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  be  ignorant  of  the  Poor  Law  prin- 
ciples in  Ireland  when  he  proposed  this 
system.  Lord  John  Eussell,  when  that 
Poor  Law  system  was  introduced,  re- 
commended the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands  and  reproductive  works.  That  was 
the  spirit  with  which  the  system  was 
proposed ;  but  they  had  had  more  recent 
eviaence  of  what  the  Poor  Law  could 
do  if  properly  worked.  How  was  it 
worked  in  England  at  the  time  of  the 
Cotton  Famine  ?  Was  there  any  red- 
tape  then?  Were  there  any  of  these 
heart-breakin  g  statements,  that  the  people 
must  die  or  break  up  their  homes  ?  No  ; 
the  Poor  Law  system  in  England  was 
elastic  and  self-governing ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment were  utterly  powerless  to  do 
anything  in  an  elastic  way  with  the  Poor 
Law  system  in  Ireland.  When  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  at  the 
time  of  the  Cotton  Famine,  took  upon 
}iimself  to  suspend  red-tapeism  in  Lan- 
cashire, and  to  give  outdoor  relief,  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster (Mr.  John  Bright)  wrote  to  him 
and  urged  that  the  widest  discretion 
should  he  given  to  the  Guardians  to 
deal  with  that  great  evil,  for  there  was 
no  body  to  which  the  spending  of  the 
ratepayers'  money  could  be  more  wisely 
intrusted.  Contrast  that  with  a  recent 
case,  in  which  when  some  Guardians  in 
Ireland  ventured  to  be  elastic  and  to 
spend  some  money,  they  were  at  once 
discharged  by  the  Auditor  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  An  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken  had  asked  what 
could  be  done  in  the  present  emergency  ? 
What  could  be  done  in  the  shape  of 
emigration  or  migration?  He  would 
rather  put  it :  What  could  be  done  from 

Colonel  Datcnay 


migration  and  emigration  ?  As  a  last  re- 
source, he  would  go  to  emigration,  for  he 
was  not  one  of  those  sentimental  people 
who  would  keep  the  poor  at  home  to 
starve,  and  when  the  last  resource  became 
necessary,  he  would  even  advise  emigra- 
tion ;  but  he  was  strongly  against  emi- 
gration while  the  connt^  was  teeming 
with  undeveloped  wealth,  which  was 
sufficient  to  support  its  population. 
What  did  Lord  John  Bussell  say  when 
the  population  of  Ireland  was  8,000,000  ? 
He  said  that  although  he  found  that 
vagrancy  required  the  Poor  Law  in  Ire- 
land, yet — 

'<  Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  I  beHeve,  when 
I  speak  of  emigration,  that  the  present  8,000,000 
of  inhabitants  living  in  Ireluid  may  not  be 
very  well  sustained  with  good  and  sufficient 
means  by  the  soil  of  Ireland? " 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  stated, 
after  many  years  of  beneficial  English 
legislation,  Ireland  was  not  able  to  sup- 
port 4,000,000  or  5,000,000.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  action  of  the  Land 
League  had  led  to  crime  in  Ireland ;  but 
it  was  the  Poor  Law  system  that  had  led 
to  crime.  That  was  the  opinion  of  a 
Government  official  high  in  office  in  Ire- 
land. Dr.  Hancock  stated  that  not  only 
was  the  Poor  Law  system  bad,  but  was 
the  sure  origin  of  a  fruitful  crop  of 
crime,  which  the  Government  were  for 
ever  punishing,  but  never  eradicating. 
He  stated  that  one  of  the  earliest  cases 
of  shooting  at  an  employi  of  a  landlord 
last  autumn  was  the  shooting  of  the  agent 
of  an  English  clergyman  who  demanded 
his  rents,  but  refused  to  make  any  abate- 
ment, though  so  many  landlords  had 
done  so.  He,  no  doubt,  thought  the 
Poor  Law  in  Ireland  was  the  same  as  in 
England,  and  that  outdoor  relief  would 
be  given  without  his  reducing  the  rents ; 
and  upon  that  misconception  he  pressed 
for  his  rents,  families  were  ruthlessly 
broken  up,  anger  and  revengeful  feel- 
ings were  engendered,  and  the  outcome 
was  murder.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr  S.  Smith)  asked  what 
could  be  done  ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  answer  the  question. 
The  Government  had  been  told  in  Be- 
ports  from  their  own  OommissionerB,  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin,  in  his  evidence  before 
the  Commission  had  stated,  that  in 
Donegal  half  of  an  estate  had  been 
given  over  to  the  people  to  cultivate  free 
of  rent  for  a  time ;  they  had  reclaimed  the 
land,  and  the  holdings  were  now  paying 
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a  good  rent ;  while  the  land  on  the  other 
side  of  the  estate  was  not  paying  6d, 
Gould  it  be  said  that  there  were  not  pro- 
ductive resources  in  Doneg^  after  that  ? 
In  the  chapter  on  Peasant  Proprietary 
in  his  Political  ^eonomy,  Mr.  John  Stuart 
Mill  described  how  the  Waste  Lands 
Society  took  half  the  side  of  a  mountain, 
gave  the  people  £2  apiece  for  tem- 
porary sustainment;  the  people  re- 
claimed the  land,  and  before  their 
leases  were  half  out  they  repaid  all  the 
money,  and  had  live  and  dead  stock  in 
superabundance  for  their  maintenance. 
That  case  was  only  typical  of  hundreds 
and  hundreds  in  Ireland.  It  was  time 
to  tell  the  people  and  the  Government  of 
England,  and  the  whole  world,  that  the 
Irish  people  were  not  unreasonable,  and 
that  when  they  had  exhausted  the  re- 
sources of  their  own  country,  which  at 
present  could  support  them  in  a  state  of 
prosperity  and  wealth,  they  would  be 
glad  to  send  the  honourable  surplus 
away  from  Ireland ;  but  while  the  re- 
sources of  the  country  were  undeveloped 
they  would  not  allow  the  English  Go- 
vernment to  outrage  their  countrymen  by 
hunting  them  away  from  their  own  land. 
Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  would 
invite  the  Committee  to  make  a  de- 
scent for  a  moment  from  the  height 
to  which  they  had  been  invited  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Dawson)  to  the  prac- 
tical issue  before  them.  He  had  lis- 
tened with  great  pleasure  to  the  prac- 
tical observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  (Mr.  8.  Smith),  who  was 
well  known  to  have  some  actual  know- 
ledge of  this  subject ;  and  he  was  glad 
to  find  one  hon.  Member  giving  utter- 
ance to  sentiments  which  he  himself  had 
frequently  expressed.  He  had  always 
said  there  was  only  one  sound  practical 
remedy  for  the  great  mass  of  evil  which 
existed  in  Ireland,  and  that  remedy  he 
had  always  called  migration,  though  in 
a  different  sense  from  that  in  which  it 
had  been  used  that  night.  He  had 
always  held  that  the  removal  of  a  British 
subject  from  one  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions  to  another  was  simply  migra- 
tion, even  though  the  removal  might  be 
from  the  United  Kingdom,  so-called,  to 
some  other  portion  of  the  Empire.  He 
used  the  words  **  so-called,"  because  he 
believed,  in  reality,  that  the  whole  of 
Her  Majesty's  Empire  was  as  firmly 
united    as    was    what  was    called  the 
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United  Kingdom ;  and,  therefore,  he 
used  the  term  **  migration,"  because  he 
thought  the  removal  of  the  surplus 
population  from  one  portion  of  the 
British  Empire  to  another  could  not  be 
termed  emigration.  But  without  bandy- 
ing arguments  upon  that  question,  he 
was  glad  to  find  that  it  was  recog- 
nized by  practical  philanthropists  on 
the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  that 
emigration  or  migration,  whichever 
was  the  correct  term,  was  the  true 
remedy  for  the  existing  evils  in  Ire- 
land. Without  dwelling  further  upon 
that  matter,  which  he  thought  had  been 
raised  not  quite  within  the  four  corners 
of  the  discussion  on  the  Vote,  he  would 
say  that  if  the  Government  intended 
seriously  to  promote  emigration,  no 
agency  could,  in  his  opinion,  be  less 
calculated  to  carry  that  system  out 
effectually  than  that  in  whose  hands  it 
had  been  placed — ^namely,  the  Poor  Law 
Guardians.  When  a  clause  was  intro- 
duced into  the  Arrears  of  Bent  Bill, 
somewhat  late,  it  was  thought,  by  some 
who  had  not  had  his  painful  experience, 
that  the  House  was  taking  a  very  large 
step  in  the  direction  of  promoting  emi- 
gration; but,  as  he  had  remarked  to 
some  of  his  friends  at  the  time,  no  prac- 
tical step  at  all  was  taken.  The  Govern- 
ment had  handed  over  the  administra- 
tion of  the  only  good  clause  in  that 
measure  to  an  Executive  body,  who 
were  bitterly  hostile  to  the  principles  of 
that  clause.  Hon.  Members  spoke  of 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  as  having  guaranteed  his 
authority  to  the  statement  that  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  ratepayers,  the 
Guardians,  were  the  proper  persons  to 
administer  the  money  of  the  ratepayers ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  never 
gone  much  into  the  details  of  Irish 
affairs;  he  had  only  generalized  upon 
them  ;  and  any  person  who  knew  any- 
thing of  the  administration  of  the  Poor 
Law  in  Ireland  knew  perfectly  well  that 
the  Guardians  were  representatives  of 
those  who  paid  a  very  infinitesimal  frac- 
tion of  the  rates — they  were  the  repre- 
sentatives of  those  who  elected  the 
Guardians;  but  they  took  very  good 
care  that  the  rates  should  come  from  the 
pockets  of  other  people.  The  Guardians 
represented  those  who  invited  them  to 
retard  the  operation  of  the  Emigration 
Glauses ;  they  were  the  nominees  of  agi- 
tators, sometimes  agitators  themselves. 
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He  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Gk)yemment, 
seeing  tliat  emigration  was  no  longer  a 
mere  Tory  '*  fad  " — that  it  was  no  longer 
a  panacea  recommended  exclusively 
from  that  Bench,  but  urged  upon  the  Go- 
vernment by  well-known  philanthropists 
and  practical  men  in  all  parts  of  the 
House — would  devise  some  measure  for 
carrying,  out  in  a  bond  fide  manner,  the 
power  already  vested  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  under  several  Acts  of  Par- 
liament. Under  an  Act  passed  40  years 
ago  large  powers  were  vested,  not  only 
in  the  local  authority,  but  also,  with  the 
consBnt  of  the  Treasury,  in  private  in- 
dividuals, for  the  promotion  of  emigra- 
tion, by  means  of  advances  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  These  powers  might 
wisely  be  called  into  operation.  Why 
could  not  Mr.  Tuke  be  multiplied — to 
use  an  Hibernicism — many  times,  and  in 
every  way  great  agencies  be  called  into 
existence,  private  agencies  or  acting 
under  Government  control,  to  carry 
out  the  work  which  the  Guardians  did 
their  utmost  to  defeat?  So  long  as 
action  was  left  to  the  hands  of  the 
Guardians  there  would  be  no  practical 
result.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
might  now  show  that  they  had  real- 
ized that  emigration  was  the  only  true 
remedy  for  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland ; 
and  he  trusted  they  might  use  some  effi- 
cient agency  to  carry  out  sections  that 
already  existed  in  Acts  of  Parliament. 
He,  for  one,  was  very  glad  that  the 
Government  had  declined  to  listen  to  the 
demand  for  subsidies  for  relief  works. 
He  more  especially  desired  to  express  his 
satisfaction  at  this,  though,  as  was  well 
known  at  the  time  when  he  was  respon- 
sible for  Irish  affairs,  the  Government 
took  an  opposite  course.  But  the  Gt)- 
vemment  then  had  to  deal  with  a  very 
different  state  of  affairs.  They  were 
compelled  to  relax  the  rules  as  to  out- 
door relief,  and  to  have  recourse  to  these 
agencies ;  but  he  must  own  he  would  be 
sorry  to  see  the  experiment  tried  again. 
There  were  then  no  means  of  avoiding 
it.  The  circumstances  were  widely  diffe- 
rent to  what  they  were  now.  There  were 
no  practical  means  at  the  moment  for 
encouraging  emigration.  The  Canadian 
Government,  however,  eventually  ac- 
ceded to  a  suggestion  made  during  the 
late  Government's  tenure  of  Office.  But 
he  ought  to  observe  that  these  proposals 
were  never  formally  submitted  by  either 
the  Home  or  Dominion  Guvemment,  as 
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they  had  not  advancedat  that  time  beyond 
the  stage  of  communications  between 
himself  and  the  representatives  of  va- 
rious Emigration  Offices,  and  with  those 
who  acted  for  the  Canadian  Government, 
with  a  view  to  obtaining  the  assistance 
of  that  Government  to  a  comprehensive 
system  of  emigration.  He  had  always 
maintained  that  an  ill-advised  scheme  of 
emigration  was  calculated  to  do  immense 
harm.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
the  other  night,  mentioned  certain  statis- 
tics showing  that  a  large  number  of  people 
had  been  exported  from  Ireland  during 
a  certain  time.  Now,  that  sort  of  emi- 
g^tion  was  most  undesirable,  inducing 
the  able-bodied  to  leave  the  land,  leaving 
the  aged  and  helpless  behind,  a  most 
unwise  course,  especially,  also,  when  the 
emigrants  left  their  native  land  without 
proper  precautions  for  their  comfort  and 
safety  in  transition,  and  when  they 
landed.  Such  exportation  was  calcu- 
lated to  do  infinite  harm.  It  was  not 
only  cruel  and  inhuman  to  the  poor  per- 
sons connected  with  it,  but  it  not  un- 
naturally engendered  a  feeling  against 
even  a  wholesome  scheme  of  well-con- 
sidered emigration.  Therefore,  he  had 
always  felt  that  until,  by  the  aid  of 
our  Colonies,  some  well  thought  out, 
duly-prepared  scheme  could  be  presented 
to  the  Irish  people  it  would  be  unwisd 
to  raise  the  cry  for  emigration.  He 
never,  for  a  moment,  advocated  the 
wholesale  exportation  of  Irish  people 
without  proper  arrangements  for  their 
well-being ;  but  since  the  Canadian  Go- 
vernment had  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  their  willing 
assistance  and  co-operation,  without 
which  emigration  could  not  be  safely 
conducted,  he  hoped  the  Government  at 
home  would  not  be  slow  to  avail  them- 
selves of  such  co-operation ;  and,  working 
in  harmony  with  the  Dominion  €K>Tem- 
ment,  or  other  of  our  Colonies,  would 
see  their  way  to  form  a  comprehen- 
sive scheme  of  State-aided  emigration 
to  relieve  Ireland,  and  to  confer  an 
advantage  on  the  British  Empire  at 
large. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  he 
was  very  glad  that  some  views  which 
were  put  forward  in  the  debate  on  the 
Address,  and  which  had  reference  to  a 

Sermanent  remedy  for  chronic  Irish 
istress,  had  already  gone  so  far  in  im- 
pressing themselves  on  opinion  on  the 
Opposition    side    of  the  House.      He 
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gathered  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  ne  was  anxious,  as 
well  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  S.  Smith),  that  whatever  emi- 
gpration  from  Ireland  was  promoted  by 
the  Government  should  be  promoted  in 
a  systematic  manner,  giving  a  large 
amount  of  comfort  and  expectations  of 
prosperity  to  the  people  who  left  for 
another  country.  He  addressed  the 
House  at  length  on  this  subject  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  and  would,  there- 
fore, not  dwell  upon  it;  but  he  was 
thankful  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool that  he  advocated  a  plan  that  em- 
braced a  concurrent  scheme  of  migra- 
tion and  emigration ;  and  he  could  as- 
sure him,  from  intimate  knowledge  of 
many  parts  of  the  West  of  Ireland 
where  the  suffering  from  distress  was 
great,  that  there  were  large  tracts  of 
land  there  the  fee-simple  of  which  was 
so  small  that  it  could  be  easily  purchased 
by  Gh>vemment,  under  a  scheme  that 
would  allow  a  tenant  to  be  put  on  the 
land  with  advantage  to  himself  and  a 
guarantee  for  his  permanent  prosperity 
in  his  new  home.  He  was  glaa  that 
reference  had  been  made  to  the  offer  of 
the  Canadian  Government  in  making 
proposals  for  the  reception  of  Irish  emi- 
grants; and  he  would  make  only  one 
observation  upon  it  now,  to  contrast  the 
generosity  of  the  Canadian  Government 
with  the  niggardliness  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  If  it  was  true,  as  the  hon. 
Member  said,  that  various  Acts  of  Par- 
liament had  been  passed  heretofore  to 
promote  emigration,  and  if  it  was  equally 
true  that  they  had  not  been  effectual  in 
carrying  out  that  object,  then  it  was 
perfectly  plain  that  a  new  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  required  to  deal  serviceably 
with  this  large,  this  grave,  and  im- 
portant question.  He  trusted,  notwith- 
standing the  pressure  of  other  Public 
Business,  he  might  have  an  opportunity, 
on  an  early  day  after  Easter,  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  sub- 
ject; and  he  could  promise  the  House 
that  he  should  approach  the  considera- 
tion of  the  subject  with  a  great  sense  of 
responsibility  indeed ;  but,  as  claiming 
to  represent  a  large  section  of  the  coun- 
try, now  in  a  state  of  great  distress,  he 
should  give  the  House  some  practical 
suggestions  on  the  point.  But  the  real 
point  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
House  ought  to  be  directed  was  not 
the  scheme  of  the  hon.  Member  who 


recently  addressed  the  Committee.  This 
was  not  the  time  for  it.  The  question 
was,  whether  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
House,  within  the  next  few  weeks,  even 
supposing  it  put  aside  every  other  Busi- 
ness, to  bring  real  relief  to  the  distressed 
districts  in  Ireland  by  means  of  leg^sla- 
tion  ?  He  believed  that  outdoor  relief 
had  a  demoralizing  tendency ;  but  if  pre- 
cautions against  coming  distress  were 
neglected  until  the  last  moment  there 
was  no  other  resource.  If  direct  mea- 
sures were  taken  beforehand,  and  the 
requisite  machinery  were  provided  for 
the  relief  of  distress,  then  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  obliged  to  fall  back 
on  this  resource.  But,  owing  to  the 
state  of  feeling  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
the  Government  were  face  to  face  with 
the  fact  that  the  people  were  not  willing 
to  be  relieved  in  the  workhouses ;  and  if 
the  intensity  of  the  distress  became  ex- 
tensive, as  it  was  feared  by  many  of  the 
clergy  and  Bishops  of  the  West  it  would 
become,  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
machinery  at  the  disposal  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  alone  to  cope  with. the 
difficulty.  Therefore,  on  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  of  Ireland  rested  the 
responsibility  of  taking  adequate  mea- 
sures to  meet  the  distress  at  the  present 
time.  The  harsh  periodical  cry  of  famine 
which  proceeded  from  Ireland  was  not 
only  a  source  of  shame  and  humiliation 
to  the  Irish  people,  but  it  was  still  more 
a  matter  of  grave  reproach  to  the  Go- 
vernment responsible  for  their  condi- 
tion. He  hoped,  notwithstanding  the 
temporary  demoralization  which  must 
result  from  the  application  of  outdoor 
relief,  that  it  would  not  be  forgotten  by 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Board  that 
the  workhouse  form  of  relief  was  equally 
demoralizing.  Ample  reasons  had  been 
g^ven  by  those  who  had  referred  to  the 
workhouse  test,  and  the  separation  of 
families  it  involved,  for  the  feeling  of 
shame  with  which  they  afterwards  moved 
about  among  their  fellow-men  after 
leaving  these  temporary  abodes.  It 
paralyzed  their  manliness,  and  deprived 
them  of  self-respect,  the  only  sure  basis 
of  self-reliance.  In  putting  these  views 
before  the  Chief  Secretary,  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  in- 
duced to  be  guided  more  by  the  assur- 
ances he  gave  to  Parliament  in  the 
Autumn  Session ;  and,  in  order  to  tide 
the  people  over  the  inevitable  distress 
of  the  next  six  weeks  or  two  months, 
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would  not    be  reluctant  to  relax  the 
stringent  rule  laid  down. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  a  great 
deal  had  recently  been  heard  of  what 
was  called  the  '*  workhouse  test."  The 
Chief  Secretary  dwelt  a  good  deal  on 
this  phrase.  The  workhouse  test,  it  had 
been  repeated  again  and  again,  must  be 
availed  of  in  this  emergency.  The  Irish 
Government  were  resolved  on  that ;  but 
he  wanted  to  know,  when  a  test  was 
spoken  of,  did  it  not  mean  some  means 
of  finding  out  the  truth  in  reference 
to  some  matter  doubtful  and  dubious  ? 
Now,  he  would  ask,  was  there  not  ad- 
mitted distress  in  these  districts  in  Ire- 
land ?  Was  it  not  matter  of  notoriety, 
and  admitted  by  the  Ohief  Secretary  him- 
self ?  If  so,  it  was  a  misapplication  of 
words  to  talk  of  the  application  of  a  test. 
That  there  was  no  need  of  a  test  he 
would  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  to  witness.  He  had  travelled 
through  these  very  districts ;  he  saw  evi- 
dences of  the  distress,  and  he  gave  testi- 
mony to  it ;  he  saw  the  diet  with  which 
the  people  were  staving  off  the  pangs  of 
hunger;  he  described  their  wretched, 
miserable  condition.  In  addition  to  that, 
the  Government  Inspectors  had  told,  in 
words  that  horrified  every  man  of  right 
feeling,  the  lamentably  destitute  condi- 
tion of  numberless  families  in  the  dis- 
tressed districts.  Children  wasting  with 
hunger;  faces  pinched  with  starvation, 
and  bodies  scarcely  clad;  with  such  a 
state  of  things,  represented  on  official 
testimony  and  by  the  Bishops  and  clergy 
by  letters  in  the  Press,  surely  it  was  not 
to  be  supposed  it  was  all  fiction.  What 
interest  could  anyone  have  in  inventing 
and  publishing  such  things?  He  ap- 
pealed to  this  body  of  testimony  as  proof 
positive  for  the  Committee  and  for  the 
Government  that  there  was  distress, 
most  grievous  distress,  in  these  dis- 
tricts ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  contended 
that  to  talk  of  the  workhouse  test  was 
misleading,  heartless,  and  cruel.  It  was 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  poor 
people  suffered  to  death's  door,  and 
even  to  death  itself,  rather  than  go  into 
the  workhouses.  He  would  not  ex- 
patiate upon  it ;  it  had  been  spoken  of 
before;  it  was  ruin  to  a  family,  abso- 
lute ruin,  to  have  their  home  broken  up 
by  going  into  the  workhouse.  What 
was  the  fate  of  those  who  went  into 
the  workhouses  in  the  terrible  Famine 
years  of  1847  and  1848  ?    These  houses 

Mr.  0'  Cmnor  Power 


were  miscalled  —  they  were  slaughter- 
houses. Under  circumstances  such  as 
these,  the  Government  referred  to  work- 
houses as  the  test  of  destitution !  Under 
ordinary  circumstances,  and  when  the 
country  was  in  a  fair  condition — in  its 
usual  condition — when  there  was  no  crisis 
of  destitution  and  misery,  no  impending 
famine,  the  workhouse  might,  in  some 
sort,  serve  as  a  test  of  destitution  ;  but  he 
denied  that  in  times  like  the  present  this 
test  should  be  arbitrarily  applied.  But 
why  was  the  Chief  Secretary,  or  rather 
the  English  and  Irish  Governments,  so 
anxious  to  apply  this  so-called  test  ?  It 
was  in  order  not  that  the  people  might 
be  relieved  or  saved  from  the  pinch  of 
hunger  and  death,  but  in  order  to  work 
out  a  certain  policy  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  set  their  hearts,  and  that  was 
to  drive  the  people  into  the  workhouse, 
to  break  up  their  families,  and  then 
force  them,  by  way  of  escape,  to  take  to 
the  emigrant  ship.  That  was  not  the 
use  for  which  the  workhouse  was  in- 
tended; that  was  not  the  use  implied 
when  it  was  called  the  test  of  destitution ; 
it  made  the  workhouse  an  engine  of 
torture  for  the  working  out  of  a  certain 
policy  in  Ireland.  It  was  not  as  a  relief 
agent  the  Government  wanted  to  use  it ; 
but  as  an  agent  for  the  depopulation  of 
the  country.  The  Chief  Secretary  ad- 
mitted that  the  people  showed  a  disin- 
clination to  enter  the  workhouse  ;  but, 
said  he,  they  would  do  so  when  they  felt 
the  pinch  of  starvation.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  duly  con- 
sidered these  terrible  words.  It  was  a 
fact  that  they  had  shocked,  not  only  Irish 
Members,  but  the  Irish  people ;  and  it 
was  well  he  should  be  told  it  in  plain 
terms.  They  had  created  a  thrill  of 
horror  in  Ireland,  because  of  the  de- 
liberately avowed  confession  of  a  cruel, 
cold  -  blooded  policy.  But  he  did 
not  wish  to  attadc  the  Chief  Secretary 
personally ;  he  never  cared  to  attack  in- 
dividuals ;  he  regarded  them  as  merely 
part  of  the  works  of  the  machine  that 
governed  Ireland.  One  after  another 
they  were  agents  of  a  policy  not  in 
sympathy  with  the  Irish  people — a  policy 
not  to  do  what  was  best  for  the  Irish 
people,  but  to  carry  on  the  old  game  of 
English  rule — a  policy  of  barbarism,  to 
destroy  the  people  in  order  to  govern 
them.  The  pinch  of  starvation  had  long 
been  felt  in  Ireland,  and  it  was  well 
known  where  it  came  from;    Ireland 
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would  not  be  any  considerable  time  with- 
out it,  80  long  as  she  had  the  fiDger 
and  thumb  of  the  British  Government  to 
give  it  to  them.  As  to  emigration,  for 
the  moment  it  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  relief  of  the  starving  people.  What 
were  grand  schemes  for  emigration  to 
Canada,  Manitoba,  and  elsewhere,  while 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  starving 
people  had  to  trust  to  the  charity  of 
neighbours  to  keep  them  alive  ?  But  it 
was  the  duty  of  (Government  to  keep 
them  alive,  and  not  to  abandon  them 
to  private  charity.  It  had  been  said 
—  ••Why  not  relieve  them  with  the 
Land  League  Funds ; "  but  these  funds 
ought  not  to  be  applied  to  the  relief  of 
the  British  Government.  The  British 
Government  must  do  its  duty.  It  was 
in  consequence  of  their  misrule  that  Ire- 
land had  these  miseries ;  and  they  were 
bound  before  God  and  man  to  help  the 
people,  not  to  look  for  a  rate-in-aid  from 
the  servant  girls  of  America.  Some  of 
the  money  had  been  contributed  for  cha- 
ritable purposes,  and  had  been  so  em- 
ployed ;  but  the  major  portion  was  con- 
tributed for  a  difiPerent  purpose ;  to 
effect  such  changes  in  Ireland  as  would 
not  merely  relieve  the  distress  of  to-day 
or  to-morrow,  but  would  put  an  end  to 
the  controlling  cause  of  it — the  disastrous 
system  of  landlordism  and  British  mis- 
government.  The  Gt>vemment  could  not 
ride  off  on  the  plea  that  the  earnings  of 
hard-working  men  in  America  should  be 
applied  to  the  relief  of  Irish  distress. 
Ireland  stood  to  her  claim  on  the  British 
Government;  they  had  Irish  resources 
in  their  hands ;  and  it  was  for  them  to 
do  their  duty  to  a  starving  people.  If 
there  were  emigration  schemes  to  be 
discussed,  let  them  be  discussed  at  the 
proper  time.  It  was  now  a  question  of 
immediate  relief;  and  he  called  upon 
the  Government  to  do  their  duty,  and 
cease  discussion  of  schemes  to  come  into 
operation  a  year  or  a  month  hence. 

Mb.  lea  said,  he  was  not  aware  that 
this  subject  would  come  before  the  Com- 
mittee that  night ;  but,  since  it  had  been 
raised,  he  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two. 
Distress  existed  at  the  moment  in  many 
parts  of  the  West.  The  Chief  Secretary 
admitted  that ;  and  in  his  view  the  dis- 
tress was  chronic,  and  a  more  effectual 
method  was  required  to  deal  with  it,  or 
evexT  two,  three,  or  four  years  there 
would  be  a  recurrence  of  distress  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.    The  Chief  Secretary 


believed  that  the  means  adopted  should 
not  be  for  temporary  relief.  Three  years 
Ago  &>  good  deal  of  relief  was  given,  but 
now  there  was  practically  the  same  state 
of  things ;  and  whenever  there  came  a 
bad  season,  or  the  failure  of  crops,  came 
this  private  distress.  But  he  should  like 
to  ask,  how  far  the  Government  had  dis- 
tinct information  ?  His  desire  was  that 
the  Chief*  Secretary  should  not  allow  the 
distress  to  assume  too  serious  a  shape. 
If  it  was  serious,  then  some  temporary 
method  of  relief  should  be  taken ;  but  if 
the  Chief  Secretary  thought  that  the 
crisis  could  be  passed  without  disastrous 
results,  then  he  hoped  he  would  devote 
his  energies  to  some  means  of  perma- 
nently improving  the  position  of  the 
population.  A  good  deal  had  been  said 
of  emigration  and  migration ;  and  it  was 
known  that  there  was  much  land  in  Ire- 
land not  under  cultivation,  but  which 
might  be  cultivated  with  advantage.  He 
was  not  aware  that  any  authentic  infor- 
mation existed  on  this  subject ;  and  he 
would  like  to  ask  if  the  Gt>vemment 
would  issue  a  Boyal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  quantity  of  land  that  could 
be  cultivated,  and  how  far  it  would  be 
likely  to  pay  for  cultivation?  Again, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  poverty 
existed  in  the  most  remote  distiicts  of 
the  West — in  Donegal,  Mayo,  Galway, 
and  other  parts — districts  where  there 
were  no  railways,  and  which  were  com- 
pletely isolated.  Now,  he  believed  that 
if  some  system  of  narrow-gauge  rail- 
ways were  introduced  it  would  introduce 
also  some  sort  of  civilization  among  the 
people,  and  possibly  the  poverty  would 
be  in  a  measure  relieved.  A  good  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  workhouse  test, 
and  the  objection  to  sending  the  people 
to  Uie  workhouse.  He  did  not  see  that 
the  workhouses  in  Ireland  were  very 
much  worse  than  those  in  England  ;  but 
the  antagonism  to  them  was  even  stronger 
in  Ireland;  and  he  had  been  told  by 
Guardians  that  the  workhouses  in  Ire- 
land were  regarded  by  the  people  as  not 
only  the  type  of  poverty,  but  of  immo- 
rality. How  far  that  was  true  he  did 
not  know ;  but  the  people  thought  so. 
Whether  by  the  adoption  of  emigration 
or  migration,  or  by  assisting  publicworks 
without  jobbery,  he  hoped  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  find  some  successful 
means  of  relieving  the  stAte  of  Ireland. 

LoBD   BANDOLPH    CHUECHILL 
said,  he  could  not  help,  after  listening 
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to  the  discussion y  and  having  had  some 
experience  of  the  effect  of  distress  in 
Ireland,  asking  the  Chief  Secretary  if  ho 
would  take  the  opportunity  of  making 
an  authoritative  statement  to  the  Com- 
mittee as  to  what  was  the  condition  and 
extent  of  the  distress,  for  very  strong 
statements  had  been  made  by  Irish 
Members,  and  these  statements  had  been 
supported  to  a  certain  extent  by  autho- 
nties  like  Dr.  Ferguson,  which  were  not 
to  be  set  aside,  and  again  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Boman  Catholic  Bishops. 
This  was  strong  testimony,  and  the  Com- 
mittee must  not  conclude  that  it  was 
false  or  exaggerated.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  under 
the  late  Government  stated  with  some 
positiveness  that  there  was  a  material 
difference  between  the  present  distress 
and  that  of  1879 ;  but  that  was  a  point 
upon  which  he  would  like  to  have  infor- 
mation, because,  though  there  might  not 
be  such  proofs  as  there  were  in  1B79, 
it  was  quite  possible  that  in  Donegal, 
Mayo,  and  parts  of  Galway,  very  acute 
distress  prevailed.  On  this  point  he 
would  like  to  have  an  authoritative 
statement  from  the  Chief  Secretary  upon 
the  information  supplied  by  Poor  Law 
Inspectors,  and  it  would  be  a  relief  to 
the  Committee  to  have  such  a  statement. 
Of  course,  the  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  adopting  outdoor  relief  was  not 
only  sanctioned  by  the  late,  but  by  the 
present  Parliament ;  but  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary had,  no  doubt  for  very  good 
reasons  of  his  own,  chosen  to  take  an 
entirely  new  departure,  and  was  dealing 
with  ]&ish  distress,  whatever  its  extent 
might  be,  by  workhouse  relief,  making 
that  the  test  of  distress.  While  this  was 
an  interesting  experiment,  he  rather 
envied  the  nerve  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
in  being  able  to  try  it.  If  he  had  good 
authority  for  believing  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  distress  was  fictitious,  then,  of 
course,  it  was  a  safe  method ;  but  the 
experiment  was  attended  with  some  risk. 
If  the  Local  Government  Board  were  to 
receive  information  that  it  had  been  mis- 
taken, and  that  there  had  been  deaths 
from  starvation  or  from  disease,  from 
bad  food,  then,  he  thought,  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  never  sufficiently  regret 
having  tied  himself  to  this  strict  work- 
house test.  At  the  present  moment  there 
was  irritation  against  the  Government 
in  Ireland  on  account  of  the  Government 
being  carried  on  in  a  more  or  less  un- 

Zordfiand'l^h  Churchill 


Constitutional  manner.  Did  the  Chief 
Secretary  think  it  was  altogether  wise 
at  such  a  time  to  run  in  o&er  respects 
counter  to  the  popular  feeling  ?  Would 
it  not,  on  the  other  hand,  render  the 
work  of  Government  in  Ireland  easier  if 
the  Government  could  see  their  way  to 
being  a  little  more  in  accord  with  the 
popular  mind  in  Ireland  on  this  question 
of  outdoor  relief?  It  would  save  the 
Government  from  a  heavy  responsibility ; 
and  he  did  not  think  it  would  have  a 
permanently  ill  effect.  He  would  press 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  maKe  a 
statement,  for  really  the  Committee  had 
not  information  enough. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  that 
evening  received  a  document  which 
might  interest  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
divert  his  meditations  from  undiluted 
reflections  on  the  articles  in  United  Ire- 
land, This  document  was  a  telegpram 
from  the  Most  Bev.  Dr.  Logue,  Bishop 
of  Baphoe,  Donegal,  whose  diocese  in-^ 
eluded  almost  the  whole  of  the  dis- 
tressed districts,  and  the  telegram  ran 
thus — 

"  Please  God  we  will  save  the  people  in  spite 
of  the  Chief  Secrotary.  He  may  give  his 
emigration  scheme  to  the  winds.  vVe  appeal 
from  him  to  the  Irish  race." 

Was  there  anything  in  any  of  the  lead- 
ing articles  in  any  Irish  newspaper  con- 
taining a  more  emphatic  condemnation 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government  than 
these  words?  It  was  from  a  Prelate 
responsible,  in  a  high  sense,  for  the  lives 
of  the  people  among  whom  his  ministra- 
tions were  cast.  Several  Members  from 
that  side  of  the  House  had  appealed, 
and  appealed  in  vain,  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  some  statement,  some  facta  more 
relevant  to  this  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee than  his  own  sense  of  the  injuiy 
he  had  received  from  the  attacks  on  his 
administration  made  by  the  editor  of 
United  Ireland,  Why,  up  to  that  mo- 
ment, had  the  Government  refrained 
from  laying  before  the  Committee  the 
strong  facts  in  the  Beports  from  official 
sources  relating  to  this  very  subject?  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
had  repeated  the  request — the  entreaty 
almost — that  at  this  grand  and  solemn 
time  the  Committee  should  be  placed  by 
the  responsible  Minister  in  possession  of 
the  official  facts  which  were  supposed  to 
be  within  the  reach  of  the  Irish  C^ 
vemment.  The  noble  Lord  stated  that 
when  the  strict  application  of  the  work- 
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house  test  had  resulted  in  sickness  and, 
perchance,  in  death,  then  a  heavy  re- 
sponsibility would  rest  on  the  authority 
that  allowed  such  a  state  of  things  to 
come  to  pass;  and  many  Members  of 
the  Committee  would  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  admiration  of  the  nerve 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  he  insisted  upon 
this  test.  At  a  recent  meeting  of  the 
Swinford  Local  Board,  it  was  reported 
that  a  great  amount  of  distress  prevailed, 
and  that  over  30  persons  were  in  the 
poorhouse  suffering  from  famine  fever. 
Why  was  there  not  some  statement  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  as  to  facts  of  this 
description?  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Thirsk  (Colonel  Daw- 
nay)  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
objection  of  the  Irish  Party  to  emigra- 
tion— which,  by  the  way,  was  not  an 
absolute  objection,  not  an  objection  to 
emigration  at  the  right  place  and  at  the 
right  time — was  due  to  uie  desire  of  the 
Party  to  keep  the  means  of  agitation 
within  their  reach.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  professed  to  be  unaware  that 
these  miserable  distressed  districts  in 
J>onegal  were  also  the  quietest  districts 
throughout  the  agitation.  They  des- 
paired even  of  agitation ;  and  now  the 
law-abiding  people  of  these  districts 
were  to  be  subjected  to  the  rigorous 
workhouse  test  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
or  to  the  seaweed  test  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  observing  with  his  own  eyes.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  preferred  small- 
holding and  closely  congested  districts ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentletnan  had  al- 
ready been  informed  that  in  the  imme- 
diate neighbourhood  of  these  small 
holdings  there  were  large  tracts  to  which 
the  people  could  be  transplanted,  and 
on  which  they  would  find  ample  room 
for  earning  a  prosperous  livelihood ;  and 
even  with  regard  to  the  existing  conges- 
tion, if  the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal 
( Mr.  Lea)  chose  to  speak,  he  could  in- 
form the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
within  the  century — since  the  year  1800 
— the  rents  of  Donegal  had  risen  from  a 
total  of  £47,000  to  a  total  of  £367,000, 
and  that  not  a  single  penny  of  all  that 
difference  was  accounted  for  or  repre- 
sented by  any  landlord  contribution  to 
the  fertility  of  the  soil,  or  to  the  pro- 
ceeds thereof.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
9^ted  that  the  responsibility  for  this 


distress — for  the  misery  and  for  the  pro- 
bable loss  of  life  that  might  result — 
would  rest  upon  the  Head  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   But  how  were  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  be  made  to  feel  their  re- 
sponsibility ?    As  to  this  House,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  not  likely 
to  be  made  to  feel  their  responsibility 
in  such  a  case  ;  but  he  commended  the 
matter  to  the  consideration,  and  to  the 
more  and  more  serious  attention,  of  the 
Lrish  Bepresentatives.  If  it  was  impossi- 
ble in  this  House  to  realize  the  responsi- 
bility of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  it 
wasforthose  who  claimed  to  represent  the 
Irish  people,  and  who  wore  responsible 
for  the  lives  of  those  people,  to  endea- 
vour to  make  Her  Majesty's  Government 
responsible  to  a  wider  tribunal — some- 
thing beyond  the  tribunal  of  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  appealed  to  this  House  in 
impassioned  terms  from  the  judgment 
of   the  people  of   Ireland.      Unfortu- 
nately, this  House  was  not  trusting  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, but  the  people  of  Ireland  were ; 
and  no  amount  of  good  opinion  in  this 
House,  and  no   amount   of  Party  ap- 
plause, ought  to  compensate  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the    Chief   Secretary 
for  the  opinion  which  he  was  fast  de- 
serving, and  which  was  growing  around 
him    more    and    more    from    one  end 
of  Ireland  to  the  other.    If  there  was 
one  thing  which  was  more  remarkable 
even  than  the  attitude  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, it  was  the  attitude  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  present  occasion.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  had  sat  unmoved,  without 
giving  the  slightest  indication  of  his  in- 
tention to  take  any  steps  to  grapple  with 
the  misery  in  Ireland.     He  sat  there 
unmoved,  his  attitude  contrasting  won- 
derfully   with    the  interest  which    he 
took    in    Irish   affairs   in   other  days, 
when  Ireland  was  a  more  certain  step- 
ping-stone   to    power.     He    sat    there 
now,  to  all  appearance,  as  calmly  con- 
sidering the  distress  in  Ireland  as  he 
had  considered  the  cause  of  nationality 
in  Egypt. 

Thb  chairman  was  about  to  put 
the  Vote,  when— 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  rose,  and  said 
he  must  request,  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
Members,  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  make  some  reply  to  what  had 
been  said. 
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Mb.  TEEYELYAN  said,  it  was  rather 
difficult  to  avoid  speaking  after  the 
appeals  which  had  been  made  to  him  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had  no  desire 
to  weary  the  Committee.  But  even  in 
the  few  words  which  he  had  to  offer,  he 
must  saj  that  the  Oovernment  had  been 
put  to  considerable  disadvantage  in  the 
debate,  from  the  fact  of  the  debate 
having  been  of  an  unexpected  character. 
He  came  down  here  prepared  to  defend 
the  appointment  and  salary  of  Mr.  Jen- 
kinson,  and  he  found  himself  treated  to 
a  speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  O'Brien),  to  which  he  had 
replied  with  a  warmth  which  he  must 
own  was  unusual  with  him  ;  but  which 
he  thought,  considering  the  unexpected 
nature  of  the  discussion,  and  the  un- 
usual character  of  the  speech  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  excusable.  With  the 
exception  of  the  more  serious  questions 
which  had  been  put  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  he  had,  unfortunately,  not  come 
down  prepared  with  the  voluminous  and 
carefully  prepared  answers  to  the  special 
allegations  of  distress  which  had  been 
so  often  made  to  the  House  at  Question 
time,  and  which  he  had  prepared  against 
the  chance  of  their  being  made  in  an 
anticipated  debate  on  distress,  by  care- 
fully reading  the  newspapers  in  every  case 
that  was  cited.  In  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill),  what  he  would 
say  was  this — that  it  was,  indeed,  the 
case  that  the  Government  had  taken  the 
most  serious  interest  of  the  very  highest 
kind  in  the  distress,  and  were  most 
carefully  watching  it.  In  the  face  of  so 
much  that  had  been  said,  it  was  rather 
difficult  for  him  to  do  other  than  repeat 
the  fact  that  the  Government  Inspectors, 
whom  they  had  multiplied  together  with 
the  relieving  officers  in  great  numbers 
in  those  places  where  the  distress  ap- 
peared to  be  .making  any  headway — 
the  Government  Inspectors  had  told 
them  that  there  was  no  reason  at  the 
present  moment  to  believe  that  in  order 
to  meet  that  dis^ess  they  need  go  out- 
side the  statutory  provisions  of  the  ex- 
isting Poor  Law.  If  the  noble  Lord,  or 
any  other  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  at 
all  interested  in  the  welfare  of  the  Irish 
people,  but  who  could  not  be  more 
deeply  interested  in  their  well-being 
than  the  noble  Lord  had  always  shown 
himself  to  be — if  the  noble  Lord,  or 


anyone  else  interested  in  the  matter, 
would  name  any  district  about  which 
he  was  anxious  to  have  special  infor- 
mation, he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  would  pro- 
cure a  Beport  and  lay  it  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  gave  Notice  for  to- 
day of  a  Question  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  information  which  the  Government 
were  willing  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  and 
he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  was  quite  prepared 
at  the  time  to  answer  the  Question ;  but 
as  the  hon.  Member  was  not  in  his  place, 
he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  was  unable  to  say 
what  he  wished — namely,  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  ready  to  produce 
any  Memoranda  or  Memorials  of  Boards 
of  Guardians  which  he  chose  to  ask  for. 
As  for  the  Beports  of  the  Inspectors, 
they,  were  made  for  the  private  infor- 
matidn  of  the  Government ;  but  he  would 
see  if  there  were  any  of  them  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  like  to  ask  for, 
and  he  would  add  to  them  General 
Reports  as  well  as  Beports  on  the  dis- 
tress in  any  particular  district  about 
which  any  hon.  Gentleman  desired  to 
have  any  information.  It  was  only 
reasonable  that  hon.  Gbntlemen  should 
be  supplied  with  such  information.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  had  twice  put  to  him  two  or 
three  questions,  and  on  the  first  occasion 
he  was  unable  to  answer  them.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  whether  the 
Cabinet  were  consulted  as  to  the  policy 
which  Lord  Spencer  thought  it  right  to 
pursue?  Loid  Spencer  acted  with  the 
full  authority,  and  with  the  previously 
obtained  authority,  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Of  that  there  was  no 
question  whatever,  and  he  used  these 
words  exactly  in  the  sense  in  which 
they  applied.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  had  also  asked 
whether  it  was  not  the  case  that  during 
the  Autumn  Session  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
pledged  himself  to  give  outdoor  relief? 
On  that  point  he  could  satisfy  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  must  a&k  him  to 
follow  carefully  what  he  was  now  about 
to  read. 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  that  what  he 
asked  was,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knew  of  the  intention  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  direct  the  letter 
which  he  sent  to  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians at  the  time  that  he  f  Mr.  Trevelyan) 
did  pledge  himself  to  give  outdoor  re- 
Uef? 
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Mr.  TBEYELYAN  said,  he  knew 
perfectly  well  of  the  intention  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  not  perhaps  to  write 
that  exact  letter,  but  to  adopt  the  policy 
which  he  did  adopt,  and  which,  at  that 
time,  had  obtained  the  sanction  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  Of  the  English  or 
the  Irish  Government  ? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN  said,  of  the  Eng- 
lish  Government.  But  the  question 
was  whether  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  pledged 
himself  to  give  outdoor  relief;  and  on 
this  point  he  again  asked  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemam  to  follow  his  words  carefully, 
construing  them  fairly,  and  not  catching 
at  any  single  word.  In  answer  to  a 
Question  from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  ask- 
ing generally  whether  the  recommenda- 
tions which  the  Government  had  received 
from  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board 
had  met  the  anticipated  distress,  and  in 
answer  also  to  a  Question  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glare  (Mr.  O'Shea) 
about  the  Ennis  and  West  Clare  Rail- 
way, he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  replied  as 
iollowB — 

''The  permanent  officials  of  the  Local  Go- 
▼emment  Board  have  reported  that  at  present 
the  information  before  them  respecting  antici- 

fated  distress  in  certain  districts  in  the  West  of 
reland  where  it  is  most  apprehended  is  not  of 
such  a  character  as  woald  lead  them  to  helieve 
that  the  relief  which  may  he  afiforded  under  the 
existing  Poor  Law  Acts  will  he  found  insuffi- 
cient to  provide  for  the  wants  of  the  destitute 
poor  in  the  coming  winter." 

He  intended  that  passage  to  govern  the 
next  sentence. 

"  They  have  already  issued  a  Circular  to  the 
Unions  in  the  West  of  Ireland — that  is,  to  all 
the  Unions  in  Connaught,  and  to  the  Unions  in 
the  counties  of  Donegal,  Glare,  Kerry,  and 
West  Cork,  calling  their  attention  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  making  every  provision  hoth  for  in- 
door and  outdoor  relief,  and  especially  to  see 
that  the  relieving  officers'  districts  are  not  too 
large,  and  that  the  relieving  officers  are  within 
easy  reach  of  the  poor  persons  residing  in  every 
part  thereof.'' 

Now,  that  outdoor  relief  he  referred  to 
as  the  relief  which  could  be  given  under 
the  existing  Poor  Laws  —  the  relief, 
namely,  for  the  infirm  and  the  sick — and 
the  Circular  which  was  issued  two  days 
before  he  spoke  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  now  referred,  and  which  was 
laid  before  the  House,  specially  desired 
the  Ouardians  to  receive  in  the  work- 
houses an  unusual  number  of  poor 
people.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  went  onto 
eay— 


"  In  short,  the  Government  have  given  every 
care  to  see  that  the  normal  machinery  for  the 
relief  of  distress  is  in  proper  order," 

— that  was  the  normal  statute  machi- 
nery— 

''and  they  expect  to  be  ahle  to  meet  the 
distress  with  the  aid  of  that  machinery.  If 
exceptional  pressure  comes,  it  will  he  their  duty 
to  see  that  the  administration  of  the  required 
relief  is  not  interfered  with  from  want  of  suffi- 
cient funds.  I  may  say  that  this  is  a  suhject 
which,  of  all  others,  is  most  engaging  the 
attention  of  the  Government." 

Then  he  was  asked  from  the  Front 
Bench  opposite — 

'*  From  what  source  will  these  funds  be  pro- 
vided ?  " 

and  to  that  he  replied — 

"  Sir,  distress  amounting  to  famine  in  such  a 
state  of  things  has  always  heen  a  suhject  for 
special  treatment  hy  the  Government;  and  I 
conclude  that  in  the  event  of  such  a  misfortune 
they  would  adopt  the  example  of  the  Govern- 
ments which  have  preceded  them,  and  provide 
funds  to  keep  the  people  from  starvation, 
trusting  to  Parliament  to  support  them  after- 
wards."—(3  Hansard,  [274]  1711-12.) 

In  exact  accordance  with  what  he  stated 
on  that  occasion,  the  Government  in- 
formed the  Boards  of  Guardians,  in  that 
very  Circular  which  had  been  so  often 
quoted,  that  if  the  funds  of  the  Guar- 
dians failed  to  support  the  poor,  either 
in  the  workhouse,  or  in  supplying  out- 
door relief,  or,  if  the  workhouses  were 
full,  in  those  cases  the  Government 
would  go  to  their  aid  with  a  loan,  and 
that  was  a  plan  which  had  been  already 
in  force  on  a  very  small  scale  in  one 
Union ;  and  the  Government  intended 
before  long  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Bill,  which  was,  in  trutb, 
something  like  an  Indemnity  Bill,  to 
justify  them  in  taking  that  course. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  what  was  the  name  of  the  Union 
referred  to  ? 

Mr.  trevelyan  replied,  that  it 
was  BelmuUet.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  had  asked  him  one 
other  Question — namely,  whether  the 
Government  intended  still  to  rely  upon 
the  workhouse  test,  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  they  had  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  their  scheme  of 
emigration — a  scheme  which,  on  another 
occasion,  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  would  be 
very  glad  to  explain  in  order  to  interest 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  it,  for  it  was 
a  well-considered  scheme,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  extend  itself.  But  it  was  not 
for  the  reasons  which  the  hon.  Member 
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for  the  Oity  of  Cork  had  stated  that  the 
Govemmeat  had  been  primarily  guided 
in  the  enforcement  of  the  workhouse  test. 
They  would  be  very  glad  if  emigration 
were  larg  ely  adopted  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  congested  districts;  but  they  had 
had  two  motives,  and  two  motives  only, 
in  enforcing  the  workhouse  test.  One 
was,  because  they  believed  that  it  en- 
couraged self-reliance,  and  weaned  people 
from  depending  on  the  help  of  others. 
They  believed  that  that  was  true  in  Ire- 
land, as  it  was  true  in  England.  One 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  said  that  he 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  been  **  sucked  into 
the  vortex  of  Castle  influence,  *'  and  thus 
induced  to  believe  in  this  system ;  but 
the  fact  was  that,  for  several  years  past, 
he  had  been  a  subscriber  to  a  Society 
which  was  carried  on  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inducing  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
enforce  the  workhouse  test  more  strictly 
in  England ;  and  as  to  the  remark  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  said  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  apply  this  system 
to  England,  the  fact  was  that  it  was 
being  drawn  tighter  and  tighter  on  this 
side  of  the  Channel.  It  was  because  he 
believed  it  was  good  for  England  that 
he  hoped  it  would  be  good  for  Ireland. 
The  other  motive  was  to  save  the  pockets 
of  the  ratepayers,  who,  otherwise,  would 
be  ruined.  Several  Unions  were  rendered 
absolutely  bankrupt  in  the  course  of  the 
last  distress,  and  they  were  only  saved 
by  the  Government  going  to  their  aid 
and  distributing,  he  thought  from  the 
Church  Fund,  a  sum  of  £19,900  in 
order  to  keep  them  going.  The  Govern- 
ment could  not  find  it  within  their  duty 
to  expose  those  Unions  to  the  serious 
burdens  which  outdoor  relief,  given,  as 
he  was  afraid  it  would  be  given,  in  the 
absence  of  the  workhouse  test,  would 
involve. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  it  was  he  who 
had  made  the  remark  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to,  and  he 
felt  that  it  was  due  to  himself  that  he 
should  make  this  explanation.  He  had 
said  that  England  would  make  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Poor  Law  elastic  in 
times  of  very  great  famine  and  distress, 
as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Lancashire 
Cotton  Famine.  He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  in  the  ordi- 
nary normal  condition  of  the  country,  the 
Poor  Law  test  should  be  enforced  in 
order  to  avoid  vagrancy  and  its  effects ; 
but,  in  times  of  famine,  they  should  do 

Mr*  Trevelt/m 


in  Ireland  as  they  would  do  in  England. 

He  would  also  like  to  say  this  parting 

word.    Let  the  Chief  Secretary  of  the 

present  remember  a  Chief  Secretary  of 

the  past,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

was  anidous  to  win  the  love  of  the  Irish 

people.    What  was  the  motto  of  a  Chief 

Secretary  who  did  win  their  love  ?     In  a 

sentence  which  ought  to  be  written  in 

letters  of  gold  over  the  portals  of  the 

Castle,  he  said — 

"  When  the  people  of  a  coiintry  are  obliged 
to  leave  it  en  masse,  the  Government  of  that 
country  stands  judged  and  condemned.*' 

[Several  hon.  Members  :  Name,  name!] 
That  was  the  language  of  Chief  Secre- 
tary Drummond,  and  the  principal  figure 
in  that  condemnation  should  be  he  who 
had  himself  adopted  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  G'BBIEN  said,  he  should  have 
to  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 
He  had  no  intention  of  entering  into  an 
altercation  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary,  though,  possi- 
bly, were  he  to  do  so,  he  might  say  as 
much  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
done ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  see  that  the 
debate  was  closing  without  anything 
like  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion as  to  what  was  to  become  of  the 
unfortunate  people  whom  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary found  starving  ?  Until  that  impor- 
tant question  was  answered,  he  thought 
the  other  question,  of  what  was  to  be- 
come of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  of 
himself,  was  a  matter  of  comparatively 
trifling  importance. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  not  moved  any  Amendment. 
He  stated  his  intention  of  so  doing,  but 
he  has  not  carried  it  out. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
would  be  very  pleased  to  move  an 
Amendment  in  the  form  of  a  reduction  of 
the  Vote ;  and,  if  he  could  have  his  own 
way,  he  would  be  prepared  to  vote,  not 
only  against  this  Supplementary  Charge, 
but  against  the  whole  Vote  for  the  Chief 
Secretary's  Office.  He  wanted  no  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  he 
wanted  no  Lord  Lieutenant.  But  the 
question  now  was  as  to  the  policy  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  represented  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  that  policy  would  be  hereafter 
known  in  Ireland  as  the  **  Pinch-of- 
hunger  policy."  That  term  would  follow 
the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  as  surely 
and  as  faithfully  as  the  term  "Buck- 
shot" followed  his  Fredooesflor.    The 
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Ck>verninent  in  Ireland  now  offered  to 
the  starving  people  not  two  alternatives, 
but  three.  They  offered  not  only  emi- 
gration or  the  workhouse;  but,  accord- 
ing to  official  information,  they  had 
offered  recently,  or  were  about  to  offer, 
a  further  alternative,  and  that  alterna- 
tive was  the  recruiting  sergeant.  He 
trusted  that  the  expectations  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  disappointed  with 
regard  to  all  three.  But  that  which  had 
the  longest  reach — that  which  was  likely 
most  permanently  to  injure  the  people 
of  Ireland — was  the  proposal  for  emi- 
gration. No  proposal  for  meeting  the 
difficulties  of  the  Government  in  Ireland 
had  ever  obtained  such  general  endorse- 
ment and  acceptance  at  the  hands  of 
Englishmen  as  that  of  emigration,  and 
none  had  ever  been  received  in  Ireland 
with  BO  much  indignation  and  disgust. 
In  all  other  countries,  and  in  all  other 
times,  the  increase  of  population  had 
been  looked  upon  as  a  sign  of  national 
well-being ;  and  in  the  Estimates  which 
were  made  from  time  to  time  of  the 
comparative  progress  of  the  nations 
of  the  world,  increase  of  population 
was  always  taken  as  a  sure  indi- 
cation of  national  prosperity.  But  in 
Ireland,  and  in  Ireland  only,  the  aim  of 
the  Government  was  to  depopulate  the 
country,  and  in  that  they  had  been  very 
successful.  In  the  year  1841  there  were 
8,175,000  persons  in  Ireland;  10  years 
later  there  were  but  6,500,000.  They 
bad  been  told  that  that  decrease  was 
due  to  a  famine  of  unprecedented  se- 
verity in  1846  and  1847 ;  but  long 
after  the  effects  of  that  famine  had 
gone  by  they  found  the  same  dimi- 
nution going  on.  In  1861  the  popula- 
tion had  dropped  below  6,000,000 ;  in 
1871  itwas  not  5,000,000;  in  l»81itwas 
only  a  little  above  5,000,000,  and  the 
depletion  was  still  going  on.  The  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Dawson)  had 
just  quoted  a  former  Ohief  Secretary 
as  being  the  author  of  the  celebrated 
sentence  pointing  out  that  when  the 
inhabitants  of  any  country  left  it  in 
great  numbers,  because  they  could  no 
longer  live  in  it,  the  Government  of  that 
country  was  thereby  tried  and  con- 
demned. It  was  not  an  Irish  Ohief 
Secretary  who  said  that ;  it  was  a  man 
who,  as  a  writer  and  as  a  political  econo- 
mist, might,  he  thought,  be  considerably 
overrated;  but  it  was  perfectly  fair  to 
^uote  him  tp  the  present  Govemmenti 


and  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the 
Ministerial  side  of  the  House.  It  was 
John  Stuart  Mill,  and  his  words  would 
receive  very  general  acceptance  in  that 
House.  While  the  population  of  Ire- 
land had  for  30  or  40  years  been  dimi- 
nishing, and  while  it  still  continued  to 
diminish,  the  stream  of  emigration  went 
on  increasing.  In  the  year  1 876,  37,000 
persons  emigrated;  in  the  year  1877, 
38,000 ;  in  1878,  41,000  ;  in  1879, 
47,000;  in  1880,  95,000;  and  in  1881, 
78,000.  From  what  he  had  heard,  he 
was  afraid  that  this  year  the  figures 
would  pass  those  of  the  year  before 
last,  and  be  about  100,000.  But  that 
was  not  enough.  That  decay  of  the 
population  was  not  sufficient  to  satisfy 
this  enlightened  Government ;  they 
knew  that  of  the  men,  women,  and 
children  who  left  Ireland  as  emigrants, 
67  per  cent,  or  more,  were  between  the 
ages  of  15  and  35  years;  and  of  the 
emigrants  from  Ireland  for  the  last  year 
for  which  the  statistics  were  complete — 
the  year  1881 — ^the  proportion  between 
the  ages  of  15  and  35  years  was  exactly 
75  per  cent.  These  people  left  behind 
them  relatives  who  were  generally  old 
and  infirm,  and  who  were  a  drag  upon, 
instead  of  an  assistance  to,  the  country ; 
and  these  relatives  so  left  behind  went 
to  increase  the  amount  of  misery  and 
destitution  which  prevailed.  Well,  what 
did  the  Government  do  ?  They  fell  back 
upon  the  proposals  of  that  abominable 
Committee  of  an  unreformed  Parlia- 
ment, which  in  1827  adopted  the  prin- 
ciples of  Malthus,  and  advocated  emi- 
gration ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  advising 
that  when  a  landlord  cleared  away  100 
of  his  ancient  tenantry,  the  holdings  of 
those  tenants  should  be  consolidated,  so 
that  they  could  not  be  separately  occu- 
pied again,  forgetting  that  it  was  to  the 
British  Government  that  the  mischief  of 
continual  subdivision  was  due,  and  that 
the  congestion  of  which  the  Govern- 
ment now  complained  in  Oonnaught  was 
also  due  to  the  action  of  the  British 
Government.  It  was  the  British  who 
decreed,  and,  to  a  great  extent,  enforced 
their  decree,  that  the  native  Celtic  people 
should  go  beyond  the  Shannon,  and  they 
were  driven  to  a  great  extent  beyond  the 
Shannon ;  and  from  that  day  to  this 
Oonnaught  had  been,  to  a  great  extent, 
congested,  especially  in  the  poorer  dis- 
tricts ;  and  another  English  decree  was 
made,  providing  that  wh^n  an  Irish 
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occupier  died  his  holding  should  be  com- 
pulsorily  subdivided  among  his  children. 
The  same  spirit  which  prevailed  in  1827 
prevailed  now,  and  the  same  principles 
which  were  advocated  then  were  advo- 
cated now.  The  point  was  to  get  rid  of 
the  poorer  portion  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. The  Government  proposed  a 
system  of  emigration  ;  but  he  wondered 
whether  they  had  seriously  considered 
all  the  difficulties  which  lay  in  their 
j^ath — the  difficulties  of  arranging  the 
details,  managing  multiplied  officials, 
and  so  forth.  Supposing,  however,  that 
the  elaborate  machinery  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  perfect,  and  that  they  were 
prepared  to  deport  a  good  number  of 
the  people,  who  were  the  people  who 
were  to  be  sent  out  of  the  country  ? 
Was  it  the  dissolute  and  the  worthless, 
or  was  it  the  industrious,  intelligent, 
and  self-reliant  portion  of  the  people  ? 
If  the  latter  class  were  sent  abroad,  they 
would  probably  do  well  wherever  they 
went;  because  the  Irish  people,  when 
driven  out  of  Ireland,  had  managed  to 
push  their  way  to  the  front  in  almost 
every  country  of  the  world  bo  soon  as 
they  were  free  from  English  laws.  If  it 
was  the  ne'er-do-wells  and  the  lawless 
who  were  to  be  sent  away,  how  was  it 
proposed  to  select  them,  in  order  that 
they  might  be  deported  ?  Then,  what 
was  the  whole  thing  to  cost  ? — for  that 
was  a  point  which  had  not  been  exa- 
mined so  far.  If  it  was  proposed  to 
spend  a  large  amount  of  public  money 
in  assisting  emigration,  that  money 
would  be  spent  unnecessarily  and  almost 
uselessly;  because,  as  he  had  pointed 
out,  there  was  abeady  a  continual  stream 
of  voluntary  emigrants  going  out  from 
Ireland  to  America.  If  a  large  sum  of 
money  was  voted  to  assist  people  to 
America,  the  result  would  be— as  they 
could  never  get  any  man  to  go  to  Ame- 
rica at  his  own  expense  if  he  could  go 
at  the  expense  of  the  State — that  there 
would  be  an  enormous  number  of  appli- 
cations made  for  the  money,  applica- 
tions by  real  intending  emigrants,  which 
would  never  have  been  made  but  for  this 
policy ;  and,  no  doubt,  Parliament  would 
in  the  end  discover  that  it  had  been  freely 
voting  money  away  without  removing 
the  difficulty.  But  again,  he  asked, 
what  would  the  scheme  cost?  The 
Canadian  Ghovemment  issued  a  Circular 
some  time  ago  giving  instructions  to 
those  who  proposed  to  emigrate,   and 
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from  that  Circular  it  might  be  gathered 
that  the  minimum  amount  necessary  to 
support  and  establish  an  emigrant  in 
Manitoba  was  about  £35  a-head.  To 
that  must  be  added  the  cost  of  transit^ 
which  was  about  £8  more,  including  in- 
cidental expenses ;  and  the  average  cost, 
therefore,  was  about  £43  per  head.  But 
if  the  Government  scheme  of  emigration 
was  to  effect  anything  tangible — any- 
thing appreciable — it  was  necessary  that 
it  should  embrace  a  very  mucli  larger 
number  of  persons  than  voluntary  emi- 
gration would  remove;  and,  therefore, 
if  the  emigration  scheme  was  to  be  effec- 
tive at  all,  the  smallest  number  whom 
the  Government  ought  to  count  on  re- 
moving was  150,000  persons.  According 
to  the  figures  he  had  quoted,  it  would 
cost  to  remove  them  a  sum  of  £6,450,000 ; 
and  now  he  would  ask  the  Government, 
did  they  not  think  they  could  spend  that 
money  to  much  greater  advantage  in 
directions  very  different  from  emigra-. 
tion  ?  If  this  scheme  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  now  prepared  to  adopt  was 
carried  out,  what  would  be  the  result  ? 
What  was  the  result  of  a  similar  move- 
ment about  120  years  ago,  when  the 
Presbyterians  of  the  North  of  Ireland, 
suffering  from  the  Test  Act,  and  from 
tithes,  and  from  multiplied  injustices 
and  extortions  under  which  they  laboured 
in  common  with  the  Catholics,  left  Ire- 
land for  America  in  great  numbers  ?  A 
similar  state  of  things  was  then  pro- 
duced to  that  which  the  GK>vemment 
wished  now  to  produce ;  and  at  that  time 
the  fathers  of  Andrew  Jackson,  John  0. 
Colquhoun,  and  J.  C.  Buchanan  found 
new  homes  on  the  other  side  of  the  At- 
lantic. Those  were  the  very  men  who 
formed  the  Pennsylvanian  line,  and  had 
the  satisfaction  of  destroying  British  rule 
there.  If  150,000  persons  were  now  re- 
moved from  Ireland  to  America,  the  day 
would  come  when  Manitoba  would  form 
another  Irish  line,'  fronting,  and  he 
trusted  with  equal  success  to  the  former, 
a  second  Bed  River  Expedition.  Bat 
that  result  would  not,  he  thougkty  occur, 
because  the  designs  of  the  Goyemment 
would  be  frustrated,  not  merely  with 
regard  to  emigration,  but  also  with  re- 
gard to  the  other  alternatives  in  the  pro- 
gramme. The  people  of  Ireland  would 
not  go  out  from  the  country,  and  they 
would  not  go  into  the  workhouses  until 
it  was  absolutely  impossible  for  them  to 
live;  and  long  before  the  great  bulk  of 
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the  people  could  be  driyen  in  by  the 
pinch  -of  -  hunger  policy  hundreds  of 
thouBands  would  be  ruined  throughout 
the  ooontry.  The  resources  of  the  coun- 
try in  men  would  be  materially  dimi- 
nished, and  the  Government  would  have 
an  increase  of  pauperism  and  of  the  poor 
rates  to  deal  with,  which  go  far  to  coun- 
tervail any  advantages  which  they  might 
hope  at  present  to  derive  from  their  sys- 
tem of  emigration.  The  third  alterna- 
tive offered  to  the  Irish  people  was  the 
recruiting  sergeant.  For  some  years  the 
Irish  Muitia  had  not  been  embodied, 
and  it  was  observed  by  the  military 
authorities  that  recruiting  in  Ireland 
had  very  sensibly  fallen  off — a  circum- 
stance which  was  ascribed  to  the  fact 
that  the  Irish  Militia  had  not  been  called 
out  for  their  annual  training.  Now,  it 
was  proposed  to  call  out  the  Militia  again, 
in  order  that  the  recruiting  field  might 
supply  a  larger  crop ;  but  he  trusted 
that  the  Irish  people  would  perfectly 
well  understand  the  reason  of  this  last 
move  of  the  Government ;  and  he  trusted 
that  that  reason  being  appreciated,  and 
thoroughly  understood,  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  know  how  to  act  under 
the  circumstances,  and  how  to  disappoint 
the  expectations  that  had  been  formed. 
He  moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£2,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£750,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1883,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Offices  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  Dublin  and  London, 
and  Subordinate  Departments." — [Mr,  Arthur 
O'Connor,) 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT, 
though  he  did  not  support  the  hon. 
Menioer  who  had  just  moved  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote,  thought  there  might 
be  a  few  reasons  for  Irish  discontent 
which  escaped  general  observation,  and 
which,  in  a  few  words,  he  would  en- 
deavour to  make  clear.  There  was  the 
reason  assigned  by  the  late  Ohancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  one  of  the 
right  hon.  Members  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  John  Bright),  that  ''  the  Irish  were 
idle,  therefore  they  starved ;  "  and  that 
''the  Irish  starved,  and  therefore  they 
rebelled."  There  was  also  the  reason 
assigned  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
(Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone),  that  the  (Go- 


vernment of  Ireland  was  '^  as  bad  as  it 
could  possibly  be,  and  one  of  the  worst 
Governments  in  Europe."  The  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
spoken  in  language  unfairly  condemna- 
tory of  the  recruiting  sergeant.  The 
average  Irishman  was  never  so  happy  as 
when  he  was  fighting.  He  had  a  com- 
bative disposition,  and  it  was  far  better 
for  himself  and  for  his  country  that  he 
should  be  fighting  the  enemies  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  than  that  he  should 
be  struggling  with  the  Government  at 
home.  He  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett)  dis- 
puted altogether  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member,  that  an  increase  of  popula- 
tion was  always  considered  a  sign  of  the 
prosperity  of  a  country.  That  was  often 
theoretically  and  practically  wrong,  and 
was  proved  to  be  wrong  by  the  case  of 
India ;  for  the  political  economists  and 
the  social  economists  of  the  day  regarded 
the  great  increase  of  population  in  India 
as  a  serious  evil.  He  was  not  at  all  sure 
that  the  decrease  of  population  in  Ire- 
land had  been  a  serious  injury  to  the 
Irish  people;  and  he  wished  to  point 
out  one  great  benefit  which  it  had  oeen 
to  the  hon.  Members  who  represented  the 
extreme  Irish  Party  in  that  House.  The 
decrease  of  population  in  Ireland  had 
greatly  increased  the  population  of  the 
United  States  and  of  Australia  ;  and  the 
increase  of  the  Irish  population  in  those 
parts  had  enabled  them  to  send  home 
large  sums  of  money  for  the  susten- 
tation  of  the  Land  League  and  other 
amiable  objects.  Then  he  objected  to 
another  remark  which  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member — that  Irishmen 
always  came  to  the  front  whenever  they 
went  abroad.  That  was  not  quite  an 
accurate  statement.  Irishmen  had  many 
admirable  qualities,  and  they  always 
came  to  the  front  in  the  matter  of  fight- 
ing ;  but  in  the  matter  of  prosperity  they 
did  not  always  come  to  the  front.  It 
might  not  be  their  own  fault  altogether ; 
but  they  sometimes  adopted  a  strategic 
movement  to  the  rear.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  been  endeavouring  to  do  hia 
duty  in  the  Government  of  Ireland  under 
great  difficulties.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  in  a  very  difficult  and 
trying  position,  but  he  had  done  his 
work  well;  and  he  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett) should  certainly  oppose  any  reduc- 
tion of  the  Vote  when  moved  upon  such 
grounds  as  had  been  stated.  The 
greatest  benefit  that  could  be  conferred 
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on  the  suffering  population  of  the  "West 
of  Ireland  woidd  he  the  development  of 
a  well-considered  and  economical  scheme 
of  emigration ;  and  he  hoped  the  theo- 
retical objections  of  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  would  not  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment from  considering  the  best  means  of 
removing,  for  ■  their  own  interest  as  well 
as  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland,  a  large 
number  of  these  distressed  people.  No 
practical  reasons  had  been  given  for  the 
proposed  reduction  of  the  Vote ;  and,  as 
he  had  already  said,  he  should  oppose 
the  Motion.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
decrease  of  a  population  was  necessarily 
a  source  of  national  danger;  but  he 
thought  the  reverse  might  occasionally 
be  true,  and  he  was  not  at  all  sure  that 
the  increase  of  the  population  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time  was  not  a 
very  serious  danger  to  England,  just  as 
the  density  of  population  in  parts  of  Ire- 
land had  been  a  considerable  difficulty 
to  that  country.  He  should  oppose  any 
reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  15; 
Noes  156:  Majority  141.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  21.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(7.)  £142,  Eecord  Office,  Ireland. 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 
(8.)  £1,700,  Wreck  Commission. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  oppose  this  Vote,  but 
simply  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  explain  how  this  amount  was 
reconcilable  with  his  statement  last 
Session,  that  the  new  arrangement  with 
regard  to  the  Assessors  of  Wrecks  would 
not  increase  the  charge  to  the  public. 
Last  Session  considerable  alterations 
were  introduced  in  the  mode  of  remune- 
ration of  the  Wreck  Commissioners ;  and 
when  he  had  pointed  out  that  that  would 
impose  a  permanent  charge  on  the  public 
in  place  of  certain  fees,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  there  was  no  ground 
for  that  supposition,  as  there  would  be 
no  increase  of  the  amount. 

MK.CHAMBERLAIN8aid,  bethought 
the  hon.  Member  was  under  some  misap- 
prehension. He  had  no  recollection  of 
having  made  such  a  statement,  although 
ho  did  remember  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asking  a  question  with  regard  to  un- 
claimed wreckage.     He  could  not  recol- 
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lect  any  question  as  to  the  charge  for 
Assessors.  The  additional  charee  now 
made  was  due  to  the  inquiries  before  the 
Wreck  Commissioners  having  been  more 
numerous. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(9.)  £210,  Revising  Barristers,  Eng- 
land. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'^  That  a  Sapplemcntary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£40,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1883,  of  Criminal  Prosecations  and 
other  Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  including  cer- 
tain Allowances  under  the  Act  15  and  16  Vic. 
c.  83." 

Mr.   T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  in- 
tended to  move  the  reduction  of   the 
Vote  hy  £30,000.     He    thought    hon. 
Members  opposite,   who  had  been  en- 
deavouring to  bring  about  a  spirit  of 
economy  in  these  Estimates,  would  be 
rather  surprised  at  the  amount  of  money 
which    Irish    Law    Charges    required. 
The  original  Vote  was  something  over 
£86,000 ;  but  here  was  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  of  £40,000,  or  nearly  half  the 
whole  original  Estimate.    That  was  his 
first  point;  and  the  second  point  was  the 
nature  of  some  of  the  prosecutions  for 
which  this  money  was  asked.     The  first 
prosecution  was  that  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) ; 
and  he   thought    the  Chief  Secretary 
ought  to   be   obliged   for  having  this 
opportunity  of  speaking  upon  this  sub- 
ject to-night ;  for  if  he  remembered  the 
words  correctly, the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  on  a  previous  occasion,  that 
there  was  no  prosecution  and  no  action 
of  the  Government  on  which  they  more 
anxiously  invited  discussion   than   the 
prosecution  of  that  hon.  Member.  What 
was  the  hon.  Member  prosecuted  for? 
For  some  sentences  taken  out  of  a  oon- 
siderable    speech   in    County    Carlow ; 
and  he  wished  to  invite  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  this  extraordinary  act 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.     Thu 
Government    possessed  various  poweira 
for  instituting  prosecutions  of  this  kind, 
and  all  the  machinery  placed  at  their 
disposal  by  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act ; 
but  instead  of  resorting  to  that  machinery 
they  went  back  to  a  Statute  of  Charles  I. 
in  order  to  prosecute  his  hon.  Friend. 
His  next  point  was  that  the  Gbvemment 
did  not  venture  to  bring  any  definite 
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charge  against  the  hon.  Member.  All 
they  said  was  thatthewords^if  persevered 
in,  would  have  such  and  such  a  tendency. 
He  yentured  to  say  that  an  indictment 
of  that  kind  suffered  from  the  very  worst 
vice — namely,  vagueness.  The  next 
point  was  that  the  punishment  inflicted 
fell  not  so  much  upon  his  hon.  Friend 
as  on  the  constituency  he  represented ; 
and  although  the  Chief  Secretary  gave 
what  to  him  seemed  to  be  a  satisfactory 
answer,  he  could  not  help  noticing  that 
the  term  of  the  hon.  Member's  imprison- 
ment was  co-eztensive  with  the  duration 
of  the  Session.  He  was  sure  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman  would  bear  testimony, 
as  would  any  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  to  the  remarkable  Parliamen- 
tary ability  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford,  and  was  quite  aware  that  in 
the  course  of  this  Session  several  mea- 
sures would  be  proposed  for  discussion 
with  regard  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
was  acknowledged  to  be  a  very  skilful 
authority.  On  Wednesday  next  there 
was  proposed  to  be  an  Act  to  amend  the 
Land  Act  of  last  year ;  and  the  Prime 
Minister  had  admitted  that  almost  next 
to  himself  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
was  one  of  the  most  trustworthy  autho- 
rities on  thib  most  important  and  most 
vexed  question.  He  thought  the  House 
had  treated  his  hon.  Friend  almost 
scurvily  by  the  manner  in  which  they 
had  received  the  Judge's  intimation  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  imprisonment.  But 
he  would  not  go  over  all  that  again, 
except  to  say  that  in  the  insolence  of 
his  ignorance  the  distinguished  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland 
did  not  even  correctly  describe  the  con- 
stituency of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  nor 
correctly  give  his  name — although  in  20 
or  30  years  the  name  of  Healy  would 
probably  be  far  more  familiar  to  the 

Jeople  of  Ireland  than  that  of  Chief 
ustice  May.  He  did  not  wish  to  dwell 
on  the  words  which  were  used  in  con- 
nection with  this  trial ;  but  he  would 
extend  an  invitation  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Chief  Secretary  fre- 
quently had  to  say  things  and  to  express 
opinions  which  were  not  welcome  to  hon. 
Members  on  the  Irish  Benches,  or  to 
the  constituencies  they  represented ;  but 
he  would  invite  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  take  advantage  of  this  oppor- 
tunity, and  not  to  let  this  Sitting  of  the 
House  terminate  without  getting  up  and 
announcing  that  the  Government  had 


resolved  to  release  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  and  the  two  other  gentlemen 
who    were    imprisoned    on    the    same 
charge,  and  to  allow  the  constituency  of 
Wexford  the  enormous  advantage    of 
having  their  Representative  in  the  House 
to  advocate  their  cause.    He  was  sure 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  words  had  pro- 
duced no  bad  effects  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
challenged  the  Chief  Secretary  to  trace 
to  those  words  a  single  act  of  violence 
or  illegality  in  the  county  in  which  those 
words  were  uttered,  or  elsewhere.     He 
wished  further  to  say  that  he  was  afraid 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  adopting 
some  of  the  ways  and  opinions  of  his 
Predecessor  and  some  of  the  Liberal 
organs  in  this  country ;  but  he  could  not 
help  remarking  that  the  action  of  the 
Government    in    this  matter  had  met 
with  the  unanimous  disapproval  of  the 
Liberal  organs  in  England.  In  a  friendly 
spirit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
would  again  invite  him  to  seize  this  ex- 
cellent opportunity  of  announcing  the 
approaching  release  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.   Passing  from  this  case  to  that  of 
Mr.  Harrington,  he  did  not  think  the 
Government  would  be  able  to   say  a 
single  word  in  their  defence  in  regard 
to  this  matter.     He  was  not  going  to 
fight  over  again  the  words  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  had  used  ; 
but  here  was  a  fact  which  must  strike 
anybody.     The  hon.  Member   for   the 
County  of  Westmeath  was  at  this  mo- 
ment serving  a  term  of  imprisonment 
for  intimidating  the  farmers  of  West- 
meath ;  and  yet  four  nomination  papers 
were  sent  in  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Harrington, 
three  of  which  were  signed  exclusively 
by  farmers  in  that  county  whom  the 
hon.   Member  was  accused  of  having 
intimidated.  In  other  words,  the  Govern- 
ment said  to  the  farmers  of  Westmeath 
that  Mr.  Harrington  was  intimidating 
them,  and  yet  these  poor  shivering  in- 
timidated farmers  came  forward    and 
signed    nomination    papers,    and    sub- 
scribed towards  Mr.  Harrington's  ex- 
penses I    These  were  the  farmers  whom 
he  had  been  intimidating.     He  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  if  he  really  seriously 
believed  that  the  farmers  were  intimi- 
dated by  Mr.  Harrington  ?    That  was  a 
categorical  question ;  and  he  asked  for 
a  categorical  answer.     If  he  could  not 
say  conscientiously  and   truly  that   he 
believed  that  those  farmers  were  intimi- 
dated, was  it  not  his  duty  at  once  to 
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acknowledge  Lis  mistake,  and  open  the 
prison    doors    to    the    hon.    Member? 
I'ractically,  the  charge  of  the  Govern- 
ment against  Mr.  Harrington  was  that 
he  was  endeavouring  to  force  the  farmers 
by  intimidation  to  the  employment  of 
labourers,  whether  they  wanted  labourers 
or  not.     On  that  point  he  wished  to  say 
that    there  was  no   such   inflammable 
material  in  Ireland,  except  in  periods  of 
distress,  as  the  labourers ;  and  no  strike 
could  be  more  fierce  and  furious,  or 
more  murderous,  than  a  strike  between 
the  farmers  and  the  labourers;    and, 
further,  if  once  the  spirit  of  crime  and 
outrage  took  possession  of  the  labourers 
against  the  farmers,   the  Government 
would  find  that  a  far  more  difficult  strike 
to    put    down    than  one  between  the 
farmers  and  the  landlords,  for,  as  per- 
haps the    riffht    hon.   Gentleman  had 
heard,  a  leading  gentleman  in  Ireland, 
when  conversing  with  an  agricultural 
labourer,  was  told  by  the  labourer — 
'*  We  can  fight  the  landlords  a  great 
deal  better  than  the  farmers  can  ;  *'  and 
being  asked  how,  he   took  a  box  of 
matches  from  his  pocket,  and  said — 
*'  That  is  the  only  weapon."    In  recom- 
mending the  farmers  to  approach  the 
labourers  in  a  kindly  spirit,  Mr.  Har- 
rington was  really  making  himself  the 
custodian  of   peace  between   the  two 
parties    instead    of    stirring   up    strife 
Were  the  farmers  intimidated  ?    If  so, 
why  did  they  support  Mr.  Harrington  ? 
If  they  were  not,  were  not  his  words 
calculated  to  preserve  peace  and  order 
between  those  two  important  classes? 
He  would  now  pass  from  the  sentence  on 
Mr.  Harrington  to  the  circumstances  of 
his  imprisonment ;  and  he  must  say  he 
thought    the    Chief    Secretary  himself 
could  scarcely  read  some  of  the  details 
given  in  the  newspapers  with  regard  to 
the  treatment  of  Mr.  Harrington  with- 
out feeling  something  like  shame.    In 
an  account  of  the  transfer  of  Mr.  Har- 
rington from  MuUingar  Gaol  to  Galway 
Gaol,  The  Weitmeath  Examiner  of  March 
8rd  stated  that  he  was  required  to  carry 
slops  from  his  cell  some  distance  to  a 
yard,  past  the  Governor's  house,  where, 
perhaps,  he  might  be  the  object  of  the 
jeerinff  observations  of  some  of  those 
▼eiy  landlords   whose  power    he    had 
helped  to  break  in  Westmeath.     Mr. 
Harrington,  like  a  man  of  courage  and 
spirit,  refused  to  do  this  degrading  and 
ignominious  service,  and  what  was  the 

Mr.  r.  P.  (y  Connor 


result?    Because  he  refused  to  cany 
the  slops  from  his  cell  a  considerable 
distance,  he  was  kept  from  the  Friday 
to  the  Wednesday  without  being  allowed 
out  of  his  cell  for  a  moment's  fresh  air. 
From  Friday  to  Wednesday  this  man 
was  kept  in  solitary  confinement.     This 
man  was  a  Member  of  this  House,  and 
within  a  few  weeks  of  this  would  be 
walking  up  the  floor,  and  would  have  a 
right  to  take  part  in  the  discussions  of 
this  Assembly,  just  as  much  as  the  Prime 
Minister,  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  himself.  He  thought 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  do  him  at 
least  this  justice — that  he  never  made 
any  strong  attack  upon  him  personally, 
and  he  hoped  never  to  do  so,  strongly 
as  he  resented  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man's  political  doctrines ;  but  he  would 
say  this — that  he  would  rather  be  Mr. 
Harrington  and  clear  out  the  slops  of 
his  cell  for   12  months,   than  be  the 
Radical  Chief  Secretary,  who  sanctioned 
the  proceedings  taken  against  Mr.  Har- 
rington.    There  were  other  things  which 
arose  on  this  Vote,  and  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  excuse  him  for  enu- 
merating them  very  briefly.     Some  of 
them    were    brought    forward    on    an 
Amendment  proposed  previously.     He 
did  not  take  part  in  the  discussion,  and 
he  did  not  now  intend  to  enter  at  any 
length    into    them.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  sufficiently  acquainted  with 
political    and   economical   doctrines  to 
know  that  the  end  did  not  always  jus- 
tify the  means.     He  thought  nothing 
was  more  instructive  in   the  remarks 
that  were  made  on  a  previous  occasion 
by  his  hon.   Friend  the    Member  for 
Mallow    (Mr.    O'Brien),    and    nothing 
should  commend  itself  more  seriously  to 
the  statesmanship  of  the  inner  circle 
of   the    right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind 
than  the  contrast  between  the  manner 
in  which  the  Irish  people  received  the 
verdict    in    the    Maamstrasna    murder 
cases,  and  the  other  cases  which  had 
been  tried  subsequently.     In   the  case 
of   the    Maamstrasna    murders    there 
was  this  feeling  amongst  all  others — 
that  the  men  had  received  a  fair  trial ; 
that  there  was  no  jury-packing;   that 
men  of  tho  prisoners'  own  creed  and 
feeling  were  not  excluded  from  the  jury 
box,  and  thatt  here  could  be  no  doubt 
whatever  of  the  patience  and  the  con- 
scientiousness of  the  jury  empannelled. 
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He  did  not  believe  there  was  a  man  or 
woman  in  Ireland  who  did  not  approve 
of  the  verdict  in  those  cases,  and  who  did 
not,  BO  far  as  it  was  possible  for  any 
haman  being  to  rejoice  over  the  doom 
of  a  fellow-creature,  rejoice  that  the 
trials  had  resulted  in  the  men  being 
sentenced  to  death.  But  let  them  con- 
trast the  reception  of  the  verdicts  in 
these  cases  with  that  of  recent  verdicts 
in  Ireland.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  were  to  talk  for 
12  months  in  this  House  he  would  not 
induce  any  sane  man  to  believe  that  the 
exclusion  of  every  Catholic  from  the 
juries  recently  empannelled  was  the  re- 
sult of  accident,  and  was  not  the  result 
of  a  deliberate  design  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown.  The  feeling  was  universal  in 
Ireland  that  some  of  the  men  who  had 
been  convicted  by  means  of  informers 
and  packed  juries  died  on  the  gallows 
innocent  men.  He  would  not  attempt  to 
enumerate  or  particularize  the  cases ; 
but,  in  his  mind,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  some  of  the  men  were  innocent  of 
the  crime  for  which  tbey  had  been  de- 
prived of  life.  An  hon.  Friend  beside  him 
reminded  him  of  the  dying  declarations 
of  Poff  and  Barrett.  He  could  not  be- 
lieve, knowing  the  character  of  the  Irish 
tenant,  knowing  what  he  did  of  the 
farmers,  of  their  faith  and  of  their  re- 
ligious feeling — he  could  not  believe  that 
these  two  unfortunate  men,  Foff  and 
Barrett,  would,  when  standing  upon  the 
brink  of  death,  have  written  declarations 
of  innocence  if  they  were  guilty  of  the 
crime.  And  he  put  that  to  the  Com- 
mittee, that  it  would  be  better  for  the 
permanent  peace  of  Ireland,  it  would  be 
better  for  the  peace  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  mind,  that  even  20 
murderers  should  go  unpunished  than  that 
two  innocent  men  should  be  put  to  death 
upon  the  verdict  of  a  packed  jury.  He 
promised  the  Committee  that  he  would 
not  detain  them  very  long,  and  he  would 
not  allude  to  the  matters  with  which  he 
had  dealt  at  any  greater  length.  He 
would  only  repeat  his  request  and 
earnest  prayer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  would  seize  this  opportunity 
of  announcing  the  unconditional  release 
of  those  gentlemen  who  had  been  put 
into  gaol  under  obsolete  proceedings  for 
freely  expressing  their  opinion  on  public 
platforms  in  Ireland.  He  begged  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
fum  of  £30,000. 

YOL.  CCLXXVI.    [thibd  skkies.] 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£10,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1883,  of  Criminal  Prosecutions  and  other 
Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  including  certain 
Allowances  under  the  Act  15  and  16  ^c.  c.  83." 
^(Mr.  T,  P,  O'Connor.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that,  in  rising 
to  support  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  he  ventured  to  express  the  hope 
that  the  Committee  would  take  this 
occasion  of  marking  its  sense  of  the 
manner  in  which  recent  prosecutions 
had  been  conducted  in  Ireland.  He 
did  not  wish  to  refer,  of  course,  to  the 
debates  in  the  present  Session  ;  but  they 
knew  that  in  the  public  Press  there 
were  very  strong  expressions  of  surprise 
and  condemnation  at  the  declarations  of 
the  Irish  Party  that  the  belief  of  the 
vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people  was 
that  the  manner  in  which  prosecutions 
were  conducted  in  Ireland  had  led  to 
many  iniquitous  sentences,  and  to  the 
execution  of  innocent  persons.  There 
was  not  a  man  who  travelled  through 
Ireland,  and  who  even  only  partially 
learned  the  condition  of  the  Irish  nation, 
who  would  not  corroborate  that  state- 
ment. Throughout  Ireland  the  vast  ma- 
jority of  the  people  did  believe  that 
iniquitous  sentences  were  passed,  and 
that  innocent  persons  had  been  executed. 
Now,  he  would  ask  any  fair-minded  man, 
any  man  of  a  statesmanlike  disposition, 
what  could  be  the  legitimate  effect  of  such 
a  system  of  legal  procedure,  which  pro- 
duced an  impression  of  that  kind  upon 
the  minds  of  a  whole  population  ?  They 
knew  very  well  that  it  was  very  easy  for 
officers  of  the  Crown  to  rise  in  that  House 
and  to  declare  that  they  were  utterly 
unaware  of  any  such  thing  having  taken 
place  as  jury  packing,  and  to  assure  the 
House  that  any  unpleasant  appearances 
that  might  be  presented  by  the  facts 
were  purely  accidental.  Accidents  of 
that  aescription  were  regarded  as  very 
deliberate  contrivances  by  the  public 
opinion  of  nations.  In  case  after  case 
hundreds  of  Protestants  and  men  of 
strongly  anti-popular  opinions  were 
placed  upon  the  juries  who  had  to 
deal  with  crime  of  an  agrarian  cha- 
racter. Now,  if  it  occurred  only  once 
that  upon  a  jury  panel  consisting  of 
scores  and  scores  of  Catholics,  and  scores 
and  scores  of  Protestants,  that  only  once 
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a  purely  Ftotestant  jury  of  12  men  was 
struck,  it  would  seem,  even  in  that  single 
instance, to  be  a  curious  and  singular  sort 
of  accident.  But  when  on  the  next  day, 
when  the  next  trial  of  the  next  prisoner 
was  before  the  Court,  they  found  that  in 
a  similar  manner,  out  of  the  hundreds 
and  hundreds  of  Catholic  jurors,  every 
one,  somehow  or  other,  was  not  upon 
the  jury  that  was  struck  for  the  trial, 
and  that  the  jury  for  the  second  trial 
consisted  exclusively  of  men  chosen  from 
the  Protestant  members  of  the  panel, 
then,  he  said,  the  doubt  and  the  surprise 
as  to  the  possibility  of  accident  which 
were  felt  on  the  first  occasion  became 
singularly  increased  and  intensified  when 
the  second  accident  occurred.  And  when, 
on  a  third  occasion,  the  day  after,  on 
the  next  trial  of  an  agrarian  offence 
before  the  same  Court,  they  again  found 
all  the  Catholic  jurors  excluded  from 
the  jury,  and  none  but  Protestants  and 
political  partizans,  antagonistic  to  the 
people,  placed  on  the  jury,  it  was  beyond 
the  power  of  mortal  man  to  convince 
any  Assembly  that  on  the  third  occasion 
that  was  an  accident  also ;  and  when 
upon  the  next  day,  in  the  case  of  the 
next  prisoner  accused  of  an  agrarian 
offence,  they  found  that  a  fourth  jury  was 
struck  of  an  exclusively  Protestant  com- 
plexion out  of  this  mixed  panel  of  Pro- 
testants and  Catholics,  then  the  public 
opinion  of  the  Irish  nation  must  be  for- 
given, if  it  attributed  the  circumstance 
to  a  strained  use  of  the  powers  the  Go- 
vernment possessed,  to  arrive  at  a  con- 
viction by  fair  or  foul  means,  and  if 
they  believed  that  theGovemment,haviDg 
the  choice  to  arrive  at  a  conviction 
by  fair  means,  deliberately  chose  foul 
means  to  do  men  to  death.  It  might 
happen  that  a  prejudiced  jury  might  ar- 
rive at  a  true  verdict.  It  might  happen 
that  a  panel  struck  and  chosen  by  foul 
means  would,  nevertheless,  find  verdicts 
in  accordance  with  the  facts;  but  that 
was  not  trial,  and  was  not  law ;  that  was 
simply  as  much  a  case  of  assassination 
as  where  a  man  committed  such  a  crime 
with  a  pistol  or  some  other  weapon.  Let 
them  leave  the  case  of  Ireland  out  of 
consideration  for  a  moment,  and  take  the 
case  of  England.  Let  them  imagine  that 
in  the  City  of  London,  or  any  city  of 
England,  Protestant  jurors  were  ex- 
cluded, and  none  but  Catholics  put 
upon  the  jury  in  some  important  case  ; 
let  them  imagine  that  that  was  repeated 

^Tr.  O'Donnell 


four  times  over,  and  then  ask  themBelves 
how  they  could  impress  the  public  opi- 
nion of  England  with  the  belief  that  they 
were  acting  in  conformity  with  justice 
or  the  principles  of  common  honesty.  It 
was  an  old  observation  of  English  visitors 
to  Ireland,  and  observers  of  the  Irish 
character,  that  there  was  nothing  that 
the  Irish  respected  and  loved  so  mnch 
as  fair  and  equal  justice ;  but  there  was 
no  shadow  of  even  the  appearance  of 
equal  justice  about  the  proceedings  at 
the  recent  Assizes ;  and  if  persons  in  the 
country,  or  out  of  the  country,  engaged 
in  stirring  up  seditious  feeling  and 
creating  disaffection  amongst  the  people, 
it  was  the  Government  by  themselves 
who  had,  by  such  a  misuse  of  the  powers 
of  the  law,  supplied  the  emissaries  of 
sedition  and  disaffection  with  the  beet 
argument  for  sowing  hatred  and  enmity 
between  the  people  and  the  Government 
of  Ireland.  On  a  former  occasion,  in  a 
speech  delivered  somewhere  in  the  coun- 
try, though  not,  he  believed,  in  Ireland, 
the  administration  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  appointed  to  con- 
duct, the  Chief  Secretary  attempted  to 
defend  the  treatment  which  was  extended 
to  Mr.  Harrington  by  stating  that  Mr. 
Harrington  was  an  opponent  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  a  formidable  description; 
nay,  he  believed  that,  even  in  this  House, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  endea- 
voured to  extenuate  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  by  speaking  of  Mr.  Har- 
rington as  a  formidable  man.  What 
impression  could  be  derived  from  such 
a  view,  what  inference  could  be  drawn 
by  the  Irish  people  from  such  a  defence, 
except  that  the  Government  made  use 
of  the  powers  of  the  law,  unfairly  and 
strainedly,  in  order  to  place  a  formidable 
opponent  within  the  four  walla  of  a 
prison?  He  read  carefully  every  word  in 
the  case  against  Mr.  Harrington  ;  he  read 
it  most  carefully,  with  a  sincere  desire  to 
discover,  even  on  grounds  of  expediency, 
some  reason  for  the  prosecution ;  and  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  from  the  be- 
ginning to  the  end  of  those  proceedings 
not  a  single  fact  was  revealed  that  called 
for  any  condemnation  of  Mr.  Harring- 
ton. On  the  contrary,  the  facts  showed 
that  Mr.  Harrington  was  deserving  of 
the  thanks  of  every  man  interested  in 
the  welfare  of  the  Irish  people.  When 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party  defended  the 
case  of  the  tenant  farmers  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  was  there  a  more  frequent 
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reproach  made  against  them  —  and 
he  pat  it  to  the  honour  of  English 
Members  sitting  on  both  sides  of  the 
House — was  there  a  more  frequent  re- 
proach made  against  them  than  that 
they  were  neglecting  the  interests  of 
the  agricultural  labourers  because  they 
had  not  the  votes  possessed  by  the  tenant 
farmers  ?  There  could  be  no  doubt  that, 
whatever  was  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
tenant  farmers,  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  agricultural  labourers  was,  unfor- 
tunately, worse.  Mr.  Harrington  went 
down  to  the  county  where,  undoubtedly, 
tlie  tenant  farmers  had  gained  consider- 
able benefit  by  the  Land  Act ;  and  he 
pointed  out  to  the  farmers  of  the  district, 
who  had  gained  reductions  of  rent  of 
15  and  25  per  cent  under  the  Land  Act, 
that  they  had  gained  those  reductions 
solely  on  account  of  an  Act  which  had 
been  passed  largely  through  the  co- 
operation with  themselves  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers ;  and  he  appealed  to 
their  sense  of  gratitude  and  honesty  of 
feeling  to  stand  by  the  men  who  had 
stood  by  them  hitherto  ;  and  he  warned 
them  that  unless  they  did  aid  the  agpri- 
cultural  labourers  in  the  demands  for 
redress  they  were  now  making,  unques- 
tionably the  force  of  the  labourers' 
agitation  would  be  turned  against  them. 
What  was  that  but  a  form  of  words  and 
a  statesmanlike  thought  deserving  to 
be  made  and  entertained  by  evervone 
honestly  engaged  in  Irish  agitation  ? 
But  it  was  upon  that  expression,  it  was 
upon  those  appeals  and  those  words 
alone,  that  the  magistrates,  who  pro- 
fessed to  deal  out  justice,  sent  Mr.  Har- 
rington to  gaol  for  two  months.  They 
had  the  admission  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  there  was  another  reason ;  and  they 
were  to  conclude  that  the  magistrates, 
who  were  the  creatures  of  the  G-overn- 
ment,  who  were  dependent  upon  the 
Government  for  their  bread,  and  who 
had  recently  seen  some  of  their  fellow- 
magistrates  removed  from  the  Magis- 
terial Bench  and  driven  into  retirement 
against  their  own  protests,  were  over- 
borne by  the  will  of  the  Government  on 
whom  they  were  so  absolutely  depen- 
dent. The  imanimous  conclusion  of  the 
Irish  people  must  be  that  the  magistrates 
who  sentenced  Mr.  Harrington  to  two 
months'  imprisonment  for  doing  his 
duty  did  so  because  Mr.  Harrington  was 
a  formidable  political  opponent  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.    The  right  hon. 


Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  appealed,  and  appealed 
with  good  reason,  to  his  high  reputation 
in  that  House,  and  to  his  many  years' 
experience  in  the  service  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  no 
doubt,  a  high  reputation  here ;  but  he 
possessed  no  such  reputation  amongst 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nellj  did  not  say  that  by  way  of  re- 
proach ;  he  only  stated  it  as  a  fact.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  Ireland 
as  a  new  man  ;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
asked  if  the  way  to  create  a  reputation 
in  Ireland  for  himself,  similar  to  the 
reputation  which  he  believed  he  enjoyed 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  was  to  cast  a 
formidable  political  opponent  into  the 
common  gaol  for  two  months  for  laud- 
ably and  honourably  doing  his  duty 
between  man  and  man  and  class  and 
class  in  an  Irish  county  ?  Her  M  aj  esty'  s 
Government  might  be  indifiPerent  to  the 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  wish 
to  emigrate  several  more  thousands  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  foreign  shores. 
He  asked  the  Government  if  they  wished 
these  emigrants,  be  they  willing  or  com- 
pulsory emigrants,  to  carry  a  good  or  a 
bad  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  when  they  went  to 
foreign  shores?  Most  assuredly  the 
packed  juries  in  the  G-reen  Street  Court 
House,  the  dying  declarations  of  in- 
nocent men,  the  scandalous  and  ini- 
quitous sentences  upon  formidable  oppo- 
nents were  not  calculated  to  make  the 
new  tide  of  Irish  emigration  more 
favourable  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment than  those  Irish  settlers  now 
living  under  the  flag  of  the  great  Be- 
public  of  America.  The  jurisdictions  of 
foreign  countries  might  dismiss  with  con- 
tempt the  paltry  grounds  on  which  Minis- 
ters'^ charges  were  supported  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  but  the  Committee 
know  that  the  creatures  of  Governmental 
choice  in  Ireland  were  always  ready  to 
carry  out  any  decisions  that  were  sug- 
gested by  the  Government.  All  the 
force  of  the  military  and  police  was  at 
the  back  of  the  unjust  Judges  in  Ireland 
to  induce,  at  least,  a  material  respect  for 
their  decisions.  But  the  period  of  co- 
ercion must  come  to  an  end  sooner  or 
later,  or  the  Government  must  establish 
new  and  worse  coercion.  The  present 
system  was  intended  to  last  for  three 
years.    The  Prevention  of  Crime  Act 
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would  come  to  an  end  just  as  the  last 
Coercion  Act  came  to  an  end,  and  Eng- 
land would  then  be  faced  by  the  usual 
problem  of  an  irritated  and  exasperated 
Ireland.     There  bad  been  many  attempts 
to  solve  that  problem.     He  saw  the 
notion  was  gaining  ground  of  turning 
Ireland  into  a  drown  Colony ;  but  even 
in  Jamaica  the  experiment  of  a  Crown 
Colony  was  not  favourable  to  British 
administration.     The  Irish  people  defied 
the  Coercionists  to  turn  Ireland  into  a 
Crown  Colony,  for  the  very  day  they  did 
that  would  commence  the  final  and  vic- 
torious struggle  of  the  Irish  race  for  the 
complete  attainment  of  the  national  idea. 
Mb.    LEAMY  rose  to    support  the 
Amendment,  and  to  mention  one  or  two 
cases  of  hardship,  in  the  hope  of  obtain- 
ing some  information  with  regard  to 
them  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land.    On  the  21st  of  December  last, 
three  men  were  sentenced  to  14  days' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour  for  stop- 
ping the   Galway  hunt  at  Dalystown. 
The  magistrate  before  whom  the  men 
were  brought  was  himself  a  member  of 
the  hunt;  and  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  say  whether  the 
Government  approved  of  a  magistrate, 
who  was  out  in  the  hunt  stopped  by  the 
men,  presiding  in  the  Court  when  the 
charge  against  the  men  was  brought  ? 
He  would  like  also  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  it  was 
a  fact  that  34  men,  tenant  farmers  and 
labourers,  residing  near  Kilmacthomas, 
County    Waterford,     were    prosecuted 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act  for 
interfering  with  a  hunt  there ;  whether 
it  was  a  fact  that  the  evidence  did  not 
show  that  any  violence  was  committed  ; 
whether  some  of  them  were  sentenced 
to  a  month's  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  ;  whether  others  were  sentenced 
to  a  fortnight ;  or  whether,  in  the  latter 
case,  it  was  desired  that  the  sentence 
should  be  increased?    He  also  wished 
to  asked  whether  it  was  a  fact  that, 
during    the    hearing    of    the    charges 
against  these  prisoners,  the  orders  of 
committal  were  printed  and  filled  up 
before  any  verdicts  had  been  returned 
at  all?    He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  another  question, 
in  order  to  show  how  the  law  was  dis- 
liked in  Ireland,  and  how  it  was  adminis- 
tered when  the  person  accused  happened 

Mr.  O'Donn^ll 


to  be  one  of  the  people,  and  when  the  per- 
son accused  happened  to  be  one  of  what 
was  called  the  gentry.  He  had  mentioned 
the  case  of  34  men  sentenced  to  hard  la- 
bour for  stopping  a  hunt.  The  case  on 
which  he  would  like  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  also  to  give  an  expla- 
nation was  one  that  occurred  in  Elildare 
the  other  day,  where  a  gentleman,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  hunt,  was  prosecuted  by  a  far- 
mer for  intimidation  and  for  using  threats. 
What  happened  in  that  case  ?  Was 
there  a  prosecution  brought  by  the 
police  under  the  Prevention  of  Crime 
Act  ?  No ;  in  this  case  it  was  left  to  the 
farmer  to  put  the  law  in  motion  against 
the  gentleman,  and  what  was  the  result  ? 
Whereas  the  farmers  and  labourers  for 
stopping  a  hunt  had  been  sentenced 
to  different  terms  of  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour,  the  prosecution  being 
brought  at  the  instance  of  the  police, 
the  gentleman  in  question  was  not  sent 
to  hard  labour,  but  was  simply  bound 
over  in  two  sureties  of  £5  each  to  keep 
the  peace.  How  could  the  Government 
expect  that  the  people  would  respect  the 
law,  when  a  farmer  who  obstructed  a 
huntsman  was  prosecuted  by  the  police 
and  sent  to  gaol,  and  when  a  member  of 
the  hunt  who  broke  the  law  was  simply 
bound  over  to  keep  the  peace  ?  If  a 
farmer  was  sent  to  gaol  for  threatening 
a  gentleman,  surely  a  gentleman  should 
be  sent  to  gaol  for  threatening  a  farmer. 
If  the  Government  wished  that  the  law 
in  Ireland  should  be  respected,  they 
should  make  it  clear  that  the  law  had  no 
respect  for  persons ;  and  he  hoped  that 
in  this  case  the  Committee  would  re- 
ceive some  satisfactory  explanation  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
There  was  another  case  that  he  would 
mention,  in  order  to  show  what  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  was  capable  of 
doing.  The  Committee  had  heard  a 
great  deal  of  the  absurd  prosecutions 
under  the  Statute  of  Edward  HI.  at 
Armagh  Petty  Sessions  recently;  how 
James  M*Closkey  was  charged  for  put- 
ting out  his  tongue  in  a  threatening 
manner.  Surely  it  was  only  in  Ireland, 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  that 
such  a  thing  would  be  regarded  as  an 
offence.  There  was  also  another  caseofin- 
justice,  and  it  was  the  last  one  he  should 
refer  to  ;  it  was  that  of  the  proBecution 
of  the  Mayor  of  Wexford.  The  Mayor 
of  Wexford  had  been  cast  into  prison 
for  inserting  in  his  newspaper  a  copy  of 
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a  resolution  passed  at  a  meeting  in  which 
sorrow  was  expressed  that  John  Flynn 
still  held  land  from  which  a  farmer  had 
been  evicted  12  months  ago.  That  was 
a  resolution  passed  at  a  meeting,  a  re- 
port of  which  the  Mayor  of  Wexford,  as 
the  editor  of  a  paper,  received  in  an 
ordinary  way  of  business ;  and  for  in- 
serting that  resolution  he  was  charged 
under  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  and, 
as  the  Committee  knew,  sent  to  gaol. 
When  the  Prevention  of  Crime  Bill  was 
passing  through  the  House  no  one  be- 
lieved that  an  editor  would  be  brought 
up  under  the  7th  clause.  There  were 
special  clauses  dealing  with  the  Press, 
and  everybody  believed  that  the  pro- 
prietor or  an  editor  of  a  paper  would  not 
be  d^alt  with  under  the  7th.  The 
Government,  however,  discovered  that 
by  the  7th  clause  there  was  a  handy 
means  of  dealing  with  the  Mayor  of 
Wexford,  and  they  accordingly  put  it 
into  execution,  much  to  the  surprise  and 
consternation  of  the  whole  country.  It 
was  the  more  to  be  wondered  at  that  the 
Mayor  of  Wexford  was  committed  to 
prison  in  this  manner,  because  he  was 
the  first  prosecuted,  and  prosecuted  under 
a  clause  which  it  was  believed  would 
never  be  applied  to  the  Press.  It  gene- 
rally happened  that  when  a  man  was 
brought  up  under  a  new  Act  he  was  dis- 
charged simply  with  a  caution.  The 
proceedings  in  this  case  were  particu- 
larly unjust,  because  the  7th  clause  had 
been  enforced  against  a  man  who  was 
never  supposed  to  have  had  any  crimi- 
nal knowledge  at  all.  He  (Mr.  Leamy) 
maintained  that  so  long  as  the  Govern- 
ment administered  the  Prevention  of 
Crime  Act  in  such  an  arbitrary  and  un- 
just manner,  so  long  the  people  would 
regard  the  Act  as  an  engine  of  oppres- 
sion. In  conclusion,  he  simply  wished 
to  repeat  his  questions — was  it  a  fact  that 
men  in  Ireland  had  been  sent  to  gaol  for 
stopping  a  hunt,  though  it  was  proved 
they  had  used  no  threat  or  violence ;  was 
it  a  fact  that  these  men  were  prosecuted 
b J  the  police ;  was  it  a  fact  that  a  gentle- 
man huntsman,  charged  with  an  equally 
giievous  ofiPence,  was  not  prosecuted  by 
the  police,  and  was  only  bound  over  to 
keep  the  peace  ? 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  two  questions  from  a  financial 
point  of  view.  He  observed  that  the 
original  Estimate  under  this  head  was 
J^47;.'fOO,  and  that  the  sum  actually  ex- 


pended last  year  was  £64,600.  This 
Vote  presented  all  the  vicious  appear- 
ances of  Supplementary  Estimates,  for 
the  Government  produced  an  apparent 
reduction  of  something  like  £17,000, 
and  now  asked  for  an  additional  sum  of 
£40,000.  He  should  like  to  have  some 
explanation  of  this  matter.  He  also 
observed  that  £29,300  was  set  down  as 
fees  for  counsel,  in  addition  to  the  large 
sum  voted  for  the  Crown  Solicitor  and 
the  Sessional  Solicitor.  If  the  Com- 
mittee would  consider  the  matter,  they 
would  find  that  £29,300  was  at  the  rate 
of  £560  a- week  for  counsels'  fees ;  and 
he  could  only  say  that  the  fees  paid  to 
counsel  in  Ireland  must  be  upon  a  very 
di£ferent  scale  to  those  paid  to  English 
counsel.  Then  they  came  to  the  sum  of 
£10,000  for  general  law  expenses,  and 
£15,000  for  prosecutors,  in  addition  to 
the  large  sum  already  voted.  He  did 
not  intend  to  enter  upon  the  general 
questions  of  policy,  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  had  raised ;  but  he  must 
say  that  if  any  Yote  on  this  Paper  in- 
dicated a  lavish,  he  thought  he  might 
almost  say  a  reckless,  expenditure,  it 
was  this  Yote. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  it 
might  be  a  convenience  to  the  Committee 
to  know  whether,  after  this  Yote  was 
passed,  the  Government  would  not  con- 
sent to  report  Progress.  If  there  was 
no  assurance  of  that  kind,  he  should  be 
very  much  inclined  to  move  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported  now.  At  all  events, 
they  ought  not  to  go  beyond  this  Yote. 
There  was  a  fair  understanding,  when 
the  New  Rules  were  passed,  that  Sup- 
ply would  not  be  taken  too  late  in  the 
night. 

The  CHANCELLORof  thbEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Chilbsbs)  said,  that,  in  re- 
ply to  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  he  wished  to  state  very 
plainly  to  the  Committee  what  position 
Supply  was  in.  The  Government,  of 
course,  had  no  desire  to  sit  later  at  night 
than  was  absolutely  necessary ;  but  to- 
day they  had  very  carefully  ascertained, 
at  great  pains,  what  was  the  latest  day 
on  which  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
must  be  taken.  If  they  passed  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  and  Excess 
Yotes  to-morrow,  it  would  be  possible  to 
conclude  the  necessary  Business  in  con- 
nection with  Ways  and  Means  on  Tues- 
day week — that  was  to  say,  they  would 
be  able  to  pass  a  Ways  and  Mefms  Act 


1867      Supply^  Civil  Services,         |  COMMONS  1 


Sfe.  Eeiimaies. 


1868 


on  that  day.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  did  not  complete  the  Supplementary 
Votes  and  the  Excess  Votes  to-morrow, 
it  would  be  practically  impossible  for 
the  House  to  rise  for  the  Easter  Be- 
cees  until  Thursday  fortnight,  the  day 
before  Good  Friday.  These  were  the 
simple  facts,  and  he  would  put  it  to  the 
Committee  whether  they  were  willing 
this  Business  should  be  thrown  off  till 
the  day  before  Good  Friday,  or  whether 
they  would  determine  to  get  through 
the  Supplementary  Votes  to-night  and 
to-morrow,  and  thus  rise  on  Tuesday 
week  ?  Of  course,  if  the  House  and  the 
Committee  were  determined  not  to  go 
further  than  the  present  Vote  to-night, 
it  would  be  absolutely  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  resist ;  but  he  would 
appeal  to  the  Committee  to  allow  the 
Government  to  take  the  present  Vote 
now,  and  to  do  their  best  to-morrow  to 
get  through  the  remaining  Votes. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  sure 
there  was  every  desire  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  to  give  all  reasonable  assist- 
ance to  the  Government  in  taking  Votes 
which  were  necessary;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  looking  at  the  importance  of  the 
Votes  to  be  considered,  he  thought  the 
House  would  be  prepared  to  undergo 
some  inconvenience  in  the  discharge  of 
a  grave  public  duty,  even  though  it 
might  amount  to  their  not  rising  for  the 
Easter  Holidays  until  the  Thursday  in 
Passion  Week.  He  thought  there  was  a 
general  feeling  in  the  House  that  the 
amounts  now  asked  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice were  of  so  grave  a  character  that 
they  ought  not  to  sit  to  an  hour  of  the 
morning  when  it  was  utterly  impossible 
that  the  Votes  could  receive  that  con- 
sideration they  demanded.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  understand  that  he  did 
not  call  in  question  the  dates  and  figures 
he  mentioned ;  he  simply  rose  to  express 
the  belief  that  the  Committee  would  be 
perfectly  ready  to  put  themselves  to  some 
amount  of  personal  inconvenience  in 
order  that  these  Votes  might  receive 
proper  attention. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Government  might  have  ex- 
pressed some  regret  at  the  position  in 
which  they  themselves  had  placed  the 
Committee.  They  knew  perfectly  well 
what  was  the  law,  and,  had  they  referred 
to  any  almanack,  they  would  have  seen 

TKe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


what  time  there  was  at  the  disposal  of 
the  House  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Estimates.  They  passed  the  New  Bules 
of  Procedure  largely  with  the  view  of 
having  full  and  adequate  discussion  of 
the  Estimates.  Had  the  Government 
really  desired  that  the  Estimates  should 
receive  proper  attention,  they  ought  to 
have  called  the  House  together  earlier 
than  they  did ;  Easter  was  exceptionally 
early,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  House 
met  exceptionally  late.  He  thought  it 
was  so  important  that  these  Estimates 
should  receive  adequate  discussion,  that 
he  should  very  much  prefer  takings  a 
Saturday  Sitting  rather  than  hurrying 
through  the  Votes  at  3  or  4  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  when  there  was  but 
a  thin,  discontented,  and  incompetent 
House. 

The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Childkrs):  The  Govern- 
ment  could  not  anticipate  that  the  debate 
on  the  Address  would  last  1 1  nights. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  It  happened 
last  year. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  And  the  year 
before. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  Do  we 
understand  that  after  this  Vote  the  Gx>- 
vernment  will  consent  to  report  Pro- 
gress ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers)  :  Yes. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  thought  it 
more  regular  that  this  discussion  should 
proceed  on  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. He  therefore  proposed  to  con- 
clude with  a  Motion  to  that  effect.  He 
joined  with  previous  speakers  that  the 
House  should  give  every  facility  to  the 
Government  to  enable  them  to  take 
Votes  in  Supply  at  a  proper  hour,  and 
it  had  been  suggestea  that  it  would 
be  reasonable  to  take  a  Morning  or  a 
Saturday  Sitting.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  the  Government  had  been  placed 
in  a  difficulty  by  the  prolongation  of  the 
debate  on  the  Address;  but  it  was  a 
difficulty  that  they  might  very  readily 
have  foreseen — it  was  a  difficulty  which 
had  arisen  in  two  previous  Sessions,  for 
the  debates  upon  the  Address  on  both 
of  those  occasions  had  been  prolonged 
for  more  than  a  fortnight.  It  was  not 
very  reasonable  for  the  (Government  to 
say — **  We  require  these  Estimates  by 
to-morrow  night,  otherwise  we  shall  not 
be  able  to  adjourn  on  Tuesday  in  Pas- 
sion Week."    He  did  not  think  it  wa4 
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too  much  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons 
to  sit  for  a  day  longer,  either  by  taking 
a  Saturday  Sitting,  or  by  taking  a 
Morning  Sitting,  or  even  by  sitting  a 
day  more  in  Passion  Week,  in  order 
that  these  most  important  Estimates 
should  be  taken  decently  and  in  order. 
They  were  at  present  engaged  in  dis- 
cussing a  Yote  of  a  most  exceptional 
character,  amounting  to  £40,000,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  very  largely  swollen  Yote 
which  they  had  previously  taken ;  and 
the  Committee  were  justified  in  believ- 
ing that  at  20  minutes  past  1  o'clock  in 
the  morning  the  facilities  for  discussing 
a  Yote  of  such  a  character  were  not 
those  they  were  entitled  to  demand.  He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  agree  to  report  Progress  on  this 
important  Yote,  and  that  they  would 
afford  those  facilities  for  criticizing  their 
proceedings  and  their  action  which  the 
Constitution  required  when  the  Govern- 
ment were  asking  the  Committee  to  vote 
money.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  now  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
'^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (J/r. 
Pamell) 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  17; 
Noes  97  :  Majority  80. — (Div.  list. 
No.  22.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobteb)  said,  that,  in 
reference  to  the  item  of  fees  for  counsel, 
it  was  a  fact  that  the  Estimate  for  this 
year  had  been  exceeded  very  consider- 
ably. The  total  Estimate  of  the  year 
under  the  head  of  Law  Charges  for 
Ireland  amounted  to  the  sum  of  about 
£86,000,  and  the  present  application 
was  for  a  Supplementary  Vote  of 
£40,000.  The  expenditure  under  the 
same  head  last  year  was  about  £  1 06,000. 
He  supposed  it  was  not  expected  that 
the  law  expenses  would,  during  this 
present  year,  have  been  so  very  largely 
increased.  The  increase  was  certainly 
due,  to  a  large  extent,  to  the  passing  of 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  the  passing  of  that  Act, 
there  would  not  have  been  trials  in 
many  murder  cases;  and  it  must  be 
remembered  that  the  trials  which  had 
taken  place  had  been  of  exceptional 
importance  and  exceptional  magnitude. 


In  many  of  those  cases  the  venue  had 
been  changed,  which  involved  consider^ 
able  outlay ;  and  he  was  quite  cer* 
tain  the  House  would  not  have  con- 
sidered that  those  who  were  in  charge 
of  these  important  matters  had  done 
their  duty  if  they  had  not  secured  the 
best  legal  ability  they  could  command. 
The  hon.  Member  was  in  error  in  assum- 
ing that  the  sum  in  the  Estimate  was 
exclusively  for  fees  to  counsel  and  to  the 
Law  Officers  ;  and  it  might  turn  out,  at 
the  end  of  the  financial  year,  that  this 
Yote  would  not  all  be  required.  In  the 
course  of  the  year  there  were  not  only 
numerous  and  expensive  murder  trials, 
but  a  great  many  other  cases  under  the 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  and  there  was 
also  the  regular  Assize,  which,  owing  to 
the  amount  and  pressure  of  the  business, 
was  unusually  prolonged.  That  circum- 
stance explained,  to  a  large  extent,  why 
the  general  law  expenses  and  the  fees 
to  counsel  were  much  larger  this  year ; 
and  he  could  assure  the  Committee  that 
those  having  the  administration  of  this 
matter  in  Ireland  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Treasury,  giving  the 
matter  their  closest  attention,  and  en- 
deavouring to  effect  the  utmost  economy 
in  their  power.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Qalway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  made 
several  complaints  against  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  course  of  his  observations. 
In  reference  to  the  prosecution  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy), 
that  matter  had  been  often  before  the 
House,  and  the  language  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  frequently  re- 
peated, and  had,  he  believed,  shocked 
the  country.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  considered  to  be  of  such 
a  character  that  it  could  not  possibly  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  severe  censure, 
and  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  proceedings  that  were 
taken  were  not  taken  under  the  Preven- 
tion of  Crime  Act;  and,  as  he  understood, 
that  was  one  of  the  complaints  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway,  because  he 
asked  why  the  proceedings  were  taken 
under  a  Statute  of  Charles  I.  They  were 
not  taken  under  that  Statute  at  all,  al- 
though, to  a  certain  extent,  they  were 
controlled  by  regulations  passed  in  the 
Reign  of  Charles.  Many  political  rights 
and  privileges  depended  upon  Statutes 
of  that  age.  But  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referred  to  this  ground  of  complaint^ 
he  would  remind  the  Committee  that, 
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tmder  the  proceedings  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford,  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  it  in  his  power  at  any  time  to 
give  security  which  would  have  enabled 
him  to  attend  to  his  Parliamentary 
duties.  Proceedings  were  taken  against 
him ;  and,  had  it  not  been  for  his  own 
action  in  support  of  an  application  for 
postponement,  that  coincidence  of  time 
pointed  out  would  not  have  occurred. 
jBut  while  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
objected  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  not  proceeding  under  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act  in  that  case,  when 
he  came  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Harrington 
he  complained  because  the  Government 
did  proceed  under  that  Act. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  ho  had 
never  done  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
had  not  made  the  slightest  complaint  of 
Mr.  Harring^n  having  been  tried  under 
the  Prevention  of  Crime  Act.  He  had 
complained  that  Mr.  Harrington  was 
charged  with  intimidating  the  very 
people  who  had  subsequently  elected 
him. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  said,  that  if  he 
had  misunderstood  the  hon.  Gentleman 
it  was  unintentional ;  but  in  reference  to 
the  question  of  intimidation,  it  did  not 
follow  that  because  persons  who  had 
been  intimidated  afterwards  came  for- 
ward and  signed  nomination  papers, 
therefore  the  intimidation  did  not  exist. 
He  could  not  accept  the  statement  in  the 
newspapers  as  to  the  circumstances,  about 
which  he  know  nothing  more  than,  pos- 
sibly, the  hon.  Member  did.  The  hon. 
Member  had  next  referred  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  juries  in  a  number  of  cases, 
and  expressed  his  opinion  that  two  in- 
nocent men  had  been  convicted  and 
executed,  and  based  that  opinion  on  their 
having  made  dying  declarations  of  inno- 
cence. He  was  not  present  at  the  trial 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred.  The 
trial  took  place  at  Cork.  The  case  was 
twice  tried  ;  in  the  first  trial  the  jury  dis- 
agreed ;  but  in  the  second  there  was  a 
conviction.  He  was  acquainted  with 
the  evidence.  Nothing  could  have  been 
dearer  or  more  distinct  than  that  evi- 
dence, and,  in  his  opinion,  there  never 
was  a  case  more  clearly  and  conclusively 
proved ;  and  that  opinion  was  shared,  he 
believed,  by  those  who  took  part  in  or 
were  present  at  the  trial.  These  men 
made  dying  statements  that  were  incon- 
sistent with  their  gfuilt ;  but  those  state- 
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ments  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  of  the 
slightest  importance  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  No  person  of  sense  could,  for  a 
moment,  lay  down  the  proposition  that 
because  a  criminal  at  the  last  moment, 
and  even  under  solemn  circumstances, 
announced  his  innocence,  therefore  the 
sentence  should  not  be  carried  out.  If 
any  such  doctrine  were  laid  down,  very 
few  criminals  would  ever  be  executed ; 
for  a  man  who  would  commit  a  foul  and 
base  murder  was  equally  capable  of 
making  a  declaration  of  innocence.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  used  some  strong  lan- 
guage as  to  the  constitution  of  the  juries 
in  Dublin ;  but  in  reference  to  that 
question,  when  the  hon.  Member  spoke 
of  trials  conducted  without  a  shadow  of 
justice,  he  differed  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
who  said  the  Maamtrasna  trials  were 
conducted  in  a  manner  which  commended 
itself  to  approval. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  I  was  referring 
to  the  first  four  trials  at  the  Lawson 
Assize,  where  the  juries  consisted  of 
Protestants. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  replied,  that 
at  the  Lawson  Assize  the  Judge  had  no 
more  powerintheconstitution  of  the  juries 
than  the  door-keeper  had;  and  with 
regard  to  the  Maamtrasna  trials,  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  analyize  the  juries, 
he  would  find  that  in  two  cases  the  juries 
were  similarly  constituted.  [Mr.  O'Brieit  : 
There  were  four  and  five.}  In  one  case 
there  were ;  but  in  that  trial  there  was  a 
conviction.  Then,  with  regard  to  jury- 
packing,  those  cases  were  not  Party 
cases — there  was  no  question  of  Pro- 
testants and  Catholics ;  for  the  persons 
charged  and  the  witnesses  were  Catho- 
lics. And  so,  in  every  case,  were  the 
unfortunate  victims  whose  death  was  the 
subject  of  inquiry.  They  were  cases  of 
justice  being  administered ;  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  in  their  cooler  moments 
hon.  Members  would  say  that  Protest- 
ants would  be  guilty  of  the  crime  of 
returning  verdicts  against  innocent  men. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  City 
(Mr.  Leamy)  had  mentioned  several 
cases  of  the  administration  of  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act,  and  had  referred 
to  a  case  in  which  84  men  were  sent  to 
prison  for  stopping  the  hunt.  Well,  he 
could  conceive  that  even  if  no  aaaault 
was   committed,    and   no   bones  were 
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broken,  yet  a  mob  of  40  people,  using 
violent  language,  clearly  came  within 
the  clauses  of  the  Act ;  and  it  turned  out 
that  one  person,  who  was  described  as  a 
member  of  the  hunt,  used  language  of 
which  the  justice  did  not  approve,  and  for 
which  he  was  punished.  It  was  not  con- 
ceivable that  the  action  of  one  person 
against  40  would  amount  to  intimida- 
tion, and  that  case  certainly  did  not 
come  within  the  clauses  of  the  Act.  The 
hon.  Member  mentioned  another  case  in 
which  a  magistrate,  who  was  stated  to 
have  taken  part  in  the  trial,  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  hunt.  The  fact  of  the  magis- 
trate being  a  member  of  the  hunt  did 
not  disqualify  him  from  sitting  on  the 
Bench ;  but  if  the  magistrate  were  pre- 
sent on  the  occasion,  and  were  in  any 
way  mixed  up  with  the  transaction,  and 
afterwards  sat  on  the  Bench  and  adjudi- 
cated on  the  case,  he  thought  that  was  a 
case  of  inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the 
magistrate.  The  hon.  Member  also  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  a  newspaper  editor 
who  had  written  an  intimidating  article, 
and  said  that  was  the  first  offence  of  the 
editor,  and  was  not  of  that  character  to 
which  it  was  supposed  the  Act  would 
apply.  He  did  not  know  on  what  ground 
it  was  supposed  that  the  Act  would  not 
apply  to  a  newspaper;  and  he  could 
conceive  of  no  case  of  intimidation  coming 
more  clearly  under  the  Act  than  publica- 
tion in  a  newspaper.  If  publication  by 
word  of  mouth  was  intimidation,  far 
more  would  publication  be  in  a  news- 
paper, which  was  circulated  all  over  the 
world.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there  had 
been  no  reason  shown  why  this  Vote 
should  not  pass. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  made  no  sort  of  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
with  regard  to  the  economical  question. 
He  had  stated  that  there  had  been  many 
more  cases  in  consequence  of  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crime  Act.  Of  course  there 
were;  but  £18,000  were  put  down  for 
fees  to  counsel  in  cases  arising  from  that 
Act  alone.  Could  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  state  how  many 
cases  did  arise  from  that  Act?  Were 
there  100  prosecutions  ?  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  say 
there  were  more  than  100 ;  therefore,  if 
there  were  not  more,  then  counsel  re- 
ceived in  each  case  £180.  Now,  in  Ire- 
land, as  a  rule,  when  a  man  was  prose- 


cuted, he  gave  counsel  £10  or  £15,  and 
for  that  he  generally  got  Queen's  Coun- 
sel. Why  did  the  Government  thrust 
this  expenditure  upon  the  country  ?  He 
had  always  wondered  why  there  were  so 
many  barristers  opposite.  The  reason 
was  that  there  was  a  regular  system  of 
bribery  in  Ireland.  It  was  preposterous, 
unless  it  was  to  be  said  that  everyone 
who  went  to  the  Bar  in  Ireland  was  to 
be  bribed  to  remain  one  of  the  English 
garrison,  that  this  Vote  should  be  passed. 
Without  going  into  the  question  in  de- 
tail, he  thought  a  great  deal  of  what 
hon.  Members  opposite  said  was  per- 
fectly right  on  the  mere  economical 
question ;  and  unless  he  heard  a  clear 
explanation  from  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  or  from  the  Chief  Secretary, 
respecting  this  enormous  expenditure, 
he  should  vote  with  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  Taking  the  number  of  cases 
at  100,  counsel  in  each  case  got  £180  ; 
but  there  was  also  an  item  of  £15,000 
for  Crown  Prosecutors,  who,  he  sup- 
posed, were  solicitors.  Therefore,  the 
solicitors  made  £150  in  each  case,  and 
counsel  £180.  That  was  too  much  ;  and 
he  thought  that  if  the  English  Attorney 
General  were  present,  he  would  say 
that,  although  admitting  that  in  Eng- 
land the  fees  were  excessive,  especially 
when  the  Government  paid  them,  still 
these  fees  were  far  in  excess  of  any  fees 
given  in  this  country. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  thought  these 
facts  threw  light  on  the  whole  history  of 
Ireland.  The  country  had  been  re- 
duced to  such  a  state  of  prostration 
under  English  government,  that  there 
was  no  successful  thing  there  to  be  com- 
pared with  the  rich  harvest  of  the  law 
in  these  cases.  In  an  Irish  Court  to 
ask  a  question  or  make  a  motion  there 
must  be  five  or  six  counsel.  It  was  the 
etiquette  that  one  must  ask  the  question 
first ;  then  another  must  ask  it ;  and 
then  a  third,  and  so  on.  That  was  why 
the  Government  could  not  find  money 
for  relieving  the  people.  Where  was 
the  spirit  of  Plunket  and  Bush  ?  Where 
was  the  spirit  even  of  a  man  like  Butt 
or  MacDonagh,  or  other  men  who  had 
gone  to  the  Bar  and  won  credit  ?  It  was 
all  gone ;  and  there  was  no  spirit  now 
alive  but  that  which  was  kept  viciously 
alive  by  these  over-payments.  That  was 
the  whole  explanation.  This  accounted 
for  the  prostration  of  the  glorious  pro- 
fession of  the  Irish  Bar ;  and  he  did  not 
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think  bon.  GeDtlemen  would  deny  that 
that  this  must  suggest  to  the  Irish 
people  a  raison  d^Stre  for  these  continual 
Crimes  Acts  and  prosecutions.  They 
were  the  only  harvest  left  in  an  im- 
poverished country  for  a  degenerate  Pro- 
fession. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  felt  that 
BO  many  new  questions  arose  o«t  of 
these  facts  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  discuss  them  with  advantage  that 
night.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  said  he  would  not,  at  that  hour 
of  the  night,  enter  into  details;  but 
what  were  these  questions  if  details  were 
not  entered  into  ?  Some  of  the  details 
involved  the  whole  heart  of  the  ques- 
tions at  issue;  but  they  could  not  be 
discussed  now.  The  right  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  been  most 
anxious  to  do  the  best  he  could  in 
piitting  his  case  before  the  Committee. 
He  said — **  I  shall  not  go  into  this  ques- 
tion ;  *'  **1  am  not  acquainted  with  the 
other  question  ; "  **  I  have  the  question 
under  consideration ;  **  and  so  he  passed 
from  point  to  point,  and  he  had  for  his 
sole  support  the  *' still  small  voice"  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr. 
Dodds).  He  could  say  nothing  but 
"According  to  the  best  of  my  judg- 
ment ; "  **1  believe  that  this  is  the  con- 
clusion I  have  formed ; "  and  so  on.  He 
did  not  discuss  a  single  point,  and  gave 
no  reasons  to  the  Committee.  It  was 
the  idlest  waste  of  time  to  go  on  pro- 
fessing to  discuss  these  questions  under 
such  conditions,  and  at  such  an  hour. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
the  Government  found  themselves  deter- 
mined to  go  to  a  certain  point  of  Supply 
within  a  certain  time  that  night  or  to- 
morrow. What  did  that  mean  ?  That 
the  Government  were  determined  to 
pass  this  Vote,  discussion  or  no  discus- 
sion ;  that  they  were  determined  to  dra- 
goon the  Committee  to  pass  Votes  in  a 
certain  time.  Why  should  the  House 
not  have  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Saturday, 
or  sit  until  Thursday  week,  the  day  be- 
fore Good  Friday?  Surely  there  was 
nothing  so  serious  in  those  penalties 
that  the  Committee  must  pass  important 
Votes  of  this  kind,  involving  great  sums 
of  money,  without  receiving  any  reasons. 
He  should  move  that  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (3/r.  Justin  McCarthy,) 
Mr,  Dawson 


Mb.  SEXTON  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
call the  statement  made  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  if  they  got  through 
the  necessary  Votes  to-morrow  night 
they  would  suffer  no  material  inconve- 
nience. After  the  Vote  now  before  the 
Committee,  there  were  only  three  others 
upon  which  the  Irish  Members  de- 
sired to  offer  any  lengthened  obser- 
vations— namely,  those  for  the  Land 
Commission,  the  Metropolitan  Police,  and 
the  Irish  Prisons.  They  had  no  desire 
to  delay  the  Committee  for  a  single 
moment  on  any  Vote  on  which,  in  their 
opinion,  it  was  not  necessary  to  obtain 
explanations.  But  in  reference  to  this 
Vote  they  thought  explanations  were 
necessary.  There  had  been  no  real 
discussion  upon  the  Vote ;  the  discussion 
had  been  all  on  one  side.  They  claimed 
their  right  to  hear  what  the  responsible 
Minister  for  Ireland  had  to  say.  This 
was  not  a  matter  for  a  "  dry-as-dust " 
exposition,  but  for  a  statement  of  policy. 
All  that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land had  shown  was  that,  though  Ire- 
land was  a  miserable  country  for  the 
people,  it  was  a  good  country  for  the 
lawyers.  Not  only  was  it  true  that 
there  was  a  bribe  for  every  lawyer, 
but  he  actually  believed  that  County 
Chairmanships,  Inspectorships  on  the 
Arrears 

Thb  chairman  :  Under  the  New 
Rules  the  hon.  Member  is  bound  to 
confine  himself  to  the  Question  before 
the  Committee,  which  is  that  I  leave 
the  Chair. 

Mb.  sexton  said,  he  thought  the 
Question  was  the  necessity  of  taking 
this  Vote.  This  was  not  a  suitable  time 
for  disposing  of  the  Vote ;  for,  after  a 
considerable  discussion  on  this  side,  they 
had  only  received  a  dry  legal  speech — 
and  in  the  presence  of  the  responsible 
Minister  for  Ireland— and  until  the 
Chief  Secretary  replied  the  discussion 
could  not  be  satisfactorily  concluded. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  could  not 
understand  why  the  Government  clung 
so  pertinaciously  to  having  this  Vote 
that  night.  A  certain  amount  of  dis- 
cussion must  take  place  upon  it  before 
it  was  obtained ;  and  it  was  manifest 
that  that  discussion  could  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with  with  advantage  that  night. 
The  Committee  was  not  in  a  frame  of 
mind  to  listen  to  arguments  raising  the 
importantquestions  it  would  be  necessaiy 
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to  bring  before  the  Committee;  and, 
taking  all  the  oiroamstances  into  con- 
sideration, it  was  not  reasonable  to  ex- 
pect the  Committee  to  sit  up  any  later 
now.  Suppose  the  Government  agreed 
to  a  Motion  to  report  Progress,  would 
they  lose  any  time  by  giving  to  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  facilities  which  they 
asked  for,  for  discussing  the  questions 
they  wished  to  discuss?  The  Govern- 
ment might  bargain  with  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  not  to  take  the  rest 
of  the  Votes  that  night;  but  it  would 
be  necessary  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply  on  some  other  day ;  and  on  the 
Motion  for  that  purpose  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers could  raise  the  question  of  his  hon. 
Friends  the  Members  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  and  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harring- 
ton). That  question  had,  however,  al- 
ready been  partially  gone  into  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  and  it  would  be  capable  of 
an  answer  from  the  Chief  Secretary.  It 
would  be  fair  and  right  to  g^ve  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  time  to  consider 
the  important  considerations  placed  be- 
fore the  Committee  with  regard  to  the 
release  of  these  two  hon.  Members,  or 
their  continued  detention,  between  now 
and  the  next  Sitting  of  the  Committee. 
When  he  introduced  a  Motion  to  refer 
the  question  of  the  imprisonment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  as  a  Question  of  Privilege 
to  a  Select  Committee,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  it  was  a  matter 
which  might  profitably  and  properly 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  House.  It, 
of  course,  became  a  question  for  the 
House  to  consider  what  time  they  ought 
to  take  before  bringing  the  matter  before 
the  attention  of  the  Committee;  and 
they  certainly  had  been  under  a  con- 
siderable hope,  and  they  did  still  hope, 
that  if  the  Government  received  a  little 
more  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
matter,  the  time  that  they  now  urged 
upon  the  Government  to  take  by  agree- 
ing to  the  proposal  to  report  Progress, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  find 
himself  in  a  position  to  give  more  satis- 
factory assurances  to  hon.  Members  sit- 
ting on  the  Irish  Benches  than  he  had 
vet  been  able  to  give.  They  hoped  that 
by  the  adoption  of  the  Motion  they  now 
made  there  would  be  a  distinct  gain  in 
the  matter  of  the  progress  of  Public 
Business  and  the  progress  of  Supply. 


He  and  his  hon.  Friends  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  see 
their  way  to  release  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford,  in  order  that  he  might  be 
able  to  be  present  next  Wednesday  on 
the  debate  on  the  Land  Bill  which  he 
was  so  largely  instrumental  in  drafting. 
And  now  he  would  ask  the  Government 
what  they  hoped  to  gain  by  asking  for 
this  Vote  that  night  ?  It  must  have 
been  plainly  seen  by  the  course  of  the 
debate  that  there  were  various  matters 
of  great  importance  requiring  further 
time  for  consideration.  There  was  the 
question  of  the  swollen  payments  that 
were  proposed  to  be  made  to  the  law- 
yers. They  had  heard  that  a  new 
light  had  dawned  on  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler);  and  they  had  every 
reason  to  hope  that  if  a  little  more  time 
were  allowed,  perhaps  that  light  might 
be  increased  and  intensified,  and  that 
those  hon.  Members  might  derive  the 
greatest  possible  benefit  by  the  delay 
asked  for.  There  were  considerations 
of  immense  importance  in  connection 
with  this  Vote,  which  had  not  yet  been 
put  before  the  Committee ;  and  he  would 
ask  the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of 
the  Government  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tington)  whether  he  really  thought 
there  was  any  material  advantage  to  be 
gained  by  refusing  the  coucession  now 
asked — namely,  that  they  might,  at  a 
more  reasonable  time  than  the  present, 
be  called  upon  to  discuss  this  matter  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  some  regret  had  been  expressed 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  not  replied  to  the 
speeches  that  were  made  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
would  be  perfectly  ready,  even  at  a  later 
hour,  to  say  what  he  had  to  say  on  this 
subject ;  but  he  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  feared,  from  the  observations 
that  had  just  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell), 
that  there  was  no  disposition  to  allow 
the  Government  to  take  this  Vote  that 
night,  and  he  was  afraid  that  the  Go- 
vernment found  themselves  not  in  a 
position  to  press  the  Committee.  He 
hoped,  however,  he  might  gather  from 
the  observations  that  had  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell), 
that  if  the  Government  acceded  to  the 
Motion  now  made,  that  there  would  be 
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no  disposition  on  the  part  of  him  or  his 
hon.  Friends  to  interpose  any  obstacles 
to  the  Speaker  leaving  the  Ohair  to- 
morrow when  the  Motion  was  put ;  and 
he  hoped  he  might  also  take  it  for 
granted  that  the  discussion  on  these 
Votes  to-morrow  would  not  be  protracted 
to  any  unreasonable  length.  He  must 
remind  the  Committee  that,  after  all, 
they  were  only  discussing  Supplementary 
Votes,  and  that  it  would  be  possible  to 
discuss  the  principles  involved  in  the 
Votes  when  the  Estimates  of  the  year 
were  brought  up.  He,  therefore,  would 
ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to  confine  them- 
selves, as  much  as  possible,  to  such  ex- 
ceptional matters  as  might  be  involved 
in  the  Supplementary  Estimates.  If  the 
Motion  now  before  the  Committee  were 
withdrawn  he  would  agree  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion,  by  leave,  toiihdrawn. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

ISLE  OF  MAN  (HARBOURS)  BILL. 
{Mr.  JohnSolfMj  Mr.  Chamberlain.) 

[bill  101.]      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  it 
was  to  give  the  Government  of  the 
Island  power  to  raise  money  by  pas- 
senger duties  for  the  purpose  of  repair- 
ing their  harbours  ;  and  when  he  told 
the  House  that  the  Bill  had  the  sanction 
of  the  people  of  the  Island,  and  had  also 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury,  he 
did  not  imagine  any  opposition  would 
be  offered  to  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  J,  Molms,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 

BOROUGH  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  22.] 

{Mr,  Biggar^  Mr,  DawtoUf  Mr.  Grag,  Mr,  Callan, 

Mr,  Leamy.) 

SECOND  BEADING.       [aDJOUBKED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  to  Second  Bead- 
ing [7th  March] 

Th$  Marquess  of  Hartington 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Dawson,) 

Me.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
sees  there  is  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Downpatrick  (Mr.  Mulholland). 

Mr.  PABNELL  asked  whether  that 
Amendment  did  not  come  under  the 
alteration  of  the  Bule  known  as  the  Half- 
past  Twelve  o'clock  Bule,  by  which  it 
was  provided  that  a  Notice  of  opposition 
must  be  renewed  in  writing?  It  appeared 
to  him  that  that  Notice  had  not  been 
renewed  in  the  case  of  this  Bill,  as  there 
was  not  a  letter  of  opposition  before  the 
Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  This  Order  of  the 
Day  is  on  the  Order  Book,  under  the 
Order  of  the  House,  and  an  Amendment 
is  attached  to  the  Order  of  the  Day.  The 
Amendment  stands  on  the  Paper.  It  is 
quite  obvious  that  until  that  Amendment 
is  withdrawn  the  Order  of  the  Day 
comes  within  the  operation  of  the  Bule. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  that,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  he  would  put 
the  Bill  down  for  to-morrow. 

Adjourned  Debate  further  adjourned  till 
To-morrow. 


LAITD  DRAINAGE  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Provisional  Order  under  "  The  Land  Drainage 
Act,  1861/'  relating  to  Burgh  Saint  Peter  Im- 
provements,  situate  in  the  pariah  of  Burgh 
Saint  Peter,  in  the  county  of  Norfolk,  ordered 
to  he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbekt  and  Secretary 
Sir  William  Harcourt. 

Bil]  presentedftLnd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 14.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 
Friday,  9th  March,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Sblect  CoMnnrsE—Land  Law 
(Ireland),  nominated. 

Public  Bills — First  Beading -^Sale  of  liquors 
on  Sunday  (Ireland)  *  [17]. 

Third  Beading — Consolidated  Fund,  &c.  (Penna- 
nent  Charges  Redemption)  Act  (1873)  Amend* 
ment*  [13],  and  pateed, 
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MALTA  (CONSTITUTION  AND  ""^^l  and  command  of  Malta  as  a  fortress, 

ATkACTxrTaTT>AT»Trkvr\  t^ut  at  the  same  time  there  might  he  a 

Uivil  Administrator  responsible  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  who  would  preside,  as- 
sisted by  a  Council,  over  the  local  and 
general  internal  affairs  of  the  country. 
Precedents  of  such  a  kind  might  be 
found  in  the  Colonies ;  but  in  hardly  any 
of  the  British  Dependencies  had  British 
subjects  had  so  few  British  rights  in  the 
way  of  self-government  as  the  Maltese. 
In  reviewing  the  history  of  Malta  since 
it  first  became  subject  to  the  British 
Crown,  which  it  did  by  its  own  act,  it 
was  hardly  possible  not  to  see  that  Malta 
had  been  regarded  almost  as  a  fortress 
only,  with  comparatively  little  considera- 
tion for  its  development  as  a  country 
possessing  a  hard-working  and  indus- 
trious population.  It  had  been  heavily 
taxed  for  Imperial  purposes,  while,  at 
the  same  time,  little  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  material  weli'are  of  the 
people.  He  was  not  arguing  that  great 
advantages  would  at  once  be  gained  by 
the  appointment  of  a  Civil  Governor ; 
it  would  be  a  work  of  time.  Neither 
did  he  suppose  that  much  good  had  not 
resulted  from  the  office  being  held  by 
distinguished  military  men,  acting  under 
the  highest  sense  of  duty  and  responsi- 
bility as  Governors;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  could  not  but  think  that  if  a 
Civil  Administrator  were  appointed  bene- 
fits would  accrue  in  the  development  of 
the  resources  of  the  country,  and  in  pro- 
moting the  general  welfare  of  the  popu- 
lation. But  there  was  a  further  ques- 
tion, not  necessarily,  though  in  a  great 
measure,  connected  with  that  to  which 
he  had  referred — he  meant  not  only  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  in  the  election 
of  non-official  Members  of  the  Council, 
but  that  the  Council  should  have  a 
greater  control  over  the  expenditure  of 
the  country,  and  in  matters  of  local 
legislation  and  the  imposition  of  taxes. 
Very  urgent  representations  had,  from 
time  to  time,  been  made  by  persons  of 
influence,  and  by  the  inhabitants  gene- 
rally of  Malta,  showing  that  control  in 
these  matters  was  enjoyed  by  British 
subjects  in  almost  all  other  places.  A 
Petition,  signed  by  upwards  of  8,000 
inhabitants,  was  presented  to  Parliament 
in  1879 ;  this  was  followed  by  an  address 
to  which  a  reply  was  given  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite,  then  Colonial  Secretary, 
and  now  Secretary  of  State  for  India. 
That  reply  was  referred  to  in  a  subse- 


MOTION  POR  AN  ADDRESS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAER,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  affairs  of  Malta, 
with  special  reference  to  Correspondence 
respecting  the  constitution  and  adminis- 
tration of  Malta  presented  to  Parliament 
in  August,  1882 ;  and  to  move  for  fur- 
ther Papers  and  Correspondence  relating 
thereto,  said,  that  the  subject  was  one 
which  had  often  engaged  the  attention 
of  Parliament  and  of  the  Government. 
There  had  been  Petitions,  addresses  to 
Colonial  Secretaries,  correspondence  with 
the  Maltese  Government,  and  all  sub- 
stantiaUy agreeing  in  one  point — namely, 
that  some  modification  was  required  in 
the  form  of  Government  now  existing 
in  the  Island.  The  Papers  showed  how 
far  from  satisfactory  was  the  condition 
of  the  inhabitants.  Poverty  and  men- 
dicity were  constantly  increasing.  The 
dweUings  of  the  labouring  class  and 
poor  were  unhealthy ;  agriculture  from 
various  causes  was  not  developed  ;  com- 
merce and  shipbuilding  were  almost  at 
a  standstill,  while  no  efforts  were  made 
to  encourage  industry  and  enterprize. 
He  did  not  propose  to  enter  into  details 
upon  these  subjects ;  but  he  might  add, 
from  his  personal  knowledge  of  Malta, 
that  he  did  not  think  that  picture  was 
very  far  from  being  correct.  As  to  the 
alleged  cause  of  distress  and  want  of 
improvement  in  the  country,  it  might  be 
briefly  stated  that  it  was  attributed  to 
the  form  of  Government  which  had  ex- 
isted in  Malta  since  it  became  a  part  of 
the  British  Dominions.  It  was  that 
there  was  a  Military  Governor  only,  and 
that  there  was  no  Civil  Administrator 
of  the  civil  functions  of  the  Government. 
During  the  period  that  Malta  had  been 
annexed  to  the  British  Crown  there  had 
been  one  Civil  Governor,  Mr.  More 
O'Ferrall,  and  he  held  the  office  only  a 
short  time.  As  to  the  objection  which 
was  sometimes  raised  with  regard  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Civil  Governor  in 
place  of  a  military  one  —  that  Malta 
being  a  fortress  of  great  importance  to 
the  Imperial  interests  of  this  country  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  intrust  the 
supreme  authority  to  a  civilian— he  ad- 
mitted there  was  some  weight  in  the 
argument ;  but  it  might  be  answered 
that  the  General  commanding  the  forces 
would  retain  the  entire  military  autho- 
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quent  Petition  as  having  '*  produced  a 
most  painful  impression  among  the  whole 
population,"  the  noble  Earl  having  de- 
clined to  take  any  steps  in  answer  to 
the  prayer  of  the  Petition.  It  was 
not  difficult  to  see  where  the  objec- 
tion laid  with  regard  to  this  Council. 
The  Council  was  composed  of  10  offi- 
cial Members,  and  eight  elected  Mem- 
bers ;  consequently,  when  any  question 
arose,  not  only  of  Imperial  interest,  but 
also  of  local  interest  or  taxation,  the  vote 
might  be  carried  by  the  official  Members 
against  the  elected  Members  of  the  Coun- 
cil. This  occurred  in  a  recent  instance  on 
a  question  of  drainage,  where  the  unani- 
mous vote  of  the  elected  Members  was  de- 
feated by  the  votes  of  the  official  Mem- 
bers. He  regretted  to  find  that  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  who  was 
not  now  in  his  place,  laid  down  this  doc- 
trine, when  Colonial  Secretary,  that  this 
power  of  out-voting  the  elected  Mem- 
bers should  be  retained  by  the  Imperial 
Government,  even  on  questions  of  local 
interest  and  taxation.  Very  different, 
however,  was  the  language  of  some 
other  Colonial  Secretaries.  Lord  Card- 
well,  when  Colonial  Secretary  in  1864, 
said — 

"  I  will,  however,  take  this  opportunity  of 
expressing  the  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  this  principle  should  never  be  lost 
sight  of  by  those  who  administer  the  Government 
of  Malta — that  great  consideration  should  be 
shown  to  the  opinions  of  the  elected  Members 
of  Council  in  matters  of  local  and  domestic 
interest ;  and,  above  all,  that  no  Vote  of  money 
should  be  passed  against  the  majority  of  the 
elected  Members  except  under  very  special  cir- 
cumstances in  which  the  public  interests  or 
credit  were  seriously  at  stake.*' 

Lord  Grey  also  in  1853,  when  Colonial 
Secretary,  in  Lord  Bussell's  Government, 
said  that  every  opportunity  ought  to  be 
taken  of  giving  increased  development 
to  representative  institutions  where  they 
already  existed,  but  in  an  imperfect 
order ;  and  he  added  that  it  was  wise 
and  politic  to  intrust  the  civil  govern- 
ment to  a  person — Mr.  More  OTerrall — 
who,  not  oeing  burdened  with  the  com- 
mand of  the  troops,  might  have  more 
leisure  to  look  closely  into  the  state  of 
its  civil  affairs,  and  ascertain  what 
improvements  were  required  in  their 
management.  He  bclioved  that  they 
might  look  for  these  questions,  so  vital 
to  the  interests  of  Malta,  meeting  with 
due  consideration  at  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)vemment.     The  noble  Earl 

Earl  De  Za  Warr 


opposite  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley), 
in  a  despatch  of  the  24th  of  June,  1882, 
now  took  a  more  favourable  view  of  the 
claims  of  the  Maltese  people.  He  said — 

'*  The  arguments  in  favour  of  appointing  a 
Civil  Governor  to  administer  the  Government  of 
Malta  have  received  my  special  attention." 

And,  again — 

''  I  do  not  desire  it  to  be  supposed  that  I  am 
insensible  to  the  considerations  to  which  it  may 
be  admitted  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
Island  lend  increasing  force  in  favour  of  intrust- 
ing the  Government  to  a  civil  officer  of  ex- 
perience.'* 

These  statements  afforded  ground  for 
hope  that  the  just  and  reasonable  de- 
mands of  the  Maltese  people  would  re- 
ceive fair  consideration,  and  that  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Island  would  be  placed 
under  a  Government  which  would  give 
to  British  subjects  British,  rights  by  en- 
abling them  to  manage  their  local  and 
domestic  affairs,  and  to  exercise  a  due 
control  over  the  taxation  of  the  country. 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  further  papiers  and 
correspondence  respecting  the  constitution  and 
administration  of  Malta."— (rA#  £arl  De  La 
Warr.) 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  said,  that  he 
had  recently  returned  from  Malta,  where 
he  had  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  sub- 
jects referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl.  In 
his  opinion — and  his  experience  of  Malta 
extended  over  40  years — it  was  not  cor- 
rect to  say  that  the  inhabitants  were 
unanimously  in  favour  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Civil  Governor.  The  Maltese 
did  not  speak  of  the  days  when  the 
affairs  of  the  Island  were  administered 
by  a  Civil  Governor  as  days  of  unusual 
prosperity.  It  was  true  the  rule  of  Mr. 
More  O'Ferrall  had  been  very  popular ; 
but  then  the  fact  of  that  gentleman 
beiug  a  Eoman  Catholic  prejudiced  the 
Islanders  somewhat  in  his  favour.  The 
appointment  of  a  Civil  Governor  was 
not  the  great  want  in  Malta.  What  the 
people  complained  of  was  that  proper 
sympathy  was  not  extended  to  them  by 
the  authorities  at  home  and  those  who 
governed  them,  and  this  complaint 
should  receive  consideration.  The  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  said 
on  one  occasion  that  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  number  of  voters  was  not  in 
proportion  to  the  population  of  the 
Island,  and  held  out  hopes  that  the  sub- 
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ject  would  receive  the  attention  of  the 
Qt>yernment.  At  present  there  were 
only  2,300  electors  out  of  a  population 
of  150,000.  The  noble  Earl,  with  less 
than  his  usual  accuracy,  said  that  the 
franchise  should  be  extended  to  all  per- 
sons who  paid  rates  and  taxes.  Tnere 
was,  however,  no  such  person  as  a  tax- 
payer in  the  Island  ;  and  people  thought 
that,  by  making  such  a  statement,  the 
noble  Earl  showed  that  he  had  not  paid 
so  much  attention  to  the  question  as  he 
ought  to  have  paid  to  it.  The  fact  was 
that  the  people  of  Malta  had  been  treated 
more  like  a  conquered  people  than  as 
men  who  ought  to  possess  the  rights  of 
British  subjects.  The  higher  classes  of 
the  population  were  very  intelligent  and' 
able ;  and  the  lower  ranked  among  the 
most  industrious  communities  of  the 
world.  The  people  were  much  interested 
in  all  the  affairs  of  the  Island,  and  they 
felt  that  they  had  not  that  share  in  its 
representation  which  they  deserved. 
They  were  most  sincerely  attached  to 
the  British  Crown,  and  desired  to  retain 
their  connection  with  England.  It  was 
an  error  to  suppose  that  the  Island  was 
in  a  wretched  condition.  In  all  direc- 
tions signs  of  improvement  were  to  be 
seen,  and  agriculture  was  in  as  flourish- 
ing a  condition  as  it  could  possibly  be 
in.  It  was  a  matter  for  regret  that 
there  was  not  more  sympathy  between 
the  English  officials  and  their  Maltese 
fellow- subjects.  The  want  of  such  sym- 
pathy, and  not  the  absence  of  a  Civil 
Governor,  was  the  principal  cause  of 
discontent  in  the  Island. 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  said,  he  thought 
the  practice  of  discussing  in  that  House 
the  affairs  of  our  Colonial  Dependencies 
was  a  satisfactory  practice,  for  those  who 
resided  in  the  Colonies  were  thus  made 
aware  of  the  interest  felt  at  home  in 
their  well-being.  He  was  glad,  there- 
fore, that  the  noble  Earl  had  introduced 
this  subject.  Though  he  could  not  en- 
tirely approve  some  of  the  arguments 
that  had  been  used,  or  accept  as  correct 
all  the  statements  which  had  been  made, 
he  was  not  disposed  to  enter  into  a  con- 
troversy with  the  noble  Earl.  He  felt, 
in  fact,  bound  to  accept  many  of  the 
conclusions  at  which  the  Mover  of  the 
Besolution  had  arrived.  He  thought, 
however,  that  his  noble  Friend  had 
drawn  rather  too  gloomy  a  picture  of 
the  material  'condition  of  the  Island.' 
No  doubt  a  good  deal  of  poverty  was 


prevalent ;  but  it  would  be  difficult  to 
show  that  that  poverty  had  been  pro- 
duced by  administrative  neglect  or  mis- 
management. It  was  the  natural  con- 
sequence of  the  presence  of  a  very 
dense  population  within  narrow  confines 
on  a  barren  soil.  His  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Sidmouth)  spoke  of  a  want  of 
sympathy  with  the  people  as  prevailing 
among  the  official  classes,  and  of  a  feel- 
ing that  improvements  were  discouraged. 
That  was  a  charge  of  so  comprehensive 
a  character  that  it  was  impossible  to  deal 
with  it  in  the  absence  of  details.  The 
only  local  improvements  about  which 
much  interest  had  been  excited  lately 
were  the  repeal  of  the  import  duty  on 
grain  and  the  new  drainage  scheme, 
which  was  declared  by  the  best  local 
sanitary  authorities  to  be  indispensable. 
The  people  objected  to  the  removal  of 
the  import  duty  and  the  substitution  in 
its  place  of  a  direct  tax.  The  drainage 
scheme  also  was  the  subject  of  very 
great  complaint ;  so  that  in  these,  the 
only  cases  of  the  kind  that  had  recently 
occurred,  the  officials  were  in  favour  of 
improvement,  and  the  people  against  it. 
Setting  those  questions  aside,  he  agreed 
with  the  general  views  expressed  by  his 
noble  Friends.  There  was  no  disaffec- 
tion in  Malta,  and  the  people  had  no 
desire  to  be  placed  under  any  other  Go- 
vernment. They  were  too  few  to  enter- 
tain the  idea  of  standing  alone,  and 
they  certainly  did  not  desire  that  the 
Island  should  be  annexed  to  Italy ;  for 
if  it  were  annexed  to  that  country,  they 
would  be  much  more  heavily  taxed 
than  they  were  now.  He  believed  the 
people  of  Malta  were  sincerely  attached 
to  the  British  connection ;  but  there 
was,  no  doubt,  a  certain  amount  of  dis- 
content in  the  Island,  arising  from 
causes  to  a  great  extent  of  a  local  cha- 
racter. The  first  question  which  his 
noble  Relative  mentioned  was  the  ques- 
tion of  a  Civil  as  against  a  Military 
Governor.  That  was  not  a  question 
on  which  opinion  in  the  Island  was 
unanimous ;  it  was  one  very  open  to 
argument,  and  of  which  the  merits  were 
not  all  on  one  side.  The  argument  in 
favour  of  a  Civil  Governor  was  that  a 
Military  Government  confined  itself  to 
military  interests,  and  did  not  extend  its 
care  to  the  requirements  of  the  civil 
population.  The  argument  against  a 
Civil  Governor  was  the  obvious  incon- 
venience of  separating  the  civil  from  the 
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military  power,  and  dividing  the  decision 
of  questions  connected  with  one  another 
between  two  co-ordinate  authorities,  who, 
if  they  were  not  more  than  ordinarily 
prudent  and  cautious,  were  likely  to  be 
brought  into  collision.  The  question  was 
an  important   one,  he  fully  admitted; 
but  no  change   could  be  made,   if  it 
were  to  be  made  at  all,  until  the  expi- 
ration of  the  present  Governor's  term  of 
Office,  and  that  would  not  be  for  a  period 
of  one  or  two  years.     Upon  that  matter, 
therefore,  he  suspended  the  expression 
of  any  opinion.     He  would  only  say 
that  he  would  give  a  careful  considera- 
tion to  the  question  when  the  time  came. 
With  regard  to  the  Legislative  Council, 
two  matters  were  made  the  subject  of 
complaint.      One  was  that  the  elected 
Members  wore  chosen  on  too  narrow  a 
basis ;  and  the  other  that,  from  the  com- 
position of  the  Council,  the  elected  Mem- 
bers were  always  outvoted  by  the  official 
Members.     With  regard  to  the  first  of 
these  complaints,  he  had  dealt  with  it 
already.    The  number  of  electors  was 
now,  he  believed,  a  little  over  2,000; 
but  by  an  arrangement  already  made, 
the  Letters  Patent  having  been  granted, 
the  suffrage  would  be  extended  to  about 
a  £6  rating.    The  effect  of  that  would 
be  to  substitute  some  6,000  electors  for 
the  2,000  and  odd  who  now  held  the 
franchise.  That  would  not  be  considered 
a  very  revolutionary  change,  the  total 
number  of  the  inhabitants  being  upwards 
of  1*50,000.     At  the  same  time,  it  multi- 
plied the  present  electoral  body  nearly 
three- fold,  and  was  a  substantial  conces- 
sion.    With  regard  to  the  other  and  pro- 
bably more  important  question,  that  of 
the  powers  which  the  Legislative  Council 
exercised,  he  had  thought  it  desirable 
to  deal  with  that  also.     Undoubtedly, 
it  was  a  fair  ground  of   complaint  if 
the  elected    Members  of   the  Council 
were,  on  purely  local  matters,  liable  to 
be  outnumbered  and    outvoted  by  an 
official  body  which  gave  its  vote  as  one 
man.    He  had  endeavoured  to  deal  with 
that  grievance  by  limiting  the  number 
of  officials  who  should  attend  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Council  to  a  number  equal 
to  that  of    the  non-official  or  elected 
Members,  so  that  the  two  parties  would 
exactly  balance  each  other.      He  did 
not  propose  that  the  Governor  should, 
as  a  general  rule,  vote  at  all ;  it  was 
only  in  case  of  an  exact  balance  of  votes 
that  he  wotdd  give  a  casting  vote.  The 
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Governor  was  directed  that  if  the  ques- 
tion was  one,  in  his  judgment,  inrolving 
only  local  interests,  and  in  which  no  Im- 
perial interests  were  concerned,  he  was 
to  accept  the  decision  of  the  elected  Mem- 
bers. If,  on  the  other  hand,  Imperial 
matters  were  concerned,  then  the  (>OTer- 
nor  might  either  suspend  his  decision, 
or,  if  he  thought  fit,  he  might  outvote 
by  his  casting  vote  the  elected  Members. 
But,  in  case  of  his  so  doing,  he  was  im- 
mediately to  report  the  fact  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.  The  consequence  would 
be  that  his  powers  would  not  be  exer- 
cised except  under  the  immediate  super- 
vision and  control  of  the  Colonial  Office. 
He  did  not  know  whether  that  concession 
would  satisfy  all  who  had  complained ; 
possibly  not ;  but  it  was  a  very  large  con- 
cession to  their  reasonable  wants,  and  it 
would  exhibit  evidence  of  a  desire  to 
make  local  self-govemmentinmattersnot 
affecting  Imperial  interests  a  reality  and 
not  a  mere  show.  Another  proposal  was 
that,  instead  of  all  the  electors  voting 
in  one  constituency,  the  Island  should 
be  divided  into  electoral  districts,  seven 
or  eight  in  number.  That  proposition 
had  been  inquired  into.  It  was  one  which 
he  saw  no  reason  for  opposing.  It  was 
a  point  on  which  local  opinion  and  local 
feelings  should  be  consulted,  and  he 
proposed  to  leave  it  to  the  Legislative 
Council  to  deal  with  as  they  might  think 
fit.  His  noble  Friend  would  see  that  he 
had  to  a  very  considerable  extent  anti- 
cipated his  requests,  and  had  brought, 
or  was  bringing,  into  operation  changes 
which  those  whom  his  noble  Friend 
represented  desired.  He  had  laid  the 
Papers  on  the  Table  that  afternoon, 
and  he  believed  they  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  their  Lordships  some  time  next 
week 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  said,  that  it 
appeared  from  the  Papers  that  what  the 
Petitioners  asked  for  was  that  a  Civil 
Governor  might  be  appointed,  who  should 
be  subordinate  to  a  Military  Governor. 
He  thought  he  was  correct  in  saying 
that  there  was  no  modem  instance  of 
such  an  arrangement.  In  Ireland  there 
was  a  Lord  Lieutenant  and  a  Military 
Commander  -  in  -  Chief  under  him ;  but 
that  was  the  reverse  of  what  was  now 
asked  for.  He  should  like  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  noble  Earl  would  think  it  de- 
sirable to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  appoint 
a  Civil  Governor,  who  should  be  sub- 
ordinate to  a  Military  one  ? 
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The  Eabl  of  DEEBY  said,  he  bad 
stated  that  he  did  not  contemplate  any 
change,  because  the  question  wotdd  not 
arise  for  one  or  two  years.  Until  then 
he  could  not  decide. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn, 

AFRICA   (WEST    COAST)-THE    CONGO 

RIVER. 

QUESTION.     OBSEBYATIONS. 

LoKD  MOUNT-TEMPLE :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  in  the  contempla- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
recognize  the  claim  of  Portugal  to  domi- 
nion over  the  territory  adjoining  the 
Eiver  Congo  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  has 
reason  to  anticipate  that  the  policy  that 
has  hitherto  prevailed  in  that  territory 
will  not  be  reversed  in  regard  to  the 
Slave  Trade  and  freedom  of  commerce  ? 
I  have  been  prompted  in  this  matter  by 
the  alarm  of  the  manufacturers  and  mer- 
chants concerned  in  the  trade  of  this  dis- 
trict. They  are  of  opinion  that  if  the 
Portuguese  should  succeed  in  exercising 
a  Sovereign  jurisdiction  over  the  Native 
Tribes  of  that  country,  the  restrictive 
and  obstructive  policy  which  has  hitherto 
been  characteristic  of  the  Portuguese 
Government  would  seriously  interfere 
with  the  existing  trade,  and  would  also 
prevent  that  full  development  of  it  which 
is  now  anticipated.  There  is  every 
reason  to  believe  that  hereafter  the  Eiver 
Congo  may  become  the  great  highway 
to  Inland  Tribes,  who  are  industrious 
and  peaceful,  and  ready  to  enter  into 
commercial  relationship  with  Europeans. 
The  civilization  of  these  African  Tribes 
appears  to  depend  in  a  great  measure 
upon  free  and  legitimate  commerce  with 
Europeans ;  and,  therefore,  all  who  are 
interested  in  the  development  of  the 
civilization  of  the  African  Tribes  must 
be  interested  in  the  answer  that  the 
noble  Earl  will  give  to  my  Question. 

Eabl  GEANYILLE  :  I  am  glad  that 
the  noble  Lord  has  put  this  Question  to 
me,  as  it  will  enable  me,  I  trust,  to  put 
an  end  to  misapprehensions  which  seem 
to  exist,  and  which,  to  a  certain  degree, 
are  shared  by  himself,  as  to  this  import- 
ant matter.  It  appears  to  be  supposed 
by  some  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  give  up  a  vast  extent  of  terri- 
tory which  belongs  to  this  country,  with 
some  vague  hope  that  the  Portuguese 
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will  furnish  an  obstacle  to  the  ambitious 
designs  of  other  Powers.  The  noble 
Lord  is  not  misinformed  to  this  extent ; 
but  even  he  has  considerable  misappre- 
hensions on  the  subject.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  unnatural  that  those  who  have 
taken  a  great  interest,  either  in  the  ques- 
tion of  slavery  or  as  to  the  question  of 
religious  efforts,  or  on  questions  of  trade 
and  commerce  in  these  countries,  should 
feel  most  sensitive  with  regard  to  any 
proceedings  that  are  likely  to  be  taken. 
It  is  not  so  very  long  ago  that  the  in- 
terests of  Europeans  in  the  Congo  and 
other  African  Eivers  were  centred  in 
the  desire  of  monopolizing  the  Slave 
Trade  in  them.  It  will  be  a  great  glory 
for  this  country  that  she  took  the  lead 
in  reversing  this  policy  and  leading  the 
way  to  a  suppression  of  this  abominable 
traffic.  But  a  great  change  has  come 
over  the  African  question.  The  labours 
of  men  like  Livingstone,  of  Stanley,  and 
others,  have  given  us  a  knowledge  of 
the  physical  character  of  Central  Africa, 
and  of  the  popidations  which  inhabit  it, 
showing  that  there  are  great  capabilities 
for  the  development  of  trade,  and  we 
are  now  better  informed  as  to  the  civi- 
lizing effects  which  are  the  sure  results 
of  commerce.  The  work  of  the  Philan- 
thropic International  Association,  in 
which  the  King  of  the  Belgians  takes  a 
great  interest,  the  mission  of  M.  de 
Brazza,  the  increasing  trade  in  different 
degrees  of  the  English,  the  Portuguese, 
the  French,  the  Germans,  the  Dutch, 
and  the  Belgians  on  the  Congo  and  its 
banks,  is  acting  as  a  stimulus,  and 
affords  grounds  why  no  reasonable  en- 
deavours should  be  neglected  to  insure 
freedom  of  commerce  and  navigation, 
and  to  anticipate  possible  jealousies, 
which  so  easily  check  trade,  and  which, 
under  the  pretence  of  securing  peculiar 
advantages  to  some,  are  really  injurious 
to  all.  There  is  much  now  which  is  not 
satisfactory  on  the  Congo.  In  those 
territories  which  we  acknowledge  to  be- 
long to  Portugal,  complaints  are  made 
of  high  duties,  of  a  differential  treat- 
ment of  the  foreign  and  Portuguese  flags, 
of  arbitrary  fines,  and  of  other  vexations, 
all  of  which  are  great  impediments  to 
commercial  intercourse.  On  the  Congo 
itself  the  Portuguese  declare  that  the 
Slave  Trade  is  entirely  at  an  end ;  and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  is  greatly 
diminished,  partly  owing  to  the  ceasing 
of  the  Transatlantic  demand  for  slaves, 

3  P 


1891        Africa  ( We^t  CoMt)---         |  LORDS  J 


JTfe  Cor,go  Rivsr. 


1892 


partly  to  our  efforts,  and  partly  to  a 
change  of  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
Portuguese  Gt>yernment.  But  this  is 
not  in  the  least  the  case  as  regards  East 
Africa,  where  we  struggle  at  great  dis- 
advantage when  trying  to  suppress  the 
Slave  Trade,  in  consequence  of  the  want 
of  a  proper  understanding  with  the  Por- 
tuguese Government.  But  there  are 
territories  on  the  Congo  to  which  the 
Portuguese  lay  a  claim,  in  the  most 
solemn  manner  in  which  it  is  possible 
for  a  nation  to  put  it  forward,  by  diplo- 
matic declarations  and  by  legislative  en- 
actments, which,  however,  have  been  as 
constantly  repudiated  and  resisted  by  us 
88  a  matter  of  right.  Successive  Secre- 
taries for  Foreign  Affairs  have  stated 
that  the  fear  of  encouraging  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  the  danger  of  interference 
with  our  commerce,  were  the  political 
reasons  which  induced  them  to  lay  fur- 
ther stress  on  the  matter  of  right.  The 
present  state  of  these  territories  is  un- 
satisfactory as  regards  the  present  and 
the  future.  It  is  true  that  there  are 
many  respectable  firms  who  manage  to 
work  fairly  and  harmoniously  with  the 
Natives.  But  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
there  is  no  acknowledged  jurisdiction ; 
that  in  places  anarchy  prevails  ;  that 
there  are  many  cases  of  practical  slavery, 
of  cruelty ,  and  then  of  re  taliatory  outrages, 
without  any  opportimity  for  redress.  It 
became  thus  a  matter  of  some  urgency 
to  consider  whether,  without  abandoning 
our  position  as  to  the  matter  of  right, 
the  political  objections  to  which  I  have 
alluded  could  in  any  way  be  met.  An 
important  interchange  of  views  took 
place  in  1881  between  our  Minister,  Mr. 
(now  Sir)  Bobert  Morier,  and  M.  de 
Serpa,  who  initiated  it.  In  last  October, 
1882,  M.  de  Serpa  renewed  this  conver- 
sation. The  chief  object  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  assenting  to  the 
renewal  of  the  conversation  was  stated  by 
me  to  be  the  abolition  of  slavery,  and  the 
civilization  of  Africa  by  the  extension  of 
legitimate  commerce.  The  Portuguese 
Government  declared,  in  still  more  em- 
phatic terms,  that  their  objects  were  the 
same.  They  gave  proof  of  their  being 
in  earnest  by  expressing  their  assent  to 
the  perfectly  free  navigation,  not  only 
of  the  Oongo,  but  of  other  Aftican 
Bivers,  which  are  arteries  of  trade ;  and 
agreed  ^  not  only  to  establish  in  the 
territories  which  we  have  not  recog- 
nized as  belonging  to  Portugal,  but  in 
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all  the  African  possessions  of  Portugal, 
the  liberal  commercial  system  which 
was  established  in  1877  in  Mozambique. 
The  general  principles  of  the  ag^ement 
do  not  offer  any  difficulty  ;  but  I  am  far 
from  being  sure  of  coming  to  an  under- 
standing on  the  conditions  which  in  our 
view  are  indispensable.  It  may  be  con- 
venient that  I  should  state  what  appear 
to  us  to  be  essential  points.  I  need  not 
say,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  agree- 
ment as  to  dealing  with  slavery  must  be 
complete.  In  the  second  place,  it  is 
necessary  there  should  be  complete  secu- 
rity that  imdue  burdens,  which  do  not 
now  exist,  should  not  be  placed  in  any 
part  of  the  Portuguese  possessions  upon 
missionaries,  shipowners,  or  traders.  I 
said  that  it  was  supposed  by  some  that 
we  were  giving  away  boundless  terri- 
toiy  which  belonged  to  us ;  but,  in 
reality,  we  are  doing  no  such  thing. 
What  we  propose  is  that,  without  reced- 
ing from  the  position  of  legality  as  to 
the  right  which  is  claimed,  we  should 
agree,  on  the  conditions  which  wo  have 
stated,  together  with  some  arrange- 
ments of  a  satisfactory  character  as  to 
Whydah,  to  withdraw  our  objections 
for  the  future  to  Portuguese  juris- 
diction, within  certain  defined  geogra- 
phical limits.  This  engagement  ought 
not  to  be  merely  of  a  bilateral  character ; 
and  we  will,  therefore,  give  our  full 
support  to  Portugal  to  obtain  a  similar 
assent  from  other  Powers.  I  am  far 
from  being  certain  that  these  negotia- 
tions will  be  successful ;  but  if  a  good 
Treaty  is  obtained— and  a  bad  one  would 
be  worse  than  nothing — I  believe  we 
shall  strengthen  the  general  principle  of 
freedom  of  navigation  and  commerce  in 
the  great  rivers  of  the  world,  and  that 
in  Africa  itself  we  shall  greatly  advance 
the  interests  of  civilization  and  of  com- 
merce. It  has  been  asked  what  security 
shall  we  have  that  the  Portuguese  will 
observe  the  conditions  of  any  Treaty? 
This  is  an  argument  which,  if  valid,  is 
fatal  to  all  Treaties.  It  would  be  unbe- 
coming in  my  position  to  admit  that  this 
result  would  be  likely  to  happen ;  but, 
admitting  it  hypothetically,  I  would  ask 
how  should  we  have  less  moral  and 
physical  power  to  enforce  the  conditions 
of  a  Treaty  to  which  Portugal  has  con- 
sented, than  that  by  which  we  now  resist 
the  claim  of  Sovereignty  which  Portugal 
so  strongly  asserts  ?  It  would  be  wrong 
of  me  to  go  into  great  detail  on  matters 


which  are  under  negotiation ;  but  I  trust 
that  the  statement  which  I  have  made 
of  the  general  character  of  the  nego- 
tiations  will  be  sufficient  l;o  enable  this 
House  to  judge  of  the  principles  on 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
acting. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND). 
nomination  of  select  committee. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE 
moved  the  re- appointment  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act  as  follows : — 
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Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
must  lie  on  the  Table  was  consumed  by 
the  adjournment.  The  noble  Earl  had 
put  a  Question  to  the  Government  on  the 
subject,  and  the  Government  then,  after 
carefully  considering  the  matter,  decided 
that,  under  the  peculiar  circumstances, 
the  Scheme  should  not  be  submitted  to 
Her  Majesty  in  Council  in  the  ordinary 
course,  but  should  be  kept  back  until 
Parliament  met  again,  so  that  oppor- 
tunity mifl^ht  be  given  to  any  Member  of 
their  Lordships'  House  who  might  think 
fit  to  take  action.  He  himself  much 
doubted  that  action  would  be  taken  in 
the  matter,  because  the  objections  made 
to  the  Scheme  were  identical  with  the 
objections  which  had  been  disposed  of  by 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council.  Without,  however,  going  into 
the  merits,  the  Scheme  had  not  yet  been 
submitted  to  the  Queen  in  Council,  and 
it  would  not  be  so  submitted  until  after 
the  Easter  Becess,  so  that  any  action 
might  be  taken  in  respect  to  it  in  either 
House  of  Parliament. 

SALE  OF  LIQUORS  ON    SUNDAY    ( IRELAND) 

BILL   [h.L."|. 

A  Bill  to  amend  and  render  perpetual  the 
sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Act,  1878 
— ^Was  presented  by  The  Loud  Privy  Seal  ; 
read  1«.    (No.  17.) 

Houae  adjourned  at  half-past  Five  o'clock, 


D.  Norfolk. 
D.  Somerset. 
D.  Marlborough. 

D.  Sutherland. 
M.  Salisbury. 
M.  Abercom. 

E.  Pembroke    and 
Montgomery. 


£.  Stanhope. 
E.  Cairns. 
y.  Hutchinson. 
L.  T)rTone. 
L.  Carysfort. 
L.  Kenry. 
L.  Penzance. 
L.  Braboume. 


Lord  DENM  AN  thought  that  the 
subject  of  inquiry  was  sufficiently  ex- 
hausted and  the  continuance  of  the  Com- 
mittee superfluous. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own 
Chairman. 

THE  CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS  — 
SCHEME  FOR  ST.  DUNSTAN'S-IN- 
THE-EAST  —QUESTION. 

The  Eakl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  rose  to  call  attention 
to  a  Question  put  hy  him  to  the  Govern- 
ment when  Parliament  met  in  Octoher 
as  to  the  course  to  he  pursued  in  regard 
to  a  Scheme  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners in  relation  to  a  charity  in  St. 
Dunstan's-in-the-Easti  the  time  allowed 
for  addressing  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
her  consent  to  the  same  having  expired 
during  the  interval  which  occurred  in 
the  sitting  of  the  House  from  the  ad- 
journment in  August  to  the  meeting  in 
October.  The  answer  he  received  to 
the  Question  was  that  the  matter  should 
be  attended  to ;  and  he  now  wished  to 
know  what  course  tho  Government  had 
taken,  or  intended  to  take  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  (Lord  Privy 
Seal)  said,  the  position  of  the  Scheme 
was  certainly  a  very  peculiar  one.  The 
Scheme  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
both  Houses  in  the  month  of  August. 
Then  came  the  long  adjournment,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  larger  part  of  the 
statutory    period     during    which    the 


to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 
before  Eleven  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  ^th  March,  1883. 


MINUTES.]— Sblbct  Committeb  —  Standing 
Orders,  Mr.  Denis  O*  Conor  discharged,  Mr. 
Shaw  added. 

SvFP-LY— considered  in  Committee — Civil  Ser- 
vices AND  RbVKNUB  DEPAaXMBNTS  (SUPPLE- 
MENTABT    ESTIMATES,    1882-3)— ClaSS     III.— 

Law  and  Justice;  Class  I V.— Education, 
Science,  and  Art;  Class  V.— Foreign  and 
Colonial  Services;  Class  VI.— Non-Effec- 
TivB  AND  Charitable  Services  ;  Class  VII. 
— MiscELLANEors ;  Revenue  Departments  ; 
Civil  Service  Excesses,  1881-2. 
Resolutions  [March  8]  reported. 

Private  Bill  {by  Order)'-'Seeond  Reading^ 
North  Eastern  Railway  (General).* 

Public  Bill  —  Ordered  —  Firet  Reading  — 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  *  [115]« 
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PRIVATE  BUSINESS, 

PRIVATE  BILLS  (REFEREES). 

The  chairman  of  WAYS  ahd 
MEANS  laid  upon  the  Table  Bules  for 
the  Practice  and  Procedure  of  the  Re- 
ferees on  Private  Bills,  under  Standing 
Order  88 : — 

Locui  Standi, 

1.  The  Promoters  of  any  Private  Bill,  who 
intend  to  object  to  the  right  of  Petitioners  to 
be  hoard  against  the  same,  shall  give  notice  of 
such  intention,  and  of  the  grounds  of  their  ob- 
jection, to  the  Clerks  to  the  Referees  and  to  the 
Agents  for  the  Petitioners,  not  later  than  the 
eighth  day  after  the  day  on  which  the  Petition 
has  been  deposited  in  the  Private  Bill  Office ; 
but  it  shall  be  competent  to  the  Referees  to 
allow  such  notices  to  be  given,  under  special 
circumstances,  although  the  time  above  limited 
may  have  expired.  All  notices  shall  be  indorsed 
with  the  names  of  the  Petitioners'  Agents. 

2.  Parties  who  have  given  such  notice  as 
above,  may  at  any  time  withdraw  the  same  by 
giving  notice  in  writing  of  withdrawal  to  the 
Clerks  to  the  Referees,  and  to  the  Agents  for 
the  Petitioners. 

3.  The  cases  shall  be  heard  in  such  order  as 
tho  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  shall  appoint, 
and  according  to  a  list  prepared  under  his  direc- 
tion, and  kept  in  tho  Referees'  Office. 

4.  When  a  Bill  is  called  on  for  consideration, 
tho  Agents  for  the  Petitioners  against  the  same 
shall  be  required  to  produce  a  certificate  of  ap- 
pearance from  the  Private  Bill  Office,  in  which 
shall  be  stated  the  names  of  the  Petitioners, 
their  Counsel  and  Agents. 

5.  Not  less  than  one  clear  day's  notice  shall 
be  given  by  the  Clerks  to  the  Referees  to  the 
Clerks  in  the  Private  Bill  Office,  of  the  days  on 
which  the  objections  to  the  right  of  Petitioners 
to  be  heard  will  be  severally  taken  into  consi- 
deration by  the  Referees. 

6.  All  notices  required  to  be  given,  or  de- 
posits to  be  made,  m  the  Referees'  Office,  shall 
be  delivered  in  the  said  office  before  five  of  the 
clock  in  the  evening  of  any  day  on  which  the 
House  shall  sit,  and  before  one  of  the  clock 
on  any  day  on  which  the  House  shall  not  sit. 

7.  Notices  and  grounds  of  objections  will  bo 
deemed  to  have  been  sufficiently  served  upon 
Agents,  if  left  at  the  Agent's  Office  before  Six 
of  the  clock  in  the  evening  of  any  day,  Sundays 
excepted. 

Committeei, 

8.  Two  clear  days  at  least  before  the  day 
appointed  for  the  consideration  of  any  Private 
Bill  by  a  Committee  of  which  a  Referee  has 
been  appointed  a  Member,  a  filled-up  Copy  of 
the  Bill,  as  proposed  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Committee,  shall  be  deposited  by  the  Agent 
at  the  Referees'  Office,  for  the  use  of  such  Re- 
feree. 

9.  Copies  of  all  the  Petitions,  upon  which 
Opponents  of  a  Bill  intend  to  appear  before 
such  Committee,  shall  also  be  deposited  at  the 
Referees*  Office,  by  the  respective  Agents  for 
the  Opponents,  two  clear  days  at  least  before 


the  day  appointed  for  the  coniideratioa  ol  the 
Bill. 

(Signed)    Abthur  Otwat, 

Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 

House  of  Commons. 
March  1883. 

QUESTIONS, 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  (IRELAND/— WAKES 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land.  If  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  letter  in  the  ''  Freeman's  Journal " 
of  the  6th  March,  from  which  it  appears 
that  a  wake  was  allowed  to  be  held  for 
two  days  and  nights  on  the  body  of  a 
man  named  Bartholomew  Boe,  who  died 
in  Saint  Andrew's  parish,  Dublin,  of  a 
fever  of  a  very  malignant  type,  leaving 
a  widow  and  eight  young  children ;  that 
the  widow  was  struck  down,  and  died  in 
a  few  days ;  that  some  of  the  children 
have  taken  the  disease,  and  are  now  in* 
mates  of  Cork  Street  Fever  Hospital ; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  inquiry  to 
bo  made,  with  a  view  to  preventing 
similar  occurrences  in  future  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  my  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  this  case,  and  I 
have  made  inquiry  on  the  subject.  The 
facts  are  substantially  as  stated.  The 
dispensary  medical  doctor,  who,  1  am 
informed,  is  a  newly  appointed  and  in- 
experienced officer,  cautioned  the  people 
against  the  holding  of  a  wake.  Further 
inquiry  as  to  his  action  in  the  matter  is 
being  made.  Active  steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  local  sanitary  authority 
to  prevent  any  further  spread  of  the 
oisfiase 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked,  whether 
four  other  cases  of  fever  had  not  arisen 
from  this  wake,  in  one  of  which  the 
person  had  died  ? 

[No  reply.] 

PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882  — MESSRS.  O'BRIEN,  GIL- 
HOOLY,  AND  HODNETT. 

Mr.  O'BRIEN  asked  the  Chief  Be- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  Mr.  John  O'Brien,  T.  0. 
Cork,  Mr.  James  G-ilhooly,  Bantry,  and 
Mr.  Hodnett,  of  Ballydehob,  at  present 
undergoing  imprisonment  in  Cork  Oaol 
for  words  spoken  at  a  public  meeting  in 
Bantry,   are  subject  to  the  treatment 
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prescribed  for  common  criminals ;  and, 
if  BO,  whether  he  will  advise  that  the 
relaxations  allowed  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
T.  Harrington,  M.P.,  should  be  extended 
to  those  gentlemen  ?  He  also  wished  to 
aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether 
he  had  received  a  copy  of  the  following 
resolation  passed  by  the  Cork  Town 
Council  that  day : — 

'*  That,  haying  regard  to  the  reported  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  John  O'Brien,  now  in  prison  on  a 
charge  under  the  Crimes  Act,  we  are  of  opinion 
that  same  should  be  mitigated,  and  tiiat  we 
would  urge  on  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
difficulties  which  such  treatment,  in  cases  like 
his,  create  in  the  way  of  tiie  restoration  of 
peace,  conciliation,  and  good  feding  in  the 
country.  Have  forwardea  a  copy  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  P" 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  I  have  re- 
ceived, within  the  last  three  or  four 
minutes,  a  telegram  from  the  Mayor  of 
Cork,  which,  as  far  as  I  can  gather  from 
what  the  hon.  Member  read,  is  the  same 
as  that  which  he  read  to  the  House. 
The  persons  mentioned  in  the  Question 
are  treated  according  to  the  rules  as 
ordinary  prisoners  sentenced  to  impri- 
sonment, only  with  such  relaxations  as 
the  medical  officer  recommends  should 
be  made.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  asked 
for  my  advice  on  the  question ;  and  it 
is  under  consideration  whether  any  re- 
laxation in  their  case  should  be  made. 

CoLONBL  KINQ-HAEMAN  asked, 
Whether  this  Mr.  Hodnett  was  not 
the  father  of  the  young  man  just 
arrested  for  having  placed  a  packet  of 
dynamite  addressed  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  the  post-office  at  Ballydehob  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said,  he 
had  had  no  time  to  inquire  into  the 
matter.  He  had  merely  seen  a  state- 
ment in  the  newspapers  as  to  the  alleged 
relationship. 

PRET^ENTION    OF    CBIME     (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1882— MR.  T.  HARRINGTON. 

CoLomsL  KING-HABMAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  TVhether  it  is  true  that  a 
person  named  Thomas  Harrington,  un- 
dergoing a  sentence  of  imprisonment  in 
MuTlinRar  G^l  for  using  words  inciting 
his  audience  to  riot  and  disorder,  was 
allowed  indulgences  inconsistent  with 
the  strict  rules  of  the  prison ;  whether 
the  same  person  was  afterwards  removed 
to  Gblway  Prison,  and  was  allowed  to 
wear  his  own  clothes  on  the  journey, 
pontrar^  to  prison  regulations  \  whether 


it  is  true  that  the  same  person  was  enter- 
tained at  dinner  at  Galway  while  still 
in  custody,  and  previous  to  his  being 
lodged  in  the  prison ;  and,  whether,  in 
the  event  of  any  persons  in  the  county 
Westmeath  acting  on  the  advice  of  Mr. 
Harrington,  and  being  in  consequence 
sentenced  to  terms  of  imprisonment,  the 
Government  will  extena  to  them  the 
same  leniency  and  comparative  immu- 
nity  from  prison  discipline  which  they 
have  granted  to  the  instigator  of  the 
crime  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  Mr.  Har- 
rington was  convicted  of  intimidation 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  and  sentenced  to 
imprisonment.  I  have  already  stated  in 
this  House  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in- 
structed the  prison  authorities  that  such 
relaxation  of  the  prison  rules  might  be 
made  in  his  case  as  is  consistent  with 
the  maintenance  of  prison  discipline  and 
as  the  law  will  permit.  The  prisoner 
was  allowed  to  wear  his  own  clothes 
when  being  removed  to  Galway.  The 
practice,  which  was  relaxed  in  this  case, 
is  to  send  prisoners  in  prison  dress.  I 
have  not  the  time  to  obtain  a  reply  to 
the  inquiry  I  have  made  as  to  the  al- 
leged entertainment  at  Galway.  I  trust 
that  no  such  cases  as  the  hon.  Member 
supposes  in  the  last  paragraph  of  his 
Question  will  arise ;  but  should  they  do 
so,  they  will,  no  doubt,  receive  due  con- 
sideration on  their  own  merits. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  there  any  clause 
in  the  Crimes  Act  making  a  father  re- 
sponsible for  the  acts  of  his  son  ? 

[No  reply."! 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— MR. 
HEALY,   M.P. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  considering  that  the  name  of 
the  honourable  Member  for  the  town  of 
Wexford  is  on  the  back  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
which  stands  for  Second  Reading  on  the 
14th  instant,  the  Government  intend  to 
prolong  his  imprisonment  beyond  that 
date? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN :  Sir,  the  fact  that 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wexford  is  on  the  back  of  a 
Bill  which  stands  for  second  reading  on 
Wednesday  does  not  appear  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  afford  simcient  cause  for 
shortening  the  term  of  imprisonment  to 
which  he  nas  been  sentei^ced  in  default 
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of  bail.  I  maj  point  out  that  it  is 
open  to  the  hon.  Member  to  give  bail  at 
any  moment  he  wishes  to  attend  this 
House. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— 0VER8IZING 
OP  COTTON  CLOTH. 

Me.  BROADHURST  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  is  now  in  a  position 
to  give  a  reply  to  the  memorial  of  the 
cotton  operatives  for  a  medical  inquiry 
into  the  system  of  oversizing  of  cotton 
cloth  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Yes, 
Sir;  the  facts  placed  before  me  are 
sufficient  to  justify  and  call  for  a  medi- 
cal inquiry  being  held  into  the  effect  upon 
the  persons  employed  on  this  process. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,   1881— 
SUB-COMMISSIONS. 

Me.  KENNY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If,  of  the  17  Sub-Commissions  under 
'*The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881," 
7  are  in  Ulster  and  the  remaining  10 
distributed  amongst  the  other  three  pro- 
vinces ;  viz.  4  in  Connaught,  4  in  Mun- 
ster,  and  2  in  Leinster,  there  is  any 
special  reason  for  the  great  partiality 
shown  to  Ulster  in  this  respect ;  if  the 
County  of  Derry,  with  an  area  of  522,315 
acres  and  a  population  of  164,991,  has 
a  Sub- Commission  entirely  to  itself, 
while  the  Counties  of  Clare  and  Li- 
merick, with  an  area  of  1,508,836  and 
an  aggregate  population  -of  322,089, 
have  but  one  Sub-Commission  to  serve 
for  both  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
many  applications  to  fix  fair  rents  have 
been  pending  in  Clare  County  for  over 
12  months,  and  with  no  immediate  pros- 
pect of  being  disposed  of ;  and,  whether, 
if  these  circumstances  are  as  stated,  he 
is  prepared  to  recommend  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  special  Sub-Commission  for 
the  County  of  Clare  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  distri- 
bution of  Sub-Commissions  according  to 
Provinces  is  correctly  stated  ;  but  it  was 
made,  not  according  to  the  area  and 
population  of  districts,  which  would  be 
a  very  fallacious  guide,  but  according 
to  the  amount  of  business  to  be  done. 
The  number  of  applications  to  have  fair 
rents  fixed,  which  remained  undisposed 
of  when  the  Circuits  were  arranged  in 
January  were,  in  Ulster  24,146,  and  in 
the    other   three    Provinces    combined 
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29,859.  The  allocation  of  seven  Sub- 
Commissions  to  Ulster  does  not,  there- 
fore, appear  to  show  any  partiality  to- 
wards that  Province.  The  number  of 
cases  pending  in  Londonderry,  whicli 
the  hon.  Member  specially  named  for 
comparison,  as  having  a  Commission  to 
itself,  is  2,369  ;  while  the  number  pend- 
ing in  Clare  and  Limerick  together, 
which  also  have  only  one  Commission,  is 
2,573.  It  is  true  that  many  applications 
have  been  pending  in  Clare  for  more 
than  12  months ;  but  there  will  be  three 
sittings  of  the  Sub-Commission  before  the 
middle  of  next  month,  and  475  cases  are 
listed  for  hearing.  The  Commissioners 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  rate  of  prog^ress 
in  Clare,  and  hope  after  the  close  of  the 
present  Circuits,  in  April,  to  be  able  to 
make  arrangements  to  expedite  it. 

THE  DANUBIAN  CONFERENCE  —  EX- 
CLUSIVE RIGHT  OF  RUSSIA  OVER 
THE  KILIA  MOUTH. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WOEMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  an 
arrangement  has  been  made  with  Eussia 
at  the  Conference  now  sitting  in  London, 
in  virtue  of  which  Eussia  will  have  the 
exclusive  right  of  controlling  the  navi- 
gation through  the  Kilia  mouth  of  the 
Danube,  subject  to  certain  conditions 
with  respect  to  the  levying  of  tolls,  Ac, 
and  that  a  Treaty  in  this  sense  is  in  pre- 
paration  for  the  signature  of  the  Powers, 
thereby  cancelling  Article   16    of   the 
Treaty  of  Paris,  which  remains  in  force 
under  Article  63  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
and  which  provides  that  all  the  months 
of  the  Danube  shall  be  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  European  Commission ;  if  so, 
whether  an  opportunity  will  be  given  of 
discussing    the    subject  in  Parliament 
before  a  provision  so  important  to  British 
trade  was  abrogated  with  the  consent  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government?    He  did 
did  not  wish  to  embarrass  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  conduct  of  the  deli- 
cate negotiations  then  going  on,  but  he 
thought  the  House  ought  to  be  in  pos- 
session of  the  facts. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE: 
Sir,  I  quite  understand  that  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  embarrasB 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  may 
say  that  the  Conference  has  not  yet 
finished  its  sittings,  and  the  Members 
of  it  are  not  yet  released  from  tiie  en* 
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fagement  of  secrecy  as  to  its  proceedings, 
hope,  however,  that  Papers  will  he  laid 
hefore  Parliament  in  the  course  of  next 
week. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  said, 
the  nohle  Lord  had  not  answered  that 
portion  of  his  Question  which  referred 
to  an  opportunity  for  discussion  hy  the 
House  before  the  Treaty  was  signed.- 

[No  reply.] 

SCOTLAND— THE  CROFTERS— THE 
ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  MAGFARLANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  can  state  generally  the 
subjects  proposed  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Commission  about  to  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  alleged  grieyances  of 
the  Crofters,  the  area  over  which  the 
proposed  inquiry  will  extend,  yiz.,  what 
counties  and  islands  will  be  included  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  Whe- 
ther the  Commission  to  be  appointed  to 
investigate  the  condition  of  Urofters  in 
the  North  of  Scotland  will  inquire  into 
the  extent  to  which  Deer  Forests  have 
in  recent  years  been  created,  and  the 
effect  of  such  afforesting  of  land  upon 
the  population  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Sir, 
I  think  my  answer  will  cover  both  Ques- 
tions. It  is  proposed  to  make  the  refer- 
ence to  the  Commission  in  general  terms. 
I  think  I  have  stated  before,  that  those 
terms  will  be  an  inquiry  into  the  condi- 
tion of  the  crofters  in  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  of  Scotland.  As  to  what  are 
the  circumstances  which  affect  these 
conditions,  that  will  be  for  the  Commis- 
sion to  determine.  All  the  circumstances 
which  they  think  affect  these  conditions 
they  will  properly  inquire  into.  In  re- 
gard to  the  localities,  the  terms  will  be 
sufficiently  large  to  embrace  all  the 
localities  affected  by  the  question,  and 
it  will  be  for  the  Commissioners  to  judge 
what  are  the  places  in  which  inquiries 
ought  to  be  made. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  the  names  of  the 
proposed  Commissioners,  or  will  he,  be- 
fore the  Commission  is  appointed,  afford 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  learning 
what  those  names  are  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  am 
sorry  to  say  I  cannot  do  that.  The  hon. 
Member  must  be  aware  that  the  consti- 
tution of  a  Commission  like  this  is  a  very 


delicate  matter.  I  am  engaged,  and 
have  been  engaged  for  several  days,  in 
endeavouring  to  ascertain  the  names  of 
those  who  would  be  in  a  position  to 
serve  upon  it,  and  I  am  not  now  in  the 
position  to  state  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Oeorqe  Cahpbbll, 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
it  was  not  proposed  to  specify  counties 
in  the  Reference  to  the  Commissioners. 

SCOTLAND  —  DESTITUTION  IN  THE 
WESTERN  HIGHLANDS— THE  SEEDS 
ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  D.  CAMERON  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  Whether  he  has  received, 
through  the  Board  of  Supervision  or 
otherwise,  any  detailed  information  as 
to  the  destitution  in  the  Western  High- 
lands and  Islands ;  and,  whether,  having 
in  view  the  urgency  in  point  of  time  for 
discussing  the  "  Seeds  Bill"  introduced 
by  the  honourable  Member  for  Glasgow, 
he  will,  in  order  to  facilitate  its  pro- 
gress, communicate  to  the  House  any 
information  which  he  may  possess,  and 
which  bears  on  this  subject? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  :  Sir,  a  lar^e  amount  of  infor- 
mation has  been  received  unofficially  in 
regard  to  the  destitution  in  the  Western 
Highlands  and  Islands;  and  when  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  was  introduced,  I  requested 
the  Board  of  Supervision  to  obtain  such 
information  on  the  subject  as  they  could 
within  a  necessarily  limited  time.  They 
accordingly  sent  telegrams,  putting  cer- 
tain questions  to  23  parishes  believed  to 
be  chiefly  affected  by  the  destitution, 
and  the  replies  received  from  those 
parishes,  as  forwarded  by  the  Board  of 
Supervision,  can  be  laid  before  the 
House  for  its  information. 

Mr.  D.  CAMERON  inquired  when 
the  Papers  could  be  had  containing  this 
information  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour),  in  reply,  said,  the  Papers 
could  be  had  immediately. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA  —  DETENTION 
OF  THE  "ATALAYA." 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  What  propor- 
tion of  the  expenses  connected  with  the 
detention  of  the  ship  "Atalaya"  at 
Quebec,  for  alleged  infringement  of  the 
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Foreign  Enlifitment  Act,  has  been  paid 
by  the  Canadian  Goyernment  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  Sir,  the  whole  of 
the  admitted  damages  and  costs  in  the 
case  of  the  Atalaya  have  been  paid  from 
Imperial  funds ;  that  was  done  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  directions  contained  in 
the  despatch  under  which  the  ship  was 
detained,  and  which  left  no  option  what- 
eyer  in  the  matter. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  DISTRESS  IN 
THE  WEST  AND  NORTH-WEST. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  documents,  in  the  nature  of  re- 
ports of  Local  Q-oyernment  Board  In- 
spectors, resolutions  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, communications  made  to  the  Irish 
Executive,  and  replies  by  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive, and  especially  by  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board,  dealing  with  the 
prevalent  distress  in  certain  parts  of  the 
West  and  North-West  of  Ireland,  he  is 
prepared  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 

House  ? 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN:  Sir,  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  all 
resolutions  of  Boards  of  Guardians  re- 
garding distress  which  may  be  specially 
a^ked  for.  The  Eeports  of  Local  Go- 
vernment Inspectors  are  deemed  confi- 
dential, being  made  for  the  information 
of  the  Board;  and  it  would  certainly  be 
extremely  inconvenient  if,  in  drawing 
up  those  Keports,  they  anticipated  their 
being  called  for  by  the  House;  but  if 
any  special  Keport  is  asked  for,  I  will 
see  whether  it  cannot  be  presented.  I 
gave  a  general  pledge  last  night  to  lay 
the  views  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  before  the  House,  and  I  hope  the 
Papers  I  shall  lay  on  the  Table  will  do  so. 

Mr.  sexton  asked,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  urgency  of  the  question, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make  a 
compilation  of  the  documents  he  intended 
to  present,  and  lay  them  on  the  Table  as 
soon  as  possible,  for  the  information  of 
Members. 

Mr.  TBEVELYAN :  I  hope  to  lay 
some  documents  of  an  interesting  and 
important  character  on  the  Table  before 
Easter. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS 
ACT  (IS66)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  HIOKS   asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 

Mr*  A,  J,  Balfour 


fact  that  a  great  number  of  Members 
must  be  absent  from  the  House  during 
the  first  week  after  Easter,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  having  to  attend  at 
Quarter  Sessions,  he  will  give  an  assur- 
ance that  the  Affirmation  Bill  shall  not 
be  proceeded  witJi  until  after  that  date  ? 
Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  cannot 
give  any  other  answer  than  that  which 
was  given  by  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  and  repeated  by 
myself,  that  we  will  give  every  Notice 
before  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
comes  on. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  (THE  TRANSVAAL)— 
CRUELTIES  OF  THE  BOERS. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 
attention  had  been  called,  as  early  as 
Monday  last,  to  the  following  passage, 
page  67,  paragraph  49„  in  the  Further 
Correspondence  issued  on  Wednesday 
upon  aflfairs  in  the  Transvaal,  and 
vouched  for  by  Mr.  Eutherford,  se- 
cretary to  the  British  Besident  to  this 
effect : 

"  These  four  children,  Khate,  Tapiesa, 
Pheta,  Mentflhe,  were  wounded;  four  others 
were  killed  by  the  Boers.  It  is  true  this 
was  during  the  war ;  but  they  being  children, 
their  ages  from  9  to  16,  and  as  they  were  un- 
armed, and  were  herding  calves  only,  it  was 
against  our  laws  to  kill  such  or  any  cowherds 
if  they  do  not  resist  capture.  The  Boers  know 
this  rule  well; " 

and,  whether  his  attention  was  called  to 
page  74,  of  the  same  Eeport,  Annexure 
H,  headed  *'  list  of  murders  committed 
by  the  Boers,"  detailing  the  murder  of 
nine  old  and  iniirm  men  and  one  woman, 
and  testified  by  the  Chief  Montsoia  and 
three  witnesses ;  and,  if  not,  why  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies has  failed  to  put  the  House  in 
possession  of  information  which  must 
have  been  well  known  at  the  Colonial 
Office  ?  I  wish  to  make  a  short  expla- 
nation of  the  reason  why  I  put  the  Ques- 
tion. On  Monday  last  statements  were 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  no  authentic  information 
respecting  the  murderous  outrages  com- 
mitted by  the  Boers ;  while  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  de- 
clared that  the  facts  were  already  in  the 
possession  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  noble  Lord 
is  now  entering  upon  controversial  matter. 
Jt  is  impossible  for  me  to  hear  these 
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statements  withoat  answering  them.  I 
wish  then  to  know,  Sir,  if  the  noble 
Lord  is  in  Order  in  making  them  ? 

Mb.  SFEAKEE  :  The  noble  Lord  is 
in  Order  in  referring  to  such  matters  as 
relate  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  and 
are  necessary  to  explain  it ;  but  he  is 
not  entitled  to  enter '  into  any  contro- 
yersial  matter. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL:  I  have  no 
desire  to  raise  any  question  upon  which 
there  is  likely  to  be  controversy.  I 
only  wish  to  ascertain  whether  certain 
facts  which  have  a  bearing  upon  this 
Question  are  correct. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir— [Criw  of 
*'  Order ! "]  I  am  speaking  to  Order. 
The  facts  which  the  noble  Lord  began 
to  state  were  of  a  highly  controversial 
character ;  and  what  I  want  to  ask  is, 
whether  it  would  be  agreeable  to  the 
House  that  I  should  enter  into  them  in 
replying  to  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord? 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL:  I  trust 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  will  be 
able  to  make  a  full  answer  to  my  Ques- 
tion, and  I  shall  not  be  deterred  from 
asking  it  by  any  reply  which  he  may 
be  pleased  to  make  to  it.  I  wish  only 
to  add  that  at  the  time  the  Blue  Book 


was 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  noble  Lord  is 
now  referring  to  a  former  debate  during 
the  present  Session,  and  is  clearly  out 
of  Order. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL :  I  have  no 
desire  to  refer  to  any  former  debate  at 
all.  But,  perhaps,  my  Question  is  al- 
ready so  clear  that  the  House  will  un- 
derstand what  I  mean.  I  will  therefore 
put  the  Question  to  the  Prime  Minister 
as  it  stands  on  the  Paper. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he 
was  aware  on  Friday  last  that  there  was 
in  the  possession  of  the  Government  the 
official  Report  upon  the  South- West  of 
the  Transvaal  by  Mr.  Rutherford,  Se- 
cretary to  the  British  Resident,  Prsetoria, 
of  which  the  following  are  extracts  (page 
56  [Transvaal,  in  continuation  of  C. 
3419]):— 

"It  is  just  impoasible  to  record  in  a  report, 
neceMarily  limitea  to  its  special  subject,  what 
anyone  who  will  yisit  these  parts  of  the  country 
will  see  day  by  day.  All  observanco,  nay,  all 
sense  of  law,  of  right,  of  reason,  is  being  daily 
increasingly  obscured  and  rejected.  To  see 
land,  property,  cattle,  is  to  lust  for  and  seize 
them. 


"  I  have  lon^  since  much  modified  any  ex- 
treme negrophiliflt  views  I  may  have  held  in 
earlier  years,  but  not  believing  that  the  <  final 
cause '  of  the  existence  of  Natives  in  such  im- 
mense numbers  in  South  Africa  is  only  that 
they  should  be  wiped  out ;  and  believing,  on 
the  contrary,  that  the  problem  of  their  being 
allowed  to  continue  to  exist  beneficially  to 
others  and  becoming  improved  themselves  is 
one  that  can  be  solved,  I  turn  with  sad  repul- 
sion from  what  I  have  seen  and  otherwise 
know  to  exist." 

Page  67, 

"  The  Chief  (Mankoroane)  then  pressed  me, 
just  as  had  been  done  by  Montsiosa  and  his 
Council,  to  give  them  some  information  and 
some  hope  of  intervention  on  their  behalf, 
pressed  hard  upon  me  how  unfalteringly  they 
had  stood  by  the  English  and  respected  the 
English  laws  and  line,  and  <  the  Queen's  word  ;'*' 

and,  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Qovern- 
ment  to  make  any  determined  efifort  to 
stop  the  atrocities  and  blood- guiltiness 
of  which  they  now  have  authentic  official 
information  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  with  respect 
to  the  important  and  painful  details  that 
are  communicated  in  the  Questions  put 
by  the  hon.  Members,  I  may  state  that 
these  details  reached  this  country  during 
my  absence  from  it,  and  they  were  not 
within  my  knowledge  at  the  time  I  spoke 
on  Monday.  At  the  same  time,  I  must 
observe  that  these  Questions  have  no 
connection  with  the  debate  on  Monday 
last.  My  observation  in  the  debate  of 
Monday  last,  that  the  information  before 
the  House  was  not  authentic  informa- 
tion, referred  to  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gorst).  On  Monday  last,  we  were 
debating  matters  supposed  to  be  con- 
nected with  the  conduct  of  the  Boer 
Government  within  Transvaal  territory, 
and  falling  under  these  provisions  of  the 
Convention  which  refer  to  the  Transvaal 
territory.  The  important  citations  con- 
tained in  these  two  Questions  differ,  I 
believe,  in  all  these  respects.  They 
relate  to  the  acts  of  independent  persons 
and  to  another  frontier — the  opposite 
and  most  distant  frontier  of  that  terri- 
tory— namely,  the  South- West,  instead 
of,  I  believe,  the  North-East,  and  are 
transactions  purporting  to  have  occurred 
beyond  the  Transvaal  Frontier,  and  fall- 
ing under  different  conditions  and  diffe- 
rent considerations  altogether.  I  may, 
perhaps,  say  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Ashley),  in  his  speech  during  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  signified  dis- 
tinctly to  the  House  that  the  Govern- 
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ment  were  in  possession  of  painful  in- 
formation relating  to  the  atrocities  com- 
mitted in  that  region.  With  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  these 
are  matters  of  very  great  importance, 
that  are  receiying  the  careful  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  with  the 
view  of  a  prompt  decision  as  to  the 
course  which  it  might  be  their  duty  to 
take 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL :  Will  Her 
Majesty's  Government  state  the  decision 
when  they  come  to  it  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  As  I  understand 
the  matter,  the  probability  is  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst) 
will  be  able  to  make  a  Motion  on  this 
subject  on  Tuesday,  which  may  afford  a 
convenient  opportunity  ;  but  if  he  should 
not  be  able  to  fulfil  that  intention,  it 
will  be  quite  proper  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  state  on  a  very  early  date — 
and  I  hope  not  later  than  the  day  men- 
tioned— substantially  the  course  that 
they  intend  to  pursue. 

Mr.  GOEST  gave  Notice,  that  he 
would  then  move  that  this  House  regreta 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  so 
long  ignored  tne  proceedings  of  the 
Transvaal  Government  in  the  cruel  and 
atrocious  attacks  made  upon  the  two 
chiefs,  Mankoroane,  and  Montsioa ;  and 
that  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  ener- 
getic steps  should  be  taken  to  secure  the 
strict  observance  by  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment of  the  Convention  of  1881,  so 
that  these  chiefs  may  be  preserved  from 
the  destruction  with  which  they  are 
threatened. 

SEED  ADVANCES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  gave  Notice 
that,  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
he  should  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Government  with 
reference  to  the  Seed  Advances  (Scot- 
land) Bill. 

Sir  JOSEPH  W.  PEASE :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order.  I  wish  to  know,  Sir, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  can  enter  upon  a  discus- 
sion in  reference  to  the  Seeds  question, 
when  a  Bill  upon  that  subject  is  down 
upon  the  Paper  for  a  second  reading? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  not  the 
least  intention  of  discussing  the  merits 
of  the  Bill,  but,  simply,  the  attitude 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  I  apprehend  that  that  will  be  strictly 
in  Order. 

3fr.  Gladstone 


Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  can  only  iay,  in 
reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
that  I  must  defer  my  answer  to  it  until 
the  case  actually  arises.  It  will  then  be 
my  duty  to  say  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is 
in  Order  or  not. 

SALE    OF    POISONS— LEGISLATION  — 
PATENT  MEDICINES. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Wabton, 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
Bill  for  the  further  regulation  of  the 
sale  of  poisons,  which  will  include  pro- 
visions respecting  the  sale  of  so-called 
patent  medicines  of  a  poisonous  charac- 
ter. The  Bill  will  be  introduced  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament. 

THE  DANTJBIAN  CONFERENCE— THE 
KILIA  MOUTH. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  Whether  he  would 
give  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the  abro- 
gation of  the  Treaty  of  1856  by  the 
Danube  Conference  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  cannot 
answer  a  Question  regarding  giving  a 
day  for  the  purpose  of  considering  a 
matter  which  the  hon.  Member  assumes 
to  be  matter  of  fact,  but  which  I  do  not 
conceive  to  be  matter  of  fact,  and  with 
regard  to  which,  therefore,  no  occasion 
has  arisen  that  would  form  the  basis  of 
a  discussion. 

Barok  HENEY  DE  WORMS  asked, 
whether  there  was  no  alteration  pro- 
posed at  the  Conference  with  regara  to 
the  Kilia  mouth  of  the  Danube  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  not  the 
question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  Treaty  of  1856  had  been,  or  was 
about  to  be,  abrogated.  That  was  what 
I  was  not  aware  of.  I  cannot  give  a 
day  for  discussing  these  things.  They 
will  come  in  their  order. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  asked  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
propose  a  Vote  on  Account  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Childers),  in  reply,  said, 
that  that  was  a  matter  as  to  which  the 
Government  would  give  the  usual  No- 
tice.   A  Vote  on  Account-  would  follow 
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the  Supplementary  Estimates  and  the 
first  Army  and  Nayy  Votes. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  I  ought  to  men- 
tion that  as  far  as  the  Supplemental  Es- 
timates are  concerned,  it  is  a  matter  of 
absolute  necessity,  in  order  to  meet  the 
provision  of  the  law,  that  they  should 
be  passed  by  a  certain  day.  If  we  fail 
to  despatch  all  the  remaining  Estimates 
to-night,  I  believe,  judging  from  what 
we  conceive  to  be  our  duty,  it  will  be 
our  duty  to  ask  the  House  for  a  Sitting 
to-morrow  for  that  purpose.  Supposing 
the  case  of  their  not  being  finished  to- 
morrow, I  think  a  great  inconvenience 
would  arise.  It  would  be  most  impru- 
dent of  the  Government  to  suppose  that 
they  can  take  a  Wednesday  for  that 
purpose,  and,  therefore,  we  cannot  in- 
clude Wednesday.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  say  there  is  very  urgent  ne- 
cessity for  closing  the  Supplementary  Es- 
timates to-night  or  to-morrow. 

In  reply  to  Lord  Eandolfh  Churchill, 
as  to  the  probable  day  on  which  the 
House  would  meet  after  Easter, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said :  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  is  under  a  mistake,  and  the 
question  of  the  day  on  which  the  House 
meets  after  Easter  has  no  bearing  what- 
ever on  the  completion  of  Supply.  The 
real  difficulty  which  the  Government 
have  to  consider  is  the  time  required 
after  the  Estimates  are  voted  for  the 
passage  of  the  Appropriation  Bill 
through  the  House  of  Lords. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by 
Colonel  Makins,  as  to  the  day  on  which 
the  House  would  re-assemble, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said :  I  will  en- 
deavour  to  say  on  an  early  day  next 
week ;  but  I  cannot  give  any  positive 
answer  on  that  subject  until  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  are  furnished. 

SirWALTERB.  BARTTELOT  asked, 
whether,  in  the  case  of  the  Supplementary 
Estimates  being  finished  to-morrow,  the 
Army  Estimates  would  be  taken  on 
Monday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Yes,  Sir,  that  is 
the  intention. 

In  reply  to  Questions  from  Mr.  Gorst 
and  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take 
the  Naval  Estimates  on  Thursday.  He 
could  not  undertake  to  say  at  present 


what  other  Business  would  be  taken 
before  Easter. 

EGYPT— LORD  DUFFERIN'S  DESPATCH. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD'.BAETLETT  asked, 
When  Lord  Dufferin's  despatch  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table. 

Lord  EDMOND  EITZMAURICE  : 
I  stated  the  other  day,  that  the  despatch 
will  be  presented  as  soon  as  possible 
after  it  is  returned  by  Lord  Dufferin, 
and  I  think  that  will  probably  be  early 
next  week. 

INDIA—DEATH  OF  SIR  SALAR  JUNG. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  the  Government  have  received  any 
authentic  information  as  to  the  repoii; 
that  the  death  of  Sir  Salar  Jung  had 
not  arisen  solely  from  natural  causes  ? 

Mr.  J.  K.  CROSS,  in  reply,  said,  that 
no  information  had  been  received  as  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  death  of  Sir 
Salar  Jung,  which  would  lead  them  to 
believe  the  statements  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  indicated  to  the  House. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  BAY, 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed? 
•'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

FACTORY  AND  EDUCATION  ACTS 
(SCOTLAND).— RESOLUTION. 

Me.  COOHEAN-PATBICK,  in  rising 
to  direct  attention  to  the  operation  of  the 
Factory  Acts  in  Scotland,  in  so  far  as 
they  affect  Elementary  Education  in 
that  Country ;  and  to  move — 

That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desir- 
able that  the  want  of  harmony  which  practically 
exists  between  the  Factory  and  Education  Acta 
in  Scotland  be  remedied  by  legislation  at  the 
earliest  opportunity," 

said :  I  desire  to  show  that  this  want  of 
harmony  exercises  a  very  injurious  effect 
on  the  system  of  education  in  Scotland. 
It  imposes  unnecessary  and  vexatious 
duties  upon  those  who  are  charged  with 
factory  superintendence;  it  imposes  addi- 
tional responsibility  on  the  school  boards; 
it  interferes  in  many  cases  with  the  legi- 
timate claims  for  the  supply  of  labour ; 
and,  not  unfrequently,  it  imposes  a  very 
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great  amount  of  hardship  upon  those 
parents  of  the  working  classes  who  have 
taken  the  most  efficient  means  for  the 
education  of  their  children.  I  think,  in 
order  clearly  to  apprehend  the  condition 
in  which  we  are  in  Scotland  in  this  matter, 
it  is  necessary  to  consider,  in  the  first 
place,  the  terms  of  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  regulate  education  and  employ- 
ment in  that  country.  You  have,  in 
the  first  place,  the  Scotch  Education  Act 
of  1 872 ;  in  the  next  place,  an  Amend- 
ment Act  relating  to  education  in  1878; 
and,  in  the  third  place,  the  Factory  Act 
of  the  same  year.  The  clauses  of  the 
Act  of  1872  are  very  clear  and  explicit. 
The  69th  clause  provides  that  all  children 
between  the  ages  of  5  and  13  shall  be 
educated.  The  72nd  prohibits  anyone 
employing  a  child  under  13  who  has  not 
attended  school  regularly  for  three  years, 
or  until  he  can  read  and  write,  and  ren- 
ders the  employer  of  such  a  child  liable 
to  fine  and  imprisonment ;  and  the  73rd 
requires  a  certificate  of  ability  to  read 
and  write  and  of  a  knowledge  of  elemen- 
tary arithmetic  granted  by  an  Inspector 
of  Schools  in  order  to  exempt  parents  and 
employers  from  any  legal  proceeding. 
The  Act  of  1872  was  considerably  modi- 
fied by  the  Act  passed  in  1878,  the  5th 
section  of  which  Act  forbids  the  employ- 
ment of  children  under  10,  and  allows 
those  between  10  and  14  to  work  only 
if  they  have  a  certificate  in  the  terms  of 
the  Act  of  1872,  unless  any  such  child  is 
employed  and  is  attending  school  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  provisions  of  any  Act 
or  Minute  of  the  Scotch  Education  De- 
partment ;  and  the  Factory  Act  of  1878, 
by  the  20th  section,  prohibits  the  em* 
ployment  of  children  under  10  ;  but  by 
the  26th  section  it  allows  a  child  of 
1 3,  who  has  passed  a  certain  Standard 
of  education — which  Standard  is  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  State — and 
has  made  a  certain  number  of  previous 
attendances,  to  work  full  time  as  a  young 
person  under  the  terms  of  that  Act. 
These  are  the  Acts  of  Parliament  which 
bear  upon  the  point.  But,  besides  these 
Acts,  there  is  permission  to  the  Educa- 
tion Department  to  pass  certain  regula- 
tions, and  in  accordance  with  that  Act 
the  Scotch  Education  Department,  on 
the  16th  of  December,  1878,  resolved  that 
the  Standard  of  education  allowing  the 
partial  exemption  of  children  above  10 
from  the  obligation  to  attend  school 
should  be  the  3rd  Standard  prescribed 
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by  the  Scotch  Education  Code,  and  that 
the  Standard  of  educational  abiliiy  to 
give  full  time  work  after  13  should 
be  the  5th  Standard.  Those  are  the 
Acts  and  Minutes  which  regulate  the 
question  of  education  and  employment. 
On  the  question  of  how  far  these  Acts 
and  Minutes  are  reduced  into  prac- 
tice, we  have  some  facts  that  are 
quite  certain  and  undoubted,  and  others 
upon  which  a  certain  amount  of  doubt 
and  uncertainty  arise.  With  regard  to 
the  former,  it  is  certain  that,  both  under 
the  Factory  and  the  Education  Acts,  no 
child  below  10  can,  under  any  circum- 
stances whatever,  engage  in  remunera- 
tive employment.  In  the  second  place, 
it  is  certain  that  no  child  under  13  can 
work  full  time  at  all,  no  matter  how 
much  he  knows ;  and,  in  the  third  place, 
it  is  certain  that  every  child  over  14  can 
work  full  time,  no  matter  how  little  he 
knows.  Now,  besides  these  cases  upon 
which  no  dubiety  exists,  we  have  two 
cases  in  which  the  same  amount  of  cer- 
tainty is  not  quite  so  clear.  We  have 
first,  the  case  of  children  between  10  and 
1 3  who  are  permitted  to  work  half-time. 
Under  the  Acts  to  which  I  have  directed 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  under 
the  Minutes  of  the  Scotch  Education 
Department,  children  between  the  ages 
of  10  and  13  are  allowed  to  work  half- 
time.  Before  the  month  of  August, 
1879,  no  Educational  Standard  was  re- 
quired for  half-time  work ;  it  was  suffi- 
cient that  they  were  attending  a  certified 
school ;  but  after  that  date  the  Minute 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
came  into  force,  and  the  3rd  Standard 
was  laid  down  as  that  which  was 
required  to  enable  children  to  work  half- 
time.  Then  we  have  the  case  of  children 
between  13  and  14  years  of  age.  These 
children  can  work  half-time,  under  the 
same  regulations  as  affect  the  case  of 
children  between  10  and  IS;  and  they 
can  work  full  time  as  ''  young  persons," 
in  a  technical  sense,  under  the  Factory 
Act,  in  the  first  place,  if  they  have  a 
certificate  of  having  passed  the  5th 
Standard ;  or,  in  the  second  place,  if  they 
have  a  certificate  of  ''due  attendance," 
as  defined  by  the  Scotch  Education  Code 
of  1880 — namely,  that  they  have  made 
250  attendances  after  five  years  of  age, 
in  not  more  than  two  schools,  in  each 
year  for  five  years,  whether  consecutive 
or  not.  These  are  the  facts  which  result 
from  the  operation  of  the  Acts  of  Parlii^- 
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ment  and  the  Minutes  of  the  Education 
Department.  There  is  no  doubt,  I  think, 
that  the  intention,  both  of  the  Acts  and 
the  Minutes,  was  that,  for  the  purpose 
of  half-time  employment,  the  3rd  Stan- 
dard should  be  the  Standard  of  educa- 
tional efficiency  in  Scotland  ;  but,  in 
point  of  fact,  that  regulation  is  now 
practically  in  abeyance,  and  the  difficulty 
we  have  to  contend  with  has  arisen  from 
the  peculiar  wording  of  the  dth  clause  of 
the  Act  of  1870.     That  clause  says — 

**  Such  a  child  shall  not  be  employed,  unless 
attending  sohool  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  any  Act  of  Parliament  regulating 
labour,  or  of  any  Minute  of  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department." 

I  understand  that  a  legal  doubt  arose 
in  reference  to  the  peculiar  phraseology 
of  the  latter  part  of  that  clause ;  and  I 
believe  the  matter  was  so  doubtful,  that 
the  opinion  of  the  highest  legal  authority 
in  Scotland  was  taken  on  the  point,  and 
that  opinion  showed  such  dubiety  that  no 
school  board  felt  justified  in  bringing 
the  case  before  the  Superior  Courts  to  be 
settled.  The  matter  has  rested  in  that 
very  unsatisfactory  state  from  the  time 
that  opinion  was  given  until  now.  On 
the  particular  gravity  and  importance 
of  this  question,  and  its  practical  effect 
upon  education,  I  might  adduce  a  vast 
amount  of  testimony  which  I  have  been 
favoured  with  by  persons  who  take  a 
deep  interest  in  the  matter  ;  but  I  think 
it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  and  will  meet  my  own  case,  if  I 
lay  down  simply  four  statements.  The 
first  is  found  in  the  27th  page  of  the 
Beport  for  1881  of  the  Chief  Inspector 
of  Factories.  The  Inspector  for  the 
Edinburgh  District,  there  says — 

"  Cases  frequently  arise  in  my  district,  of 
children  under  13  years  being  granted  certifi- 
cates from  the  School  Board,  permitting  them, 
as  a  reward  for  proficiency,  to  work  full  time, 
sometimes  accompanied  with  a  proviso  that  they 
shall  attend  a  night  school.  A  child  armed  with 
this  authority  naturally  thinks  it  very  hard  that 
the  Factory  Act  interferes  and  nullifies  the  ad- 
vantages he  has  gained  by  his  own  industry  and 
good  conduct ;  the  parents  are  also  aggrieved, 
and  the  employer  is  naturally  much  annoyed, 
and  expresses  his  disgust  at  the  discrepancy 
between  the  two  Acts  in  no  measured  terms." 

Again,  the  School  Board  of  Glasgow,  in 

their  Keport  for  1881,  says — 

*<  There  is  a  want  of  harmony  between  the 
Factory  Act  and  the  Education  Act.  Some 
children  who  have  not  the  requirements  of  the 
Education  Act  may,  and  frequently  do,  leave 
school  about  12,  but  cannot  legally  work  full 


time  until  they  are  13  ;  while  others  who  have 
attained  the  age  of  13  are  free  under  the  Educa- 
tion Act,  but  not  having  passed  Standard  5,  nor 
made  the  necessary  attendances,  they  are  not 
allowed  to  work  full  time  until  they  are  14  years 
of  age." 

And,  in  their  Beport  for  1882,  they  re- 
peat this  statement,  and  add — 

''It  is  a  striking  and  significant  fact  that 
while  there  were  8,375  children  between  the 
ages  of  12  and  1 3  at  school  in  1881,  there  are  only 
now  6,438  children.  Children  under  13  cannot  bo 
employed  full  time  in  factories  and  workshops. 
There  is  only  a  limited  demand  for  them  in 
offices,  and  thnre  is  a  strong  temptation  to  them 
to  take  irregular  work,  or  hang  about  the  streets 
until  they  are  of  proper  age.'* 

Then  I  find  the  School  Board  of  Paisley, 
who  have  also  great  experience  on  these 
particular  points,  giving!  an  opinion  in 
very  much  the  same  terms.    They  say — 

"  We  find  that  the  numbers  are  on  the  in- 
crease, and  that  out  of  the  809  under  this  Act, 
266  have  not  passed  the  3rd  Standard.  These 
children  will,  as  a  rule,  be  far  behind  in  their 
education  when  they  leave  school,  so  that  we  do 
not  wonder  that  the  half-time  movement  is  one 
which  has  never  commended  itself  to  the  public. 
There  are  three  schools  in  our  town  into  which 
half-timers  only  are  admitted,  although  there 
are  schools  under  the  Government  Inspector, 
where  half-timers  are  likewise  admitted.  We 
think  that  if  there  was  more  harmony  between 
the  Factory  and  Education  Acts,  and  if  healthy 
children  about  12  years  of  age,  who  have  passed 
Standard  5,  could  oe  employed  to  work  full  time 
in  healthy  places,  there  would  not  be  the  same 
inducement  to  parents  to  send  their  little  ones 
to  work  on  half-time  at  10  years^old — a  custom 
which  is  rapidly  extending." 

They  add  that  there  are  600  children  in 
Paisley,  under  13  years  of  age,  who  have 
met  the  requirements  of  the  Education 
Act  and  are  not  attending  school,  but 
who  could  be  much  better  employed 
than  in  hanging  about  the  streets. 
Therefore,  they  feel  that  some  alteration 
must  be  made  now,  or  very  soon  by  the 
Government.  The  only  other  extract 
which  I  shall  quote  to  the  House  is 
from  the  school  board  with  which  I  am 
myself  connected,  and  which  fairly  repre- 
sents the  average  of  a  great  number  of 
country  school  boards.  It  is  a  mining, 
manufacturing,  and  agricultural  district, 
and  this  is  the  opinion  of  one  of  our 
most  experienced  of&cials — 

*'  What  is  wanted  is  a  definition  of  the  stan- 
dard of  education  necessary  to  enable  a  child 
between  10  and  13  years  of  age  to  work  half- 
time,  which  would  be  recognised  both  by  the 
factory  and  education  inspector.  There  is  a 
difficulty  also  with  regard  to  children  between 
13  and  14  years  of  age.  The  Factory  Acts  do 
not  allow  these  to  work  full  time  until  they  have 
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passed  the  5ih  StandarJ,  while  school  hoards 
have  no  nght  to  interfere  with  children  above 
1 3  years  of  age.  The  effect  of  this  is,  that  while 
these  children  have  to  attend  school  in  order  to 
he  allowed  to  work,  the  school  board  officer  has 
no  control  over  them." 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
take  up  any  more  time  upon  this  point, 
although,  if  I  liked,  I  might  lay  similar 
testimony  before  the  House  from  almost 
eyery  part  of  Scotland  ;  but,  under  the 
present  circumstances,  I  do  not  feel  justi- 
fied in  doing  more  than  is  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  prove  my  point.  I  should  like 
now,  very  briefly,  to  bring  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  one  or  two  only  of  the  very 
peculiar  cases  wbich  arise  from  the  prac- 
tical working  of  these  two  Acts.  In  the 
first  place.  Sir,  I  will  point  out  that  the 
definition  of  **  child  "  is  diflferent  under 
the  Education  Acts  to  what  it  is  under 
the  Factory  Acts.  For  the  purpose  of 
education,  a  **  child  "  is  a  person  between 
the  age  of  5  and  13.  After  a  child  is  13 
years  of  age,  the  power  of  the  school 
board  ceases  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  and 
in  Scotland,  when  a  child  under  13  years 
of  age  has  passed  the  5th  Standard,  the 
school  board  has  practically  no  further 
control  over  him ;  and,  therefore,  the 
child  ceases  to  be  a  **  child  *'  for  educa- 
tional purposes.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
Factory  Act  defines  a  **  child"  to  be  a 
person  up  to  the  age  of  14  years,  and 
an  important  distinction  of  that'sort  leads 
to  very  many  difficulties  when  we  come 
to  reduce  them  to  practice.  In  the  case 
of  a  child  who  had  passed  the  5th  Stan- 
dard, as  I  have  said,  the  control  of  the 
school  board  over  it  ceases  ;  but  there 
are  very  many  children  who  are  over  1 3 
years  of  age,  but  who  have  not  passed 
the  5th  Standard,  nor  have  made  the 
necessary  number  of  attendances  to  en- 
title them  to  the  *'  due  attendance  "  cer- 
tificate, and,  therefore,  if  they  are 
allowed  to  work  at  all,  they  are  only 
entitled  to  work  as  half-timers,  and  if 
they  do,  they  must  attend  school  in  order 
to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  Factory 
Acts.  They  are,  then,  in  this  position, 
they  are  attending  school  without  the 
school  board  having  any  control  over 
them.  Again,  you  have  children  who 
have  passed  the  6th  Standard  before  the 
age  of  13.  They  can  only  work  as  half- 
timers  ;  as  half-timers  they  must  attend 
school ;  but  by  the  Education  Act,  with 
the  consent  of  the  school  boards  and  the 
wish  of  their  parents,  they  are  relieved 
from  attending  aohool  when  they  have 
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passed  that  Standard.  Under  the  Factory 
Acts,  in  order  to  be  able  to  work,  they 
must  attend  school,  and  if  they  do  not, 
those  same  parents  are  liable  to  fine  and 
imprisonment.     There  is  another  case 
which  frequently  occurs.    A  boy  has  a 
'^due  attendance  "  certificate,  and  is  13 
years  of  age,  and  he  may  work  in  a 
factory  or  workshop  under  the  Act  full 
time,  having  scarcely  any  education ;  but 
another  boy  who  has  passed  two  sub- 
jects in  the  5th  Standard,  and  therefore 
has  a  respectable  amount  of  elementary 
knowledge,  is  not  allowed  to  take  em- 
ployment in  a  shop  or  warehouse  where 
his    work    is    practically    educational. 
Then,  as  often  happens,  in  country  dis- 
tricts, where  there  are  no  factories  or 
workshops,  a  child  between  13  and   14 
who  has  not  passed  the  5th  Standard, 
and  who  has  not  got  a   '^due  attend- 
ance "  certificate,  cannot  work  half-time 
because  there  is  no  opportunity  for  doing 
so  ;  the  school  boards  cannot  touch  him 
because  he  is  over  13 ;   he  cannot  le- 
gally get  employment  otherwise;   and, 
therefore,  that  child  is  placed  in  an  en- 
forced state  of  idleness,  at  an  age  of  life 
when  it  is  especially  necessary  that  he 
should  be  taught  habits  of   industry. 
I  think  it  is  unnecessary  to  quote  other 
oases,  because  those  who  know  the  Acts 
know  very   well  the  variety   of   cases 
there  are  that  are  constantly  rising  up. 
I  have  now  laid  before  the  House  the 
proposition  which  I  first  laid  down,  and 
it  would  be  improper  for  me,  under  the 
circumstances,  or  under  the  scope  of  the 
Eesolution,  to  do  more  than  indicate  the 
particular    direction    which    legislation 
might  take ;   but  there  are  two  points 
which,  I  think,  are  especially  worthy  of 
attention.     In  the  first  place,  it  is  very 
necessary  there  should  oe  some  Standard 
of  educational  efficiency,  which  should 
be  recognized  both  by  the  Education 
Acts  and  the  Factory  Acts.     I  am  aware 
that,  in  some  districts  of  Scotland,  higher 
Standards  might  be  required   than  in 
others — the  4th  Standard  being  recom- 
mended in  some — but  I   am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  what  Standard  would  be 
the  most  advisable  and  necessary  for 
the  whole  country  in  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.     My  opinion,  however,  is 
— and  it  is  based  upon   facta  coming 
within  my  own  knowledge — that  the 
8rd  Standard  would  be  probably  suffi- 
cient, and  that  it  would  meet  all  the 
requirements  of   the  case.      But  I  do 
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not  wish  to  place  that  before  the  House 
in  any  other  shape  than  merely  as  my 
own  private  opinion ;  but  I  am  satisfied 
of  this,  that  whatever  Standard  of  edu- 
cation may  be  laid  down  as  that  without 
which  half-time  employment  cannot  be 
entered  into,  it  would  require  to  be  very 
carefully  guarded,  so  as,  in  the  firet 
place,  not  to  interfere  with  those  who 
have  already,  without  that  educational 
requirement,  been  so  far  legally,  or  by 
the  ordinary  custom,  engaged  in  half- 
time  occupation.  I  think  also  that  it 
might  be  necessary  to  follow  the  example 
and  precedent  of  the  English  Act,  and 
in  some  cases,  at  any  rate,  to  provide 
for  possibly  a  temporary  or  local  exemp- 
tion. I  am  perfectly  aware  that  the 
case  of  exception  to  Acts  of  Parliament 
is  one  which  would  be  gladly  and  pro- 
perly avoided ;  but  when  you  come  to 
deal  with  practical  and  existing  circum- 
stances in  various  localities,  I  think  we 
must  make  a  choice  either  between  an 
exception  or  an  evasion ;  and  if  you 
have  to  take  that  choice,  it  is  better  to 
have  exceptions  rather  than  evasions. 
Then,  Sir,  I  think  also  it  would  be  very 
advisable,  in  any  measure  which  may  be 
in  the  future  laid  before  the  House,  that 
some  means  should  be  taken  for  bring- 
ing the  Standards  and  years  somewhat 
nearer  than  at  present.  I  have  received 
a  copy  of  an  opinion  of  the  School  Board 
of  Glasgow  on  this  point,  which  I  be- 
lieve represents  the  unanimous  judgment 
of  a  body  very  competent  to  deal  with 
the  point.    It  is  in  these  terms — 

''That  the  parent  of  a  child  of  13  years 
complete  shall,  as  at  present,  be  free  from  pro- 
secution under  the  Eaucation  Act ;  and  that,  at 
the  same  age,  the  child  should  he  entitled  to  be 
employed  full  time  under  the  Factory  and 
Workshops  Act  and  the  Education  Act  of 
1878." 

I  think,  taking  into  consideration  the 
great  experience  which  the  School  Board 
of  Glasgow  have  had  in  the  work  of 
education  among  people  where  this  par- 
ticular point  arises — for  I  believe  it  has 
come  before  them  more  than  in  almost 
any  other  part  of  the  country — I  think 
that  opinion  is  worthy  of  consideration, 
although  I  will  not  say  that  I  agree  to 
it  to  its  full  extent.  I  am  quite  sure,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  is  able  to  hold  out 
any  encouragement  that  this  matter 
will  receive  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  as  early  an  opportunity  as  pos- 


sible, and  that  the  experience  which  the 
various  Departments  have  had  will  be 
brought  to  bear  in  bringing  forward 
the  measure,  it  will  render  much  more 
easy  the  work  of  national  education  in 
Scotland  In  conclusion,  I  have  only 
to  thank  the  House  for  the  kind  atten- 
tion given  me  in  dealing  with  a  subject 
necessarily  dry,  and  should  my  Motion 
be  practically  agreed  to,  and  should  a 
measure  of  this  Kind,  in  course  of  time, 
be  brought  in,  I  am  confident  it  would 
be  productive  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
the  whole  community.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  proposed  the  Besolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  E.  PRESTON  BRUCE,  in  se- 
conding the  Motion,  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Cochran  -  Patrick)  had  succeeded  in 
showing  the  want  of  harmony  between 
the  Education  Acts  and  the  Factory 
Acts  as  now  enforced  in  Scotland.  It 
appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Bruce)  that  the 
inconvenience  resulting  from  that  want 
of  harmony  came  principally  under  two 
heads.  The  first  and  most  important 
evil  was  that  half-timers — children  of 
10  years  of  age  and  upwards — were 
employed  in  factories,  without  having 
previously  passed  any  educational  Stan- 
dard whatever.  He  believed  there  was 
no  doubt  that  was  the  case,  although  it 
was  directly  in  the  face  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Education  Act  of  1878,  and  of 
the  Departmental  Minute  of  that  Act. 
According  to  the  Departmental  Minute, 
no  child  ought  to  be  employed  as  a  half- 
timer  in  a  factory  or  workshop  who  had 
not  previously  passed  the  3rd  Standard ; 
but,  owing  to  some  defect  in  the  word- 
ing of  the  Act,  he  believed  that  propo- 
sition was  not  operative,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  children  were  employed  long 
before  they  had  reached  even  that  smaU 
educational  Standard.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Srd  Standard 
would  be  the  best  to  select  as  the  mini- 
mum, without  reaching  which  a  child 
should  not  be  allowed  to  take  employ- 
ment. But,  at  any  rate,  whether  it  was 
the  right  Standard  or  not,  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
see  their  way  to  lay  down  that  there 
should  be  some  educational  Standard, 
up  to  which  every  child  must  come  be- 
fore being  employed  as  a  half-timer. 
The  other  principal  question  to  look  at 
was  the  position  of  children  between  the 
ages  of  13  and  H.   These  children  were 
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in  a  somewhat  peculiar  position.  Thej 
were  no  longer  compellable  under  the 
Education  Acts  to  attend  school;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  under  the  Factory 
Acts  they  were  not  allowed  to  be  em- 
ployed full  time  in  factories  unless  in 
certain  cases — namely,  when  they  had 
got  a  certain  certain  certificate  of  edu- 
cation, or  of  attendance  at  school.  The 
consequence  of  that  was,  that  there  were 
a  number  of  children  who  could  no 
longer  be  obliged  to  attend  school,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  were  not  allowed  to 
take  full-time  employment  in  the  fac- 
tories, and  who  very  probably  might 
spend  their  time  not  in  the  most  advan- 
tageous manner.  There  was  also  the 
case  of  those  children  under  the  age  of 
13  who  had  passed  the  6th  Standard, 
and  who  were  no  longer  compellable  to 
attend  school.  They,  too,  by  the  Fac- 
tory Acts  were  prevented  from  taking 
full-time  employment,  and  they  might 
for  a  time  be  left  in  enforced  idleness. 
Now,  he  believed  it  was  suggested  that, 
as  regarded  the  difficulty  of  children 
between  the  age  of  13  and  14,  it  might 
be  got  over  by  altering  the  definition 
of  a  "  child,"  and  defining  a  *'  child  "  to 
be  a  person  between  the  age  of  13  and 
18,  instead  of  between  the  age  of  14 
and  18,  as  in  the  Factory  Act.  It  was, 
however,  observed  that  if  that  were 
done,  it  would  remove  the  stimulus  that 
at  present  existed,  and  which  encour- 
aged the  child  to  obtain  the  5th  Stan- 
dard certificate  at  the  age  of  1 3  in  order 
to  be  qualified  for  work.  Before  sitting 
down,  he  would  just  ask  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Yice 
President  of  the  Council  to  one  other 
matter  of  detail.  It  had  been  pointed 
out  that  the  certificates  that  were  ne- 
cessary for  the  employment  of  children 
were  very  numerous,  and  referred  to 
both  physical  and  educational  fitness; 
and  he  would  like  to  refer  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  Section  27  of  the 
Factory  Acts,  where  he  would  see  that 
a  surgeon  had  to  fi;ive  a  certificate  of 
fitness,  which  should  be  to  the  eflPect 
that  he  was  satisfied  by  the  production 
of  the  certificate  of  birth  and  'Vother 
sufficient  evidence "  that  the  person 
named  in  the  certificate  was  of  the  age 
specified.  He  was  informed  that  under 
cover  of  these  words  '*  other  sufficient 
evidence''  a  certain  amount  of  laxity 
existed  in  granting  these  certificates, 
and  he  thought   it   was  obviously   of 
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great  importance,  both  that  these  cer- 
tificates should  be  made  as  simple  as 
possible,  and  that  they  should  honestly 
represent  the  facts  which  they  purported 
to  certify.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
Government  would  be  able  to  give  some 
encouragement  to  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
that  he  would  secure  that  amendment 
of  these  Acts  which  he  had  so  ably 
pointed  out. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirahle 
that  the  want  of  harmony  which  practically 
exists  hetween  the  Factory  and  Education  Acts 
in  Scotland  be  remedied  by  legislation  at  the 
earliest  opportunity," — {Mr,  Cochran-Patrickj) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  F.  HENDERSON  said,  he  was 
quite  sure  that  all  those  who  were  in- 
terested in  the  cause  of  education  in 
Scotland  were  very  much  indebted  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Ayrshire 
(Mr.  Cochran-Patrick)  for  having  in- 
troduced this  subject  to  the  House.  To 
the  general  proposition  which  he  had 
made,  he  (Mr.  Henderson)  did  not  think 
any  possible  objection  could  be  taken. 
It  was  exceedingly  desirable,  and  very 
necessary,  that  the  two  great  Acts  re- 
gulating the  education  and  labour  of 
children  in  Scotland  should  work  to- 
gether in  perfect  harmony,  and,  where- 
ever  it  could  be  shown  that  defect 
existed,  it  was  of  great  importance  that  it 
should  be  remedied  as  early  as  possible. 
What  he  was  particularly  interested  in 
was  the  question  of  insisting  on  an  edu- 
cational Standard  for  the  employment  of 
half-timers,  and  he  was  sure  the  House 
would  excuse  him  if  he  entered  some- 
what into  detail  upon  this  matter,  be- 
cause the  town  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent  was  much  more  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  question  of  half-timers 
and  their  relations  than  any  other  town 
in  Scotland.  From  the  nature  of  the 
staple  industry  of  Dundee,  it  admitted  of 
a  very  large  proportion  of  unskilled 
child  labour  being  employed.  He  be- 
lieved the  number^of  operatives  engaged 
in  the  jute  manufacture  represented 
rather  over  than  under  40,000;  and  when 
he  mentioned  that  of  those  there  were  not 
lessthan  4,500  half-timers,  hon.  Members 
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would  at  once  perceive  the  importance  of 
the  subject  to  the  constituency  he  re- 
presented. He  believed  that  number 
represented  more  than  were  employed 
throughout  the  rest  of  Scotland.  He 
understood  that  Olasgow  with  its  varied 
industries,  and  with  four  times  the 
population  of  Dundee,  had  less  than 
1,000  half-timers ;  and  in  Paisley  there 
were  less  than  600  ;  so  that  the  House 
would  at  once  perceive  this  was  a  matter 
of  great  importance  to  Dundee,  and 
therefore  any  regulations  made  by  any 
future  legislation  must  be  a  matter  in 
which  Dundee  must  take  a  great  interest. 
As  early  as  possible  after  the  passing  of 
the  Education  Act  of  1872,  and  after 
providing  for  the  necessary  school  ac- 
commodation that  was  required,  the 
School  Board  of  Dundee  had  their  at- 
tention directed  to  the  question  of  the 
half-timers.  He  was  a  member  of  the 
School  Board  at  that  time,  and  of  the 
sub-committee  delegated  to  inquire  into 
the  matter.  They  were  then  under  the 
impression,  afterwards  fully  borne  out 
by  their  investigations,  that  a  very  large 
number  of  the  half-timers  were  educated 
at  schools  over  which  there  was  no  in- 
spection whatever,  and  that  they  were, 
in  reality,  getting  no  education  at  all. 
He  had  heard  it  often  stated  within  the 
last  few  days  that  there  was  an  impres- 
sion that  the  manufacturers  of  Dundee 
were  neglectful  and  remiss  in  their  duty 
in  sending  the  half-timers  to  school. 
He  was  very  glad  that  he  now  had  the 
opportunity  of  directly  and  emphatically 
denying  that  allegation,  because  nothing 
was  more  gratifying  to  the  committee 
than  to  find  that  on  every  hand  the  em- 
ployers of  these  children  were  anxious  to 
find  means  to  co-operate  with  the  School 
Board,  whereby  they  might  be  sure  of 
the  education  of  the  half-timers.  In 
consequence  of  the  investigations  of  the 
committee,  a  half-time  school  was  estab- 
lished by  the  Board  in  one  of  the  dis- 
tricts of  Dundee.  That  school  still 
existed,  and  the  employers  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood most  wilUngly  contributed  to 
the  expense.  He  believed  it  was  from 
the  beginning  a  source  of  profit,  and 
not  of  loss  to  the  ratepayers.  So  success- 
ful was  the  experiment  that  the  School 
Board  had  added  two  more  schools, 
there  being  now  three  schools  under 
the  management  of  the  School  Board 
inspected  by  the  Government  Inspectors, 
and  furnishing  education  to  half-time 
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children.  There  were  also  private  schools 
connected  with  factories,  and  they  found 
a  great  many  of  the  employers  of  half- 
time  children  take  a  pride  in  the  effi- 
ciency of  their  half-time  schools.  He 
would  give  them  the  Beport  of  the  In- 
spectors of  one  of  the  half-time  factory 
schools,  and  one  under  the  control  of  the 
Board.  At  the  inspection  of  the  one 
under  the  control  of  the  Board  in  1881 
the  Inspector  said — 

''  The  work  all  over  the  school  was  remark- 
ably weU  done,  and  the  results  are  far  beyond 
what  could  have  been  expected." 

The  note  to  that  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board  was  that  the  school  provided 
by  the  Board  was  a  boon  to  the  com- 
munity. The  Eeport  from  the  half-time 
factory  school,  where  250  half-timers  at- 
tended, was  to  the  effect  that  the  school 
had  been  remarkably  successful,  and  in 
the  Eeport  for  1882  the  Inspector  said 
there  was  nothing  new  to  report;  all 
the  arrangements  were  admirable,  the 
teachers  worked  heartily  and  effectively, 
and  the  results  were  really  astonishing, 
and  much  beyond  the  average  of  schools. 
He  had  read  those  Heports  to  the  House, 
to  show  that  in  the  large  majority  theedu- 
cation  of  half-timers  was  good  and  success- 
ful. Ashe  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Oochran-Patrick),  he  did  not  pin 
himself  to  the  3rd  Standard,  but  would 
allow  discretion  to  be  used  in  that  re- 
spect, according  to  the  varying  circum- 
stances in  different  localities.  The  school 
board  officer  reported  that  application 
of  the  test  of  the  3rd  Standard  disquali- 
fied more  than  one-half  of  the  children 
now  employed  in  Dundee,  and  would 
disquali^  99  per  cent  of  the  applicants. 
He  (Mr.  Henderson)  had  no  doubt  the 
question  would  be  asked — ''  What  are 
tne  causes  which  contributed  to  bring 
about  this  state  of  matters  in  Dundee  ?'' 
Well,  there  was  one  cause  which  was 
quite  apparent.  There  were  in  Dundee* 
at  present  2,068  children — and  he  be- 
lieved these  children  were  mostly  under 
10  years  of  age — because,  if  they  were 
above  that  age,  they  would  seek  em- 
ployment as  half-timers — 2,068  children 
now  being  educated  in  the  ordinary  day 
schools,  which  were  not  inspected.  There 
were  also  1,000  children,  engaged  as 
half-timers,  being  educated  at  schools 
which  were  not  inspected ;  so  that  they 
had,  in  the  first  instance,  2,000  children 
growing  up  to  half-time  age,  getting 
what  might  be  called  the  name  of  edu« 
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cation,  and  nothing  more,  at  ordinary 
uninspected  schools,  to  come  up  and 
swell  the  ranks  of  the  ordinary  half- 
timers;  and  then  they  had  1,000  half- 
timers  also  being  educated  at  those  un- 
inspected schools.  He  believed  a  large 
number  of  those  ordinary  schools  were 
held  in  rooms  wholly  unsuited  for  the 
purpose  of  education  ;  and  when  the 
half-timers  came  in  the  afternoon,  at  1 
or  half-past  1  o'clock,  the  practice  was 
not  to  put  them  in  the  same  room,  but 
to  turn  the  ordinary  scholars  out  into 
the  street  to  play,  in  order  that  the  half- 
time  children  might  get  such  education 
as  was  provided  for  them.  So  that  these 
schools  which  were  not  inspected  were 
one  of  the  greatest  difficulties  with  which 
the  school  board  had  to  deal  in  these 
matters.  They  had  no  power  to  inspect 
them.  [Mr.  Mttndblul  dissented.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  nead; 
but  the  school  board,  he  knew,  had  no 
power  to  examine  these  schools,  which 
wore  really  doing  a  great  injury  to  both 
classes  of  scholars.  But  they  relieved 
the  parents  from  any  charge  of  wilfully 
neglecting  the  education  of  their  children. 
It  had  been  asked — **  What  has  the 
school  board  been  doing  during  the  10 
years  that  the  Education  Act  has  been 
in  operation,  when  such  a  state  of  things 
could  exist  ?  "  He  could  speak  very 
confidently  of  what  the  School  Board  of 
Dundee  had  done  during  those  10  years. 
Perhaps  no  board  in  Scotland  had  been 
constituted  so  favourably  for  carrying 
out  the  Education  Act  in  its  proper 
spirit  as  the  School  Board  of  Dundee. 
They  had  had  the  advantage  of  having 
on  the  Board  the  late  Moderator  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, and  also,  at  the  same  time,  the 
Moderator  of  the  Free  Church  of  Scot- 
land. They  had  also  had  the  Bishop  of 
Brechin,  who  was  distinguished  for  his 
efforts  in  promoting  the  social  well-being 
of  the  people;  and  thev  had  had  the 
oldest  Procurator  Fiscal  of  Scotland, 
who  had  been  deeply  interested  in  the 
cause  of  education,  and  was  one  of  the 
contributors  of  £50,000  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  College  in  Dundee ;  so 
that  every  class  of  opinion  was  repre- 
sented and  combined  in  an  object  which 
was  to  carry  out  the  Act  of  1872  accord- 
ing to  its  spirit,  and  make  it  a  success. 
Well,  that  Board  spent  about  £1,000  a- 
year  in  enforcing  tne  compulsory  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1872.     Nearly  one- fourth 
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of  the  total  fees  contributed  by  the  City 
of  Dundee  had  been  expended  in  en- 
forcing attendance.  In  addition  to  that, 
the  members  of  the  Board  had  volun- 
tarily Bubsoribed  to  a  fund  to  provide 
clothing  for  those  children  who  were  not 
so  provided,  in  order  that  the  parents 
might  have  no  excuse.  When  the  Act 
of  1878  was  passed,  he  had  no  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  many 
others  thought  a  great  step  would  be 
made,  and  that  now  no  difficulty  what- 
ever would  arise  in  enforcing  the  com- 
pulsory clauses.  In  Dundee,  at  least, 
these  expectations  had  not  been  realized. 
At  the  commencement  of  the  Session  of 
1879  there  were  2,534  children  on  the 
default  register,  and  the  daily  attendance 
was  only  6S  per  cent.  In  1880,  there 
were  496  on  the  default  register,  and 
only  61  per  cent  in  daily  attendance. 
In  1881  there  were  2,457,  and  a  daily 
attendance  of  65  per  cent.  In  1882 
there  were  2,929  on  the  default  regis- 
ters, and  an  attendance  of  only  61  per 
cent ;  and  he  noticed  that,  in  the  month 
of  February  this  year,  the  officer  re- 
ported  that  the  daily  attendance  was  still 
only  61  per  cent.  In  reference  to  the 
particular  Motion  now  before  them,  the 
School  Board  of  Dundee  had  passed  a 
resolution,  dated  last  month,  declaring 
that,  "  instead  of  advancing  the  cause  of 
education,  such  a  motion  as  this  would 
seriously  retard  it."  The  short  of  the 
matter  was  that  there  were  thousands  of 
children  atpresent  in  Dundee,  educatedin 
the  half-time  schools,  who  probably  would 
not  otherwise  have  got  any  other  educa- 
tion at  home ;  and  the  imposition  of  a  hard- 
and-fast  educational  test  would,  on  the 
authority  he  had  stated,  disqualify  one- 
half  at  least  of  those  who  were  at  present 
working  half-time,  and  disqualify  99  per 
cent  of  the  children  who  applied  when 
they  were  10  years  of  age  for  admission 
as  half-timers.  They  must  have  some 
regard  to  the  special  and  exceptional 
position  of  Dundee.  With  regard  to  the 
children  who  were  attending  ordinary 
day  schools  undergoing  inspection,  he 
had  his  own  favourite  remedy,  which  he, 
of  course,  did  not  expect  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Yice  President  of  the 
Council  to  accept.  That  was  to  abolish 
the  exaction  of  fees  from  the  children 
attending  schools,  and  open  the  school 
door  to  them.  But  that,  he  feared,  was 
not  to  be  thought  of  at  present ;  but,  at 
all  events,  in  any  new  legislation,  they 
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ought  to  give  power  to  the  school  board, 
or  to  the  Goyemment  Inspector,  to  in- 
spect those  schools  which  were  not  under 
inspection,  not  to  allow  any  school  to  he 
opened  for  the  purpose  of  giving  ele- 
mentary education  to  children  which 
would  not  be  obliged  to  submit  to  the 
inspection  of  a  qualified  Inspector.  With 
all  deference  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, he  was  still  of  opinion  that 
school  boards  had  no  power  whatever  to 
enter  these  schools,  or  to  insist  upon  their 
receiving  the  visits  of  the  Inspector ;  but 
he  was  afraid  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  had  the  power  all  those  years, 
and  had  not  exercised  it.  There  was  no 
doubt,  he  thought,  that  the  Act  of  1878 
imposed  a  duty  on  the  Inspector,  to  see 
that  every  child  employed  at  half-time 
work  should  be,  for  a  certain  time,  at  an 
efficient  school ;  and  the  same  clause  pro- 
vided that  the  Education  Department 
should  declare  and  publish  in  the  dis- 
trict what  they  certify  to  be  an  efficient 
elementary  school.  So  far  as  he  was 
aware,  there  had  been  no  test  applied 
by  the  Inspector  to  see  whether  the  child 
had  been  at  any  school  whatever.  There 
had  been  no  effort  made,  so  far  as  he 
was  aware,  to  ascertain  whether  the  half- 
time  schools  which  were  not  under  the 
Inspector  were  efficient  schools  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act.  So  that  he  did  not 
think  the  Education  Department  could 
altogether  absolve  themselves  from  all 
share  of  the  discredit  which  must  attach 
to  such  a  state  of  affairs.  He  readily 
admitted  that  some  standard  of  education 
ought  to  be  imposed  as  a  test  on  half- 
time  children.  He  believed  it  was  im- 
possible, in  the  face  of  what  was  being 
done  in  the  manufacturing  districts  in 
England,  to  contend  against  such  a  pro- 
position in  Scotland.  But  what  he  would 
impress  upon  the  House  was  that  if  the 
test  were  applied  to  Dundee,  situated  as 
Dundee  was,  it  must  be  applied  very 
gradually.  As  he  had  shown,  many  of 
the  children  who  at  present  attended  as 
half-timers  were  not  able  to  pass  any 
Standard  at  all ;  and  he  would  suggest 
that,  for  a  year  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  the  1st  Standard  should  be  the  test 
for  the  education  of  these  children.  In 
the  following  year  they  might  raise  the 
Standard  to  the  2nd ;  and  then  after  a 
couple  of  years  they  might  pass  on  to 
insist  on  the  3rd.  Unless  they  pro- 
ceeded in  some  such  method,  he  was 
perfectly  convinced  that  the  passing  of 


the  3rd  Standard  as  an  educational  test 
would  result  not  merely  in  crippling  a 
great  industry,  which  provided  susten- 
ance for  many  thousands  of  people,  who 
otherwise  would  have  to  be  supported 
out  of  the  poor  rates,  but  woula  enor- 
mously increase  the  difficulties  which  the 
school  board  experienced  in  enforcing 
the  compulsory  clauses  of  the  Education 
Act;  and,  at  the  same  time,  it  would 
indefinitely  prolong  the  period  during 
which  many  thousands  of  poor  children 
were  kept  in  a  state  of  poverty  and  is^nor- 
ance,  and  in  many  cases,  he  was  afraid, 
effectually  prevent  their  ever  escaping 
from  it. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  :  I  wiU  only 
say  a  few  words  on  the  question  before 
the  House,  for  I  know  how  important  it 
is  that  Supply  should  be  reached.  The 
subject  is«  however,  of  great  importance 
to  the  welfare  of  Scotland,  and  we  are 
much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Ayrshire  (Mr.  Cochran-Patrick) 
for  having  introduced  it  to  the  attention 
of  the  House.  The  difficulties  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Hen- 
derson) alludes  are,  no  doubt,  formid- 
able as  regards  that  town,  and  have  been 
clearly  stated  by  him.  But  they  are 
difficulties  of  the  same  kind  as  those 
which  have  been  surmounted  in  a  frank 
and  manly  spirit  by  all  the  factory  towns 
in  England,  especially  those  of  Lan- 
cashire and  Yorkshire.  These  towns 
have  adjusted  themselves  to  the  educa- 
tional conditions  imposed  by  this  House, 
no  doubt  with  some  considerable  incon- 
venience to  themselves  in  the  first  in- 
stance, but  with  much  ultimate  benefit 
to  the  general  population,  and  with  posi- 
tive industrial  advantage,  by  disciplining 
and  increasing  the  productive  powers  of 
the  children  engaged  in  the  factories. 
The  educational  condition  in  itself  is 
reasonable.  No  child  can  be  employed 
before  10  years  of  age  as  a  half-timer, 
as  the  object  of  the  Factory  Act  is  to 
insure  that  before  they  enter  employ- 
ment they  should  pass  a  Standard  which 
can  be  readily  attained  by  a  child  of 
nine.  The  purpose  of  this  is  very  clear. 
If  children  came  unprepared  to  the  half- 
time  schools  at  10  years  of  age,  these 
schools  degenerate  into  giving  the  mere 
elements  of  education,  while  uieir  object 
is  to  carry  on  children  from  Glass  III.  to 
Class  yi.  before  they  reach  13  and  be- 
come full-timers.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  contends  that  the  town  of 
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Dundee,  though  it  makes  efforts  for  the 
education  of  its  own  population,  cannot 
insure  that  of  the  Irish  population, 
which  comes  in  an  uneducated  state  to 
seek  for  employment  in  that  busy  manu- 
facturing town.  No  doubt  that,  to  a 
certain  extent,  is  true ;  and  I  pointed 
out  that  danger  to  Scotch  towns  when  I 
addressed  the  House  a  few  days  ago  on 
the  need  of  compulsory  education  in 
Ireland.  It  is  quite  true  that  many 
Irish  emigprants  are  thrown  upon  our 
large  towns  in  a  deplorable  state  of 
ignorance,  without  having  learned  to 
appreciate  the  benefits  of  education  for 
their  children.  The  difficulties  in  deal- 
ing with  these  Irish  operatives  are 
great,  and  have  to  be  overcome.  But  I 
think  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dundee  throws  upon  the  Irish  much 
more  responsibility  for  the  result  than 
he  is  justified  in  doing.  He  estimates, 
as  I  understand,  the  Irish  population  at 
60,000 — about  one-third  of  the  whole 
opulation  of  his  town.  If  anything 
ike  this  is  truth,  there  must  have  been 
a  startling  change  since  1871.  In  that 
Census — for,  as  yet,  we  have  not  the 
result  of  1881— -there  were  only  14,200 
Irish  born  inhabitants  in  Dundee.  If 
they  have  increased  in  proportion  to  the 
population,  there  should  be  17,000.  No 
doubt,  the  children  bom  in  Dundee  of 
Irish  parents  give  a  much  greater  pro- 
portion of  the  Irish  race  in  Dundee  tiian 
that  number ;  but  for  this  the  town  of 
Dundee  is  responsible,  and  ought  to 
provide  for  their  education.  As  the 
whole  school  children  represented  by 
17,000  would  be  less  than  3,000,  the 
actually  imported  Irish  children  of  school 
age  could  scarcely  reach  1,000,  or,  at 
most,  2,000.  Now,  there  are  about 
5,000  half-timers  in  Dundee,  three- 
fourths  of  whom,  we  are  told,  could  not 
be  employed  if  the  low  education  test  of 
Standard  III.  was  shut  in  their  faces,  as 
a  gate,  before  they  could  enter  the  facto- 
ries. If  this  be  true,  it  is  a  melancholy 
fact ;  but  it  is  one  for  which  the  town  of 
Dundee  is  responsible  in  the  growth  and 
care  of  its  juvenile  population.  I  do 
not  believe,  however,  that  any  Such 
numbers  would  be  excluded.  Even  in 
1871  there  were  71  per  cent  of  the 
ohildren  of  school  age  in  Dundee  found 
in  the  schools,  and  the  proportion  must 
have  much  augmented  since  that  time. 
If  the  Factory  Acts  of  England  and 
Scotland  are  assimilated,   parents  will 
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very  quickly  learn  to  give  their  children 
that  educational  pass  which  is  necessary 
for  employment.  If  children  do  not 
pass  Standard  III.  by  10  years  of  age, 
how  is  it  possible  to  expect  them  to  pass 
Standard  V.  or  VI.  by  13,  when  they 
may  become  full-timers  ?  I  have  treated 
the  question  chiefly  as  limited  to  Dundee, 
because  that  seems  to  be  the  only  town 
which  exhibits  a  panic  at  the  proposal  to 
assimilate  the  law.  No  town  in  the 
Kingdom  has  been  doing  more  for  se- 
condary and  higher  education  than 
Dundee  has  in  recent  years.  For  pri- 
mary education  it  has  also  made  libe- 
ral, though  not  yet  sufficient,  provi- 
sion. I  am  sure  that  a  little  reflection 
will  induce  the  public-spirited  citizens 
of  Dundee  to  accept  the  educational  test 
for  labour  which  other  factory  towns 
have  worked  out  in  an  energetic  and 
patriotic  spirit.  The  population  of  that 
town  is,  undoubtedly,  a  difficult  one  to 
educate  from  its  mixture  of  races.  But 
the  children  who  go  to  the  factories  are 
chiefly  bom  in  the  town  itself,  and  their 
education  will  render  them  more  orderly 
and  law-abiding  citizens.  At  all  events, 
Dundee  must  see  by  the  spirit  in  which 
this  Besolution  has  been  considered  by 
this  House  that  there  are  very  few 
Scotch  Members  who  are  not  ashamed 
that  Scotland  is  not  under  as  stringent 
a  Factory  Law  as  England,  and  that  they 
will  do  their  best  to  assimilate  the  laws 
in  both  countries,  and  thus  procure  for 
the  factory  population  of  every  part  of 
Scotland  those  educational  blessings  and 
productive  advantages  which  have  fol- 
lowed the  application  of  laws  regulating 
the  employment  of  juvenile  labour  in  the 
manufacturing  towns  of  England. 

Me.  MUNDELLA  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Ayrshire  is  to  be  con- 
gratulated on  the  debate  which  has  re- 
sulted from  the  sensible  and  admirable 
Motion  which  he  has  put  on  the  Paper. 
The  hon.  Member  never  introduces  an 
educational  question  to  this  House  with- 
out speaking  in  the  most  useful  and 
practical  spirit;  and  I  must  recognize 
the  very  good  service  he  has  done  before 
to  the  eause  of  Scotch  education,  when- 
ever we  have  had  this  question  under 
consideration.  The  Scotch  Act  of  1872, 
no  doubt,  made  no  provision  whatever 
for  half-timers.  The  5th  Standard  pro- 
vided for  full  time  by  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  the  Act  of  1872  upon  the  Edu- 
cation Department;    but  in    1875  the 
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Board  of  Education  in  Scotland  reported 
how  important  it  was  that  some  means 
should  be  found  of  dealing  with  the 
question  of  half-timers.  In  mat  Beport, 
which  we  have  had  under  consideration, 
I  find  that  the  question  whether  the 
Education  or  the  Factory  Acts  were 
paramount  had  been  frequently  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Board ;  and 
they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  in 
consequence  of  the  indefinite  wording 
of  the  Act  of  1872,  the  Factory  Acts 
were  paramount,  and,  consequently, 
that  children  could  enter  on  half-time 
labour  in  Scotland  without  passing  any 
Standard  ;  but  they  could  not  enter  on 
full-time  labour  under  14  years  of  age 
unless  they  had  passed  the  5th  Standard. 
They  recommended  a  yery  strong  mea- 
sure indeed,  and  one  yery  much  beyond 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Ayr- 
shire has  recommended — 

*'  We  respectfully  submit,  in  the  intereets  of 
all  clnHflOH  of  the  community,  that  the  Leg^isla- 
ture  will  confer  a  great  benefit  on  the  country' 
hy  providing  that  after,  say,  three  years  from 
this  date  no  person  under  14  years  of  age  shall 
be  employed  either  in  factories  or  otherwise,  or 
allowed  to  earn  wa^es  in  any  form,  until  they 
have  obtained  a  certificate  that  they  have  passed 
a  satisfactory  examination  in  at  l«ist  the  5th 
Standard  of  the  Scotch  Code." 

That  would,  undoubtedly,  be  a  yery 
large  step  in  adyance,  and  one  which  I 
think,  in  the  present  state  of  employ- 
ment in  Scotland,  would  not  be  practi- 
cable. In  1 878,  in  order  to  meet  these 
difficulties,  an  amended  Act  was  passed, 
proyiding  the  4th  Standard  for  hfdf-time 
employment.  In  December  of  the  same 
year  the  Education  Department  fixed 
Standard  III.  as  the  Standard  of  half- 
timers  employed  throughout  Scotland. 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  that  Section  5  of  the  Act  of 
1 878  leayes  the  matter  at  all  in  doubt  as 
to  whether  the  Factory  or  the  Education 
Acta  are  paramount.  I  belieye  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  and  Lord  Watson 
inserted  woras  expressly  proyiding  that 
the  Factory  Acts  should  be  para- 
mount for  the  employment  of  children 
in  all  the  steam  factories  which  came 
under  the  control  of  the  Factory  Inspec- 
tors ;  and,  consequently,  the  position  in 
which  that  left  the  factory  children  was 
something  like  this — that  all  the  half- 
time  children,  except  those  employed  in 
f actoxiee,  were  required  to  pass  the  3rd 
Standard ;  but  the  children  employed  in 
factories  mi^ht  enter  upon  labour  with- 


out passing  any  Standard  at  all.  There 
are  m  Scotland  some  35,000  half-time 
children.  27,000  of  these  children  are 
employed  in  shops,  or  employed  on 
errands,  and  must  pass  the  3rd  Standard 
of  the  Scotch  Education  Code ;  but  the 
8,394  children  employed  in  the  mills  of 
Scotland  need  pass  no  Standard  at  all. 
In  certain  places  this  is  yery  unfair  as 
against  other  kinds  of  employment,  be- 
cause it  opens  a  gate  whereby  children 
who  escape  the  Education  Act  will 
always  find  employment  in  the  mills 
when  they  cannot  find  employment  else- 
where. The  number  of  half-time  children 
in  Scotland  is,  after  all,  yery  small  com* 
pared  to  what  it  is  in  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire,  and  other  parts  of  England. 
The  number  of  children  on  the  register 
in  Scotland  in  September,  1881,  was 
544,982,  and  the  whole  number  of  half- 
timers  was  only  35,000.  The  effect  of 
this  in  Dundee  has  been  related  yery 
gpraphically  by  the  junior  Member  for 
that  important  burgh.  He  has  shown 
that  large  numbers  of  the  half-time 
children  in  that  burgh  receiye  no  edu- 
cation whateyer,  except  the  education 
they  receiye  after  they  enter  upon  their 
labour.  The  result  is,  that  you  are 
passing  into  the  population  a  yery 
large  number  of  children  who  are  either 
yery  imperfectly  educated  or  totally  neg- 
locted 

Mb.'  HENDERSON:  What  I  said 
was,  not  that  there  were  a  large  number 
of  children  who  got  no  education,  but 
that  they  got  no  education  worthy  of 
the  name.  We  haye  2,000  educated 
in  non-inspected  day-schools  there.  I 
take  it  they  do  not  receiye  a  good  edu- 
cation. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  take  it  in  the 
sense  that  a  large  number  of  children 
receiye  no  education  worthy  the  name 
before  they  enter  the  factory,  and 
then  a  considerable  proportion  of  these 
children  are  not  in  attendance  or  in- 
spected when  they  enter  mills  and  fac- 
tories, and,  as  a  result,  they  pass  into 
full-time  labourers,  and  get  no  educa- 
tion worthy  of  the  name.  That  is  a 
yery  deplorable  state  of  things.  The 
hon.  Member  agreed  that  some  measure 
should  be  taken  to  preyent  the  continu- 
ance of  such  a  state  of  things ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that  the 
school  boards  had  no  power  whateyer 
under  the  Education  Acts  to  put  an  end 
to  these  priyate  ftdyeuture  schools.  Well, 
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it  18  quite  true  that  they  cannot  put  an 
end  to  them,  but  they  can  enter  and  in- 
spect them .  They  can  inspect  and  examine 
the  children  in  the  schools.  They  can 
examine  the  register,  and  they  can  make 
application  to  the  School  Department, 
and  declare  them  non-efficient.  My  hon. 
Friend  seems  to  doubt ;  but  if  he  reads 
the  30th  section  of  the  Act  he  will  find 
it  is  the  case.  Any  class  of  schools  can 
be  examined  and  inspected,  and  the 
scholars,  too,  can  be  inspected ;  and  you 
may  ascertain  whether  the  school  build- 
ing is  suitable,  whether  the  teaching  is 
efficient,  whether  the  registers  are  pro- 
perly kept — and,  failing  this,  the  school 
board  has  power  to  declare  the  schools 
inefficient.  I  am  sorry  to  say  the  School 
Board  of  Dundee  has  been  too  content 
to  allow  these  private  adventure  schools 
to  go  on  in  a  non-efficient  state,  and  I 
hope  that  this  will  no  longer  continue. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Fifeshire  (Mr. 
Preston  Bruce)  pointed  out  the  evils 
which  exist  in  respect  to  the  children  of 
13  and  14  years  not  being  under  com- 
pulsion either  to  work  or  attend  school. 
I  think  that  is  a  great  evil.  If  children 
of  13  can  pass  the  full-time  Standard 
they  ought  to  be  free  to  go  to  work.  If 
children  of  13  or  14  are  not  going  to 
work,  then  they  ought  to  be  compelled 
to  attend  school.  But  there  is  another 
point  to  which  he  referred,  which  can- 
not be  dealt  with  under  any  amendment 
of  the  Education  Act,  and  that  is  the 
Inspectors'  certificates.  That  is  a  matter 
that  must  be  dealt  with  by  the  Factory 
Acts.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Henderson)  say,  on  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech,  that  he  ad- 
mitted that  some  JStandard,  after  all, 
ought  to  be  set  up.  Now,  I  should  like 
to  explain  what  was  the  position  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  before  the  Act  of  1880. 
We  had  a  similar  state  of  things  in  this 
country  to  that  which  now  exists  in 
Scotland.  There  were  conflicts  of  opi- 
nion on  the  Acts  between  Factory  In- 
spectors and  Inspectors  of  Schools  as  to 
which  Act  was  paramount  with  regard 
to  half-time  children.  To  put  an  end  to 
that  doubt,  in  1880  we  made  the  bye- 
laws  paramount.  There  were  the  same 
difficulties  to  encounter  as  those  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member.  No  doubt,  in 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  and  Salford,  and 
all  over  the  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire 
towns,  there  is  a  large  Irish  immigra- 
tion, and  we  had  to  meet  the  diffioulties 
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of  children  coming  from  Ireland,  not 
being  properly  instructed,  and  not  being 
qualified  immediately  to  enter  upon 
labour.  In  England  the  bye-laws  are 
fixed  by  the  school  board,  or  the  school 
attendance  committee,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Education  Department ;  but  they 
are  not  fixed  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment itself.  If  they  were,  I  think  we 
should  fix  one  uniform  Standard  for 
every  class  of  labour  throughout  the 
country.  In  nearly  all  the  flourishing 
towns  of  England,  Standard  HI.  has 
been  thought  far  enough ;  in  some  Stan- 
dard lY.  has  been  adopted,'  and  I  am 
assured  that  where  Standard  IV.  has 
been  adopted  it  has  worked  admirably. 
Huddersfield  is  a  case  in  point.  It  has 
Standard  lY.  for  half-timers,  and  Stan- 
dard YI.  for  full-timers,  and  the  Act  is 
carried  out  with  the  strictest  impar- 
tiality. Liverpool,  Manchester,  and  Sal- 
ford  have  Standard  III.  In  1,500  school 
board  districts  in  England,  Standards 
III.  and  lY.  are  Standards  for  half- 
timers,  and  in  only  175  districts  has 
Standard  II.  been  adopted — What  is  the 
effect  of  this  in  England?  We  hear 
every  day  reports  from  our  Inspectors — 
the  most  gratifying  reports — of  having 
a  Standard  of  education  for  half-time  em- 
ployment. Here  is  a  typical  report  of  a 
factory  district  in  England.  The  town 
of  Stockport  had  its  school  board  four 
years  ago.  Stockport  has  no  board 
school,  and  pays  the  highest  fees  of  any 
town  in  England.  The  2nd  Standard  is 
adopted  for  half-time,  and  this  ia  the  re- 
sult. In  the  last  Eeport,  September  29, 
1882,  they  say— 

"  We  have  now  60  half-timers  who  are  still 
working  in  Standards  I.  and  II.,  a  considerable 
proportion  of  these  were  working  previoaaly  to 
August,  1880,  and  therefore  oould  not  be  inter- 
fered with." 

That  is  explained  In  this  way.  When 
we  passed  the  Act  of  1880,  naturally  we 
did  not  make  it  retrospective,  so  as  to 
include  those  children  who  were  already 
at  work.  We  said  the  children  must  go 
on  and  complete  their  work.  We  comd 
not  turn  out  all  the  children  in  Dundee. 
In  October,  1874,  there  were  2,856  chil- 
dren working  half-time  in  the  mills  of 
Stockton.  Of  these,  145  children  were 
under  Standard  I. ;  824  in  Standard  I. ; 
661  in  Standard  11. ;  669  in  Standard 
III. ;  383  in  Standard  lY. ;  146  in  Stan- 
dard Y. ;  28  in  Standard  YI. ;  and  none 
over  that  Standi^rd.    Now,  we  come  to 
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September,  1882,  after  having  applied 
the  half-time  test,  and  the  parents  hav- 
ing been  educated.    Now  they  must  edu- 
cate them  before  they  bring  them  to 
labour,  and  they  must  not  neglect  them 
afterwards.    There    were    no    children 
under  Standard  I.  in  1 882 ;  in  Standard 
I.  there  were  11  ;  Standard  II.  there 
were  49  ;  Standard  III.  there  were  460 ; 
Standard  lY.  there  were  691 ;  Standard 
y.  there  were  615 ;  and  in  Standard  YI. 
there  were  322,   against  28  in   1874. 
Now,  do  we  want  a  better  illustration 
of  what  comes  of  having  a  test  Stan- 
dard, which  every  child  shall  be  re- 
quired to  pass  before  he  enters  on  the 
half-time    movement?    If    the    parent 
knows  he  cannot  bring  his  children  to 
the  workshop  or  factory  until  they  have 
passed  some  Standard  of  education,  that 
parent  will  beg^n  to  educate  his  children 
at  five  years  of  age.    But  when  the 
parent  knows  that  l£ere  is  no  test,  what 
18  the  result  ?    He  sends  his  children  to 
those    miserable  adventure   schools  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  has  referred.     I 
have  some  account  of  these  private  ad- 
venture schools  in  Dundee.    There  are 
such  schools,  holding  from  40  to  200 
children,   carried  on  in  kitchens,  and 
taught  by  persons  having  no  kind  of 
education  or  qualification  for  teaching. 
They  are  simply  schools  to  evade  the 
Education  Act  and  the  Factory  Acts. 
This  is  only  branch  of  a  very  important 
question.    A  question  was  brought  be- 
fore us  early  last  Session  by  an  hon. 
Member  in  respect  to  the  difficulty  of 
enforcing  compulsion.    No  doubt,  the 
term  "  gross  neglect,"  which  requires  to 
be  proved  against  the  parent,  is  exceed- 
ingly ambiguous,  loose,  and  indefinite ; 
and,  as  a  result,  the  magistrates  do  not 
sometimes  enforce  attendance.    We  pro- 
pose to  amend  those  words,  and  amend 
that  part  of  the  Act.    It  is  quite  certain 
we  ought  to  amend  this  part  of  the  Act. 
Having  had  proof,  having  tested  what 
can  be  done  in  England,  having  satisfied 
ourselves  what  can  be  done  without  im- 
posing hardships  on  the  children  or  em- 
ployers, we  ought  to  amend  the  Act  so  as 
to  put  the  Scotch  Act  on  all  fours  with 
the  English  Act  in  that  respect.    We 
ought  also  to  amend  it  in  the  direction 
indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fife- 
shire  with  respect  to  children  from  13  to 
14.     Having  said  this  much,  I  have  said 
everything  1  can.    The  Gk>vemment  is 
fallv  alive  to  the  spirit  of  the  Besolution 


which  the  hon.  Member  has  presented ; 
but  if  I  say  to  him  that  I  should  prefer 
that  we  should  at  once  vote  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair  in  order  to  get 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  I  hope  he 
will  not  take  that  as  an  unfriendly  act 
towards  his  Besolution.  I  can  promise 
the  hon.  Member  that  at  the  very  earliest 
opportunity — and  I  hope  it  will  be  this 
Session — I  will  endeavour  to  amend  the 
Scotch  Education  Acts  of  1872  and  1878, 
both  in  respect  to  the  defects  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Ayr- 
shire and  the  hon.  Member  for  Fifeshire. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEES  thanked  the 
rieht  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  way  in 
wnich  he  had  met  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Ayrshire ;  and 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  would  now 
be  disposed  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  and 
allow  the  House  to  get  into  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Mr.  BKOADHUEST  said,  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Ayrshire  was  one  in  which  they 
could  all  agree ;  but  there  was  something 
in  his  speech  which  he  certainly  hoped  the 
Education  Department  would  not  agree 
to.  It  was  where  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  boys  having  passed  Standard  YI. 
before  they  were  13  years  of  age,  and 
suggested  that  they  might  then  com- 
mence work.  [Mr.  Mxtndelli.  :  No ;  we 
cannot  have  that.]  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  no  permission  of  the  kind  would 
ever  be  granted. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
sincerely  hoped  that  in  any  chanee  which 
would  be  made  in  the  Factory  Acts,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Education  Department  would  take  care 
to  provide  means  by  which  half-time 
schools  might  come  to  be  as  much  used 
in  Scotland  as  in  England.  It  appeared 
to  him  these  were  the  best  means  of 
education,  and  that  opinion  was  held  by 
many  of  the  most  eminent  educationalists, 
especiallv  by  the  veteran  authority,  Mr. 
Chad  wick.  There  was  very  great  reason 
to  believe  that  children  were  not  bene- 
fited by  being  kept  too  long  at  school, 
and  that  at  half -time  schools  they  could 
get  almost  as  much  and  as  good  edu- 
cation as  in  full-time  schools.  From  a 
moral  and  educational  and  a  physical 
point  of  view,  there  were  great  advan- 
tages in  a  system  under  which  a  child 
was  half  the  day  at  industrial  work  and 
the  other  half  at  school  improving  his 
education ;  and  he  hoped  other  mtvnu* 
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facturing  towns  in  Scotland  would  en- 
deavour to  follow  the  example  set  by 
Dundee,  and  increase  these  half-time 
schools. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  before 
they  passed  from  that  subject,  he  had 
an  appeal  to  make  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  CoUings), 
with  reference  to  a  Notice  which  stood 
in  his  name  on  the  subject  of  peasant 
proprietorship.  The  convenience  of  the 
House,  and  almost  the  necessity  of  the 
case,  warranted  him  in  making  an  ap- 
peal that  the  hon.  Member  should  be 
satisfied  to  postpone  the  discussion  he 
proposed  to  raise  to  another  day.  That 
course  would  certainly  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  House  in  enabling  them 
to  proceed  promptly  with  the  Business 
of  Supply.  In  Committee  of  Supply 
there  were  various  subjects  that  would 
be  discussed,  and  which  the  Government 
must  frankly  admit  ought  to  be  dis- 
cussed. It  was  not  because  the  Govern- 
ment gave  the  Motion  an  unkind  re- 
ception that  he  made  the  appeal;  but  he 
did  it  simply  with  a  practical  object, 
which  he  felt  sure  the  hon.  Member 
would  appreciate. 

Me.  JESSE  COLLING S  said,  it  was 
impossible  to  resist  the  urgent  appeal  of 
the  Prime  Minister  in  this  matter.  He 
had  been  very  anxious  to  bring  on  this 
Motion,  for  the  reason  that  there  were  so 
many  of  the  labouring  classes  especially 
who  were  most  anxious  to  see  his  Motion 
discussed.  But  he  thought  he  should  not 
be  acting  for  the  best,  even  on  their 
behalf,  if  he  were  to  bring  it  on  now,  as 
it  could  not  possibly  receive  the  full  and 
fair  consideration  which  it  deserved. 

Mr.  COCHEAN-PATRICK  observed, 
that,  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  he  con- 
sidered he  had  really  gained  all  he  de- 
sired by  the  Hesolution.  He  had  asked 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the 
subject,  and  they  had  promised  to  take 
an  early  opportunity  of  remedying  the 
defect  in  the  law.  On  that  assurance  he 
was  willing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 
if  the  Government  wished.     [**  No !  "] 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE-DORMANT 
FUNDS  IN  CHANCERY. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Mb.  STANLEYLEIGHTON,  inrising 
to  call  attention  to  the  defective  manner 
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in  which  the  Law  requiring  the  publi- 
cation of  the  lists  of  Dormant  Funds  in 
Chancery  is  carried  out,  found  grave 
fault  with  the  manner  in  which  the 
Chancery  Office  furnished,  or  rather 
failed  to  furnish,  the  particulars  of  sums 
of  money  in  their  possession.  The  law 
required  lists  to  be  made  public  every 
three  years,  and  to  be  issued  in  alpha- 
betical order — neither  of  those  directions 
were  attended  to.  Human  ingenuity 
could  hardly  have  devised  a  method  of 
publication  more  adapted  to  conceal  the 
information  which  was  in  the  possession 
of  the  office  than  the  authorized  version 
of  dormant  claims  put  forth  by  the  Fay- 
master  in  Chancery.  In  the  meantime, 
the  money  of  the  suitors  was  being  used 
for  purposes  from  which  they  derived 
no  benefit.  The  Court  of  Chancery  did 
sometimes,  in  cynical  language,  decide 
how  some  of  this  money,  which  did  not 
belong  to  it,  was  to  be  used;  for  in- 
stance, the  language  nsed  when  it  handed 
over  £1,000,000  belonging  to  suitors  to 
be  expended  on  the  Palace  of  Justice — 

"  A  million  of  money  standing  to  the  account 
of  securities  purchased  with  the  surplus  of  the 
interest  arising  from  securities  carried  to  the 
account  of  moneys  placed  out  for  the  benefit 
and  better  security  of  the  suitors  of  the  Ck>urt 
of  Chancery !  " 

If  it  was  only  mismanagement  in  high 
places  that  had  to  be  complained  of,  he 
should  not  have  interested  himself  in 
the  matter ;  but  the  effect  of  the  system 
of  concealment  was  that  it  awakened 
false  hopes  among  numbers  of  people 
who  thought  they  might  .be  claimants. 
The  system  prepared  the  g^und  for 
gigantic  frauds,  such  as  the  &mous  next- 
of-kin  frauds  last  year  in  Birmingham. 
A  Society  was  established  under  the 
name  of  the  Law  Agency  for  the  Be- 
covery  of  Sums  in  Chancery ;  more  than 
200  persons  were  victimized.  The  i&aud 
was  founded  on  delusions  which  such 
publications  as  the  Chancery  Paymaster 
issued  helped  to  keep  up.  Information 
was  only  given  to  claimants  at  the  Chan- 
cery Office  through  solicitors.  Agencies 
for  the  assistance  of  claimants  were,  con- 
sequently, perfectly  legitimate  in  them- 
selves ;  out  it  was  a  serious  grievance 
to  the  public  that  funds  could  only  be 
rescued  from  the  grip  of  Chancery  at 
enormous  cost.  Other  public  offices  gave 
information  of  the  private  property  in 
their  possession,  and  endeavoured  to  dis- 
cover the  owners,  by   publishing   the 
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dates,  the  amounts,  the  addresses,  and 
every  other  particular  which  was  within 
their  knowledge.  This  was  the  practice 
of  the  Indian  GoTernment,  the  War 
Office,  and  the  Bank  of  England.  The 
Chancery  Office  was  the  only  exception. 
The  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Ireland  had 
spoken  in  no  measured  terms  of  this 
system.  He  said — ''The  Government 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  publish  the 
accounts."  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  had  not  attempted 
to  improve  the  system.  For  three  years 
in  succession  he  had  called  attention  to 
the  subject,  and  had  met  with  evasive 
answers.  He  trusted  that  both  sides  of 
the  House  would  now  affirm  that  they 
would  not  allow  the  standard  of  public 
morality  in  Government  Offices  to  sink 
below  the  level  of  common  honesty. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  they  had  had  a  very 
amusing  speech  from  his  hon.  Friend  on 
this  subject,  which  he  had  also  brought 
forward  on  the  10th  of  March  last  year, 
and  he  had  not  much  varied  his  de- 
scription on  the  present  occasion.  The 
accounts  referred  to  had  to  be  published 
every  three  years,  and  the  last  publica- 
tion had  taken  place  on  June  25, 1881 ; 
and,  therefore,  the  next  publication 
would  be  immediately  after  September 
SO,  1883.  When  the  debate  took  place 
last  year,  he  had  to  admit  that  there  had, 
no  doubt,  been  neglect  in  not  publishing 
those  accounts  in  proper  time,  and  the 
course  the  debate  took  was  that  he  pro- 
mised then  that  there  should  be  perfect 
accuracy,  and  that  every  despatch  should 
be  made.  No  publication  had  taken 
place  since  the  Motion  of  last  year.  It 
was  impossible  to  give  all  the  details 
asked ;  but  sufficient  details  would  be 
given  for  all  practical  purposes,  and  any 
respectable  person  making  a  claim  to 
funds  in  Chancery  would  get  every  fa- 
cility for  establishing  his  right.  Since 
1852  one-half  of  the  claims  had  been 
made  by  three  firms  of  solicitors  alone, 
and  he  expected  this  was  a  scheme  of 
certain  persons  who  wanted  to  know  too 
much,  in  order  to  base  their  claims  upon 
information  furnished.  He  would  re- 
new the  promise  previously  made  that 
everything  would  oe  done  within  rea- 
sonable prudence  to  give  all  the  infor- 
mation required. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  that  he  be- 
lieved the  reflations  already  made 
afforded  such  information  as  the  public 


could  fairly  demand ;  and  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  a  trade  was  carried  on  by 
certain  persons  in  regard  to  these  funds 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery  against  which 
some  protection  should  be  afforded. 

Mr.  DONALDSON-HUDSON  said, 
he  thought  the  Attorney  General  had 
rather  evaded  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Shropshire, 
which  was  not  as  to  the  frequency  with 
which  the  lists  were  made  out,  but 
rather  that,  when  they  were  made  out, 
they  were  useless.  At  present  only  ex- 
perts could  understand  them;  whereas 
if  clear  and  proper  lists  were  provided 
much  trouble  and  expense  would  be 
saved  to  suitors,  and  this  should  be  done, 
notwithstanding  that  a  readier  means  of 
obtaining  access  to  funds  would  diminish 
those  means  which  might  be  devoted  to 
the  provision  or  accommodation  of  fu-> 
tnre  Law  Courts.  It  was  only  fair,  how- 
ever, that  for  the  large  number  of  sui- 
tors interested  in  this  question  more 
ready  means  of  obtaining  information 
about  those  funds  should  be  provided. 

THE  BRITISH  COLONIES- GOVERN- 
MENT AND  ADMINISTRATION. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEB  rose  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  are 
aware  that,  in  August  last,  Mr.  Water- 
meyer.  Chief  Magistrate  of  Griqualand 
East,  acting  as  Commissioner  for  the 
Cape  Government,  formally  annexed  the 
Amazesibe  Country,  a  portion  of  Pon- 
doland,  to  the  Cape  Colony;  whether, 
notwithstanding  the  protest  of  TTmqui- 
kela,  the  lawful  Chief  of  Pondoland,  the 
annexation  of  this  territory  was  preceded 
by  the  introduction  of  Cape  Colonial 
Troops;  and,  whether  the  hostilities 
that  have  now  broken  out  are  not  the 
result  of  these  acts  of  aggression  ?    In 

Eutting  the  Question,  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  explained  that  Pondoland  stood  in 
the  same  relative  position  to  the  Impe- 
rial Government  as  Zululand,  and  its 
paramount  Chief  Umquikela  stood  in 
the  same  position  as  Cetewayo  stood  a 
few  years  ago.  Our  first  connection  with 
that  country  was  in  1 844,  when  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  Cape,  Sir  Peregrine  Mait- 
land,  made  a  Treaty  with  the  then  para- 
mount Chief  of  the  country  on  behalf  of 
the  Imperial  Government.  Under  that 
Treaty  the  Governor  undertook  to  re- 
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cognize  the  rights  of  the  Chief  to  certain 
territory,  the  boundaries  of  which  were 
fixed.  This  Treaty  continued  in  force 
from  1844  till  1878,  when  they  came  to 
the  memorable  administration  of  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  in  South  Africa.  Com- 
plaint was  then  made  that  the  Native 
Chief  had  failed  to  observe  the  con- 
ditions of  the  Treaty  by  not  carrying 
out  the  Extradition  Clause,  and  on  that 
pretext  the  representatives  of  the  High 
Commissioner  took  forcible  possession 
of  the  territory  of  Pondoland,  erected 
a  fort  on  the  coast,  and  sent  Colonial 
troops  there.  Now,  it  might  be  very 
desirable  that  we  should  have  a  fort 
on  that  part  of  the  coast,  and  he  had 
no  complaint  to  make  of  that  action  if 
it  was  done  with  due  consideration  to 
the  Just  rights  of  the  Natives.  But 
what  TTmquikela,  in  a  protest  he  had 
made  against  these  acts  of  aggression, 
complained  of  was  that  we  dealt  with 
an  inferior  Chief,  passing  over  his 
rights  as  superior  Chief,  although 
hitherto  we  had  always  professedly 
been  on  amicable  terms  with  him.  The 
result  was,  as  we  now  saw,  a  small 
Native  War  going  on  in  that  portion  of 
South  Africa.  He  was  very  much  sur- 
prised at  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  Cape  had  taken  in  Pondo- 
land, because  it  seemed  diametrically 
opposed  to  that  which  they  wished  to 
take  in  other  quarters  of  their  Borders. 
He  hoped  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  would  be  able  to  give 
the  House  some  information  on  the 
questions  which  he  had  raised. 

WEST  INDIES  (JAMAICA)— SEIZURE  OF 
THE  "FLOREXCE."— OBSERVATIONS. 
Mb.  GOEST  said,  that,  before  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies answered  his  hon.  Friend,  he  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  a  very  grave 
scandal  in  connection  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  their  Colonial  Empire.  In 
1877  a  ship  called  the  Florence  arrived 
at  Jamaica  in  distress,  with  a  quantity 
of  arms  and  ammunition  on  board.  She 
landed  her  ammunition  and  proceeded 
into  harbour  with  the  arms  on  board, 
when  the  Governor  of  the  Colony,  acting 
upon  the  advice  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, interfered  and  refused  to  allow  the 
re-export  of  the  ammunition,  or  to  per- 
mit the  vessel  to  sail  with  the  arms  on 
board,  until  the  captain  entered  into 
a  bond  of  £1.000.    The  words  of  the 

Mr,  R,  N,  Fowler 


Opinion  of   the   Attorney    General  of 
Jamaica  were — 

"  I  ought  to  point  out  that  in  the  application 
of  the  law  it  must  be  remembered  that  it  is  one 
fur  the  effectual  administration  of  which  the 
Imperial  Government  would,  as  I  apprehend, 
be  held  responsible.*' 

When  the  action  of  the  Governor  was 
reported  to  the  Colonial  Office  at  home, 
they  immediately  sought  the  advice  of 
the  Foreign  Office ;  and  the  latter,  not 
the  former,  took  upon  itself  the  respon- 
sibility of  approving  of  the  advice  of  the 
Attorney  General,  and  the  action  of  the 
Governor.     This,  again,  showed  that  by 
the  Government  at  home  the  matter  was 
treated  as  one  appertaining  to  Imperial 
as  distinguished  from  Colonial  interest. 
An  action  was  brought  by  the  owners  of 
the  vessel  against    the    Gbvernor    for 
detaining  the  vessel  and  ammunition, 
and  in  answer  to  that  action  the  Go- 
vernor pleaded  that  it  was  an  act  of 
State.    This  plea  was,  however,  over- 
ruled by  the  Courts  in  Jamaica ;  and, 
on  the  advice  of  the  Colonial  Office,  the 
Governor  appealed,  in  order  to  obtain 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  on 
that  important  question.      An  appeal 
made  to  the  Privy  Council  in  1880  was 
rejected,  and  the  Governor,  by  order  of 
the  Colonial  Office,  again  tried  to  settle 
the  claim  against  him.     He  failed  in  his 
attempt,  however;   and  in  1881  judg- 
ment was  finally  given  against  him  in 
both    actions,   the  damages  and  costs 
amounting  altogether  to  £8,000.   There- 
upon the  Colonial  Office  directed  that 
application  should  be  made  to  the  Legis- 
lative Council  of  Jamaica,  for  a  Vote  for 
the  amount  of  the  damages  and  costs. 
The  matter  having  commenced  in  1877, 
it  was  not  until  the  27th  of  August, 
1881,  that  a  single  word  was  uttered  by 
the  Colonial  Office,  or  by  the  Govern* 
ment  at  home,  indicating  that  there  was 
any  idea  that  this  su!n  could  be  charged 
on  the  Revenue  of  the  Colony.     The 
Colony  had  never  been  consulted  from 
one  end  of  the  proceedings  to  the  other. 
The   Legislative   Council  of   Jamaica, 
during  the  whole  of  those  four  years, 
never  had  any  voice  in  the  proceeding, 
and  it  was  not  until  it  had  closed  for  the 
first  time  that  the  demand  was  made  that 
the  Colony  should  pay  the  whole  amount. 
The  Legislative  Council  nominated  a 
Select  Committee  on  the  5th  of  Septem- 
ber, and  while  the  Papers  were  under 
the  consideration  of  the  OouQoil  and  of 
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the  Select  Committee,  there  came  to  the 
Colony  a  despatch  from  the  Colonial 
Office,  dated  the  15th  of  November, 
which  was  not  to  be  found  in  the  printed 
Papers,  but  which  must  be  a  most  ex- 
traordinary production.  Although,  how- 
ever, the  despatch  itself  had  not  been 
printed,  there  was  a  sample  or  specimen 
of  its  contents  to  which  he  would  invite 
the  attention  of  the  House.  One  de- 
spatch contained  the  following  passage : — 

"  I  am  surprised  and  regret  to  learn  from  the 
first  of  your  despatches  under  acknowledgment 
that  there  is  a  probability  that  the  unofficial 
Members  of  the  Legislative  Council  may  object 
to  the  Vote ;  but  the  official  Members  must,  of 
course,  be  required  to  support  it." 

Why  did  not  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  before  he  wrote  that  foolish 
despatch,  taJke  counsel  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Flintshire  (Lord 
Bichard  Ghrosvenor)  ?  In  Jamaica  one 
could  see  the  system  of  government  in 
its  crude  and  naked  simplicity,  and 
could  ascertain  the  regard  which  a 
Liberal  Government  had  for  the  judg- 
ment of  their  supporters.  The  efiPect  of 
this  peremptory  despatch  was  that  Mr. 
Burke,  a  coloured  gentleman  of  high 
talents,  who  filled  the  post  of  Crown 
Solicitor,  resigned — 

'*  Because,"  he  said,  '*  I  could  not  conscien- 
tiously vote  for  the  payment  of  the  money  out 
of  the  Colonial  Reyenue ; " 

and  Mr.  Mackglashan,  the  Auditor  Ge- 
neral, also  resigned  on  the  same  ground. 
On  the  following  day  the  Committee 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  deten- 
tion was  made  entirely  to  protect  Im- 
perial interests,  and  that  the  Island 
would  in  no  way  derive  benefit  there- 
from. On  the  matter  being  referred  to 
the  Legislative  Council  itself  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee  was  rejected,  five 
official  Members  voting  against  it,  and 
four  unofficial  Members  in  its  favour. 
On  the  9th  of  December,  when  he  was 
in  a  majority  of  one,  the  Governor 
foolishly  allowed  the  matter  to  be  ad- 
journed till  the  10th  of  January.  Peti- 
tions, numerously  and  influentially 
signed,  from  nearly  all  the  parishes  in 
the  Island,  were  then  presented  against 
the  proceedings  of  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil, and  a  Besolution  was  carried 
which  was  equivalent  to  the  rejection  of 
the  Vote.  There  were  seven  unofficial 
Members  who  all  voted  against  the 
grant,  and  five  official  Members  who 
Toted  in  favour  of  it.     But  the  Go- 


vernor stifled  the  further  discussion  of 
the  matter  by  refusing  to  allow  any  Mo- 
tion to  be  put.  The  Colonial  Office  next 
applied  to  the  Treasury  to  vote  one-half 
of  the  costs,  and  it  was  this  moiety  which 
the  House  would  be  asked  to  vote  when 
they  had  resolved  themselves  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  In  an  application 
made  on  the  25th  of  February,  1882,  it 
was  stated  that — 

**  His  Lordship  (Lord  Kimberley)  would 
therefore  propose  for  the  favourable  considera* 
lion  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  that  half  the 
amount  of  the  costs  in  question  should  be  met 
by  a  grant  from  Imperial  funds ;  and  if  they 
assent  to  this  he  n^iU  take  such  steps  as  will  in- 
sure pa3rment  by  the  Colonial  Legislature  of  the 
remaining  half  of  the  costs." 

There  was  an  example  of  Constitutional 
government.  The  answer  of  the  Trea-> 
sury  was  also  a  most  remarkable  docu- 
ment. The  fact  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment dared  not  adopt  the  same  course 
with  respect  to  Canada,  Australia,  or 
any  large  Colony,  which  they  had 
adopted  towards  Jamaica.  The  result 
of  such  a  policy  would  be  disruption  of 
our  Colonial  Empire.  He  would  go  on 
with  the  history  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  Vote  had  been  obtained  to  which  he 
had  referred.  Private  letters  were  sent 
by  the  Governor  to  two  gentlemen — Mr. 
Alexander,  Inspector  of  Immigrants, 
and  Mr.  Capper,  Inspector  of  Schools. 
They  were  asked  to  accept  seats  at  the 
Legislative  Council  on  the  express  under- 
standing that  they  would  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Government,  not  only  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Fiorenee,  but  on  all  questions 
which  might  be  submitted  to  them. 
Both  these  gentleman  accepted  the 
office  ofiEered  to  them  and  the  conditions 
imposed.  That  was  the  way  in  which  a 
Liberal  Government  managed  the  afiEairs 
of  our  Colonies.  In  the  Council  these 
nominees  of  the  Government  were  called 
**  creatures" — a  term  of  Party  warfare 
not  yet  introduced  into  that  House,  but 
warranted  by  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  But  how  did  Sir  Anthony  Mus- 
grave,  the  Governor,  defend  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government?  He  said 
that  at  home  Members  sitting  on  the 
Liberal  Benches  were  bound  to  vote  as 
they  were  told  by  the  Birmingham 
Caucus.  He  would  be  much  interested 
to  know  whether  the  illustration  was  dic- 
tated from  the  Colonial  Office,  or  was  ac- 
ceptable there,  and  also  howhon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  Ukedit?  Mr.  Gordon  Sewell, 
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a  coloured  Member  of  the  Council,  re- 
eigned,  and  his  resignation  was  accepted. 
There  were  in  all  20  Members,  10  offi- 
cial and  10  unofficial.  But  of  the  un- 
official Members  one  was  dead,  and  one 
or  two  others  were  absent  from  various 
causes.  Thus  the  Government  was  able 
to  carry  its  proposal.  Sir  Anthony 
Musgrave  had  intimated,  as  far  as  he 
could  venture  to  do  so,  his  concurrence 
with  the  vi<9ws  of  the  non-official  Mem- 
bers. But  it  was  to  no  purpose.  The 
consequence  was  that  all  the  non- official 
Members  resigned — a  course  which  could 
hardly  be  wondered  at,  and  was  worthy 
of  commendation.  The  opinion  was 
expressed  on  page  94  of  the  Blue  Book 
by  one  of  the  unofficial  Members  of  the 
Council,  that  from  that  time  it  would  be 
a  degradation  for  unofficial^Members  to 
take  part  in  the  formal  mockery  of 
legislation  that  would  henceforward  take 
place.  The  question  whether  this  was 
a  Colonial,  and  not  an  Imperial,  ex- 
penditure, was  one  he  did  not  wish  to 
press  upon  the  House ;  but  he  did  urge 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  no 
right,  and  were  extremely  foolish,  to 
crush  every  appearance  of  Constitutional 
government  in  Jamaica,  in  order  to 
screw  a  miserable  £4,000  out  of  it. 
That  object  might  have  been  accom- 
plished without  outraging  the  feelings 
—not  only  the  feelings  of  the  Colonists, 
but  the  feelings  of  all  right-minded  and 
just  men.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
most  arbitrary  Government  in  the  world 
would  have  been  a  party  to  treating  the 
most  insignificant  country  in  the  way  in 
which  a  Government  which  professed  to 
be  Liberal,  and  to  regard  liberty  and  to  I 
be  supported  by  men  who  cherished 
freedom  and  independence,  had  treated 
the  unhappy  Jamaica  Colonists.  The 
language  they  had  used,  the  letters  they 
had  written,  the  speeches  made  by  the 
Gbvemor  to  the  Colonial  Legislature, 
had  reduced  even  the  appearance  of 
Constitutional  government  in  Jamaica 
to  a  perfect  mockery  and  sham.  When 
it  was  remembered  that  up  to  1869 
Jamaica  enjoyed  a  real  Constitution,  in 
which  the  people  really  had  the  power 
of  controlling  the  expenditure  of  their 
money,  and  that  the  Constitution  was 
surrendered  in  the  alarm  of  a  negro 
outbreak,  on  the  understanding  that 
another  free  Constitution  should  be 
granted  by  Order  of  the  Queen  in 
Council — when  those  facts  were  remem- 


bered  the  House  would  understand  the 
indignation  with  which  the  whole  of 
the  people  of  Jamaica  regarded  the 
continuance  of  this  wretched  Leg^ative 
Council,  and  their  desire  for  the  restora- 
tion to  them  of  a  Constitution  by  which 
those  who  were  in  the  Council  as  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  might  be  al- 
lowed to  vote  according  to  their  con- 
sciences for  what  they  regarded  as 
right. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
first  thing  that  struck  him  was  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  in  his  g^at 
anxiety  to  bring  forward  a  Motion  in  the 
discussion  of  which  he  could  utter  a  few 
amusing  and  telling  sentences  about  the 
Birmingham  Caucus,  had  shown  his 
entire  ignorance  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  numerous  Colonies  caUed  Crown 
Colonies  had  been  administered,  were 
administered,  and  must  be  adminis- 
tered for  a  considerable  time  to  come. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  talked 
about  the  Gt)vemment  having  crashed 
out  Constitutional  liberty  in  Jamaica 
by  their  action  with  reference  to  the 
ship  Florence ;  but  how  could  they  crush 
out  what  did  not  exist?  He  hoped 
that  some  day  a  Constitution  might  be 
restored  to  Jamaica ;  but  at  present  it 
did  not  exist,  having  been  surrendered 
in  1869  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the 
Legislature.'  As  he  was  informed,  they 
did  not  surrender  it  on  the  understanding 
that  another  Constitution  should  be 
g^ven  to  them  ;  but  on  the  understand- 
ing that  it  would  be  for  the  good  of  the 
Island,  under  the  difficult  circumstances 
in  which  it  was  placed,  that  it  should 
accept  the  position  of  a  Crown  Colony, 
which,  he  might  remind  the  House,  had 
for  its  basis  l£e  absolute  supremacy  and 
predominancy  of  the  official  element.  In 
August,  1868,  a  Circular  was  issued  by 
the  Duke  of  Buckingham,  the  then  Con- 
servative Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  in  which  he  described  what, 
in  the  view  of  the  Colonial  Office  of  the 
day,  were  the  relations  between  official 
Members  and  other  Members  of  OouncU. 
in  Crown  Colonies.  The  Weet  India 
Islands  at  that  time,  following  the  ex- 
ample of  Jamaica,  had  all  surrendered 
tJieir  eimulaera  of  Constitutions,  and  ac- 
cepted the  position  of  Crown  Colonies. 
The  Duke  of  Buckingham  laid  it  down 
that  there  was  one  Mature  in  common 
amongtheLegislaturesof  Crown  Colonies 
— ^that  the  power  of  the  Crown,  if  preosed 
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to  its  extreme  limit,  was  sufficient  to 
overcome  every  resistance  that  might  be 
made  to  it.    The  reason  for  vesting  this 
ultimate  power  in  the  Grown  was  that  it 
had  been  proved  that  the  elective  form 
of  Kepresentative  Assembly,  based  upon 
the  model  of  Elective  Assemblies  in  this 
country  and   elsewhere,   only  brought 
about  confusion,  and  did  not  contribute 
to  the  benefit  of  the  Colony,  and  that  it 
was  necessary  that  the  Colony  should  be 
governed  by  an  Assembly  where  the 
Executive  Government  had  a  majority. 
He  wished  to  know  what  was  the  use  of 
a  majority  if  it  did  not  exercise    its 
power  ?    The  doctrine  in  fashion  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  seemed  to  be 
that  the  minority  should  rule.     They 
had  been  taunted  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House  with  fidelity  to  Party. 
Well,  that  was  not  a  taunt  he  could 
throw  out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Friends.    If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ever  became  a  Mem- 
ber   of    a  Cabinet  —  as  he  hoped  he 
would  some  day — and  he  carried  out  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  him  that  night, 
he  would  be  a  very  troublesome  Col- 
league to  work  with.    As  to  the  duty  of 
official  Members  of  Council,  it  was  ob- 
vious that  when  persons  accepted  Office 
as  Members  of  an  Executive  they  were 
distinctly  and  rightly  called  upon  to  vote 
with  the  Government  of   which  they 
were  Members.    Allusion  was  made  in 
Lord  Kimberley's  despatch  to  a  para- 
graph of  the  Duke  of   Buckingham's 
Circular,  to  which  he  had  already  re- 
ferred, in  which  it  was  said  that  in  the 
case  of  a  nominee  Member  of  the  Legis- 
lature who  was  a  salaried  servant  of  the 
Crown,  it  would  be  highlv  expedient  that 
he  should  give  a  general  support  to  the 
Governor  in  the  Legislature ;  and  that  if 
not  disposed  to  do  so  on  special  occasions 
when  the  Governor  required  it  he  might 
be  allowed  to  retire  from  the  Legisla- 
ture,  but  the  Governor  would  be  en- 
titled to  object  to  his  continuance  in  his 
office  or  seat.     The  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
in    his  despatch,   called  upon  officials 
who,  under  such  circumstances,  had  re- 
fused to  support  the  Governor,  to  re- 
sign their  offices,  and  said  that  he  wished 
it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that,  in  the 
future,  refusal  to  vote  involved  the  re- 
signation of  the  offices  held.      In  the 
Constitution  of  Jamaica  there  were  ^ye 
seats  which  entitled  the  holders  ex  officio 
to  be  Members  of  Council ;  the  remain- 


ing official  Members  were  salaried  offi- 
cers  appointed  by  name,   and  not  by 
virtue  of  some  office  held.    The  Earl  of 
Kimberley  said  that  the  whole  of  the 
official  Members    were  bound,   in  the 
manner  in  which    all  Members  of  an 
Executive  Government  were  bound,  to 
support  the  Government  of  which  they 
were  Members,  or  otherwise  the  affairs 
of  Government  could  not  be  carried  on. 
That  was  a  principle  which  existed  in 
numerous  Colonies,  and  which  up  to  this 
time  had  occasioned  no   difficulty.     No 
doubt  in  Jamaica  there  was  a  very  strong 
desire  to  avoid    the  payment  of  this 
money,   and  there  was  a  strong  belief 
that  by  united  action  they  could  escape 
from  payment  of  it.    The  precedent  of 
the  Have  had  been  brought  forward  ; 
but  the  fact  that  there  was  such  a  pre- 
cedent constituted  a  greater  reason  why 
the  Governor  of  the  Colony  should  not 
sanction  a  second,  which  would  inevit- 
ably be  construed  in  Jamaica  and  in 
other  Crown  Colonies  into  the  accepted 
doctrine  that  they  were  not  to  share 
in  Imperial  expenses.    He  would  point 
out,  however,  with  regard  to  the  Have 
precedent,   that    in   that  case  the  Ja- 
maica  Legislature   voted    the    money, 
and   then  appealed  in  mieerieordiam  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  the  money 
it  had  disbursed.    As  regarded  the  case 
of  the  Aiaiaya,  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  that  case  was  not 
in  point  at  all.    The  AtaUya  was  ar- 
rested   under  the  Foreign  Enlistment 
Act,  which  was  an  Imperial  Act.    The 
arrest  was  made  by  the  direct  act  of  the 
Governor  General,   without  any  inter- 
vention on  the  part  of  the  local  autho- 
rities.   This  matter,  on  the  contrary, 
arose  under  a  local  Statute,    and  the 
initiative  was  not  taken  by  the  Governor. 
But  although  it  might  be  pleasant  to 
deal  liberally  with  the  Colony  of  Jamaica, 
particularly  as  her  revenues  were  not  so 
flourishing  as  they  could  desire,  he  sub- 
mitted that  there  was  a  very  important 
principle  involved  in  the  question.     If 
the  Colonies  were  to  be  exempted  from 
any   liability   on   account   of  mistakes 
made  by  their  own  recognized  officials, 
then  the  Imperial   Government  might 
find  themselves  exposed  to  demands  on 
their  purse  which  might  be  very  large. 
In  bis  opinion,  nothing  would  tend  so 
much  to  break  up  the  idea  of  unity  which 
had  always  existed  throughout  the  Co- 
lonial Empire,  and  was  still  growing. 


1947     TFest  Indies  {Jamaica)^      [  COMMONS )     Seizure  of  the  ''  Florence:^     Idld 


than  the  notion  that  the  Colonies  were 
perfectly  free  from  any  share  in 
our  Imperial  risks  and  responsibilities. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said  that  they  would  not  have  dared  to 
send  such  instructions  to  a  large  Colony, 
he  begged  to  remind  him  that  in  such  a 
case  it  would  be  a  reductio  ad  ahaurdum. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  Canada 
very  largely  provided  its  own  defence ; 
while  Jamaica  did  not  contribute  one 
farthing  to  our  military  expenditure, 
although  it  was  guaranteed  protection. 
With  regard  to  the  Petitions  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  there  were. some 
who  were  anxious  to  return  to  a  former 
state  of  things  and  possess  a  more  free 
representation.  A  Commission  of  In- 
quiry was  examining  into  these  matters, 
and  he  hoped  that  before  long  they 
would  be  able  to  grant  some  sort  of  a 
return  in  a  modified  form  to  elective  re- 
presentation. But  as  long  as  the  Colony 
remained  a  Crown  one,  he  maintained 
that  the  Earl  of  Kimberley  was  right, 
and  acted  according  to  precedent  in 
taking  the  steps  he  did.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  Legis- 
lative Council  was  not  consulted  in  the 
different  steps  and  legal  proceedings. 
But  did  he  wish  them  to  possess  greater 
powers  than  the  House  of  Commons 
would  under  similar  circumstances?  Such 
steps  were  left  to  the  Executive.  In 
short,  the  case  came  under  two  heads 
— first,  whether  it  was  right  to  make 
the  Colony  pay  some  portion  of  those 
damages ;  and,  secondly,  whether,  if  so, 
the  means  adopted  to  make  it  do  so  were 
also  right.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman did  not  venture  to  say  that  they 
were  not  right  as  to  the  first  head ;  and, 
if  that  were  admitted,  the  other  followed 
as  a  matter  of  course.  Otherwise,  how 
was  the  payment  to  be  made  ?  As  to  the 
question  with  regard  to  Fondoland  which 
was  piit  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler),  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  detailed  information  as  to 
what  was  going  on  there  beyond  that 
which  had  been  already  laid  before  the 
House.  The  Cape  Government  was  a 
self-governing  Colony,  and  had  a  right 
to  settle  this  matter  for  itself.  The  pre- 
sent difficulty  had  arisen  from  the  fact 
that  the  Cape  Colony  took  over,  in  1878, 
the  Protectorate  of  a  small  tribe — namely, 
the  Amaxesibes — ^living  to  the  north- 
west of  Pondoland .     This  led  to  loss  and 
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discontent  on  the  part  of  the  Pondos. 
The  matter  was  submitted  to  Sir  Bartle 
Frere,  then  High  Commissioner,  who 
seemed  to  approve  of  it,  and  from  de- 
spatches of  tne  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  it  appeared 
that  the  late  Government  approved  of  it 
also.  As  to  what  was  going  on  at  pre- 
sent, he  might  say  that  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment found  themselves  nnable  to 
retire  from  the  position  they  had  taken 
up ;  and  it  had  been  suggested  to  them 
that  the  best  solution  of  the  matter 
would  be  to  send  a  cheque  for  £10,000 
to  the  Chief  of  the  Pondos,  in  order  to 
compensate  him  for  the  loss  of  the  terri- 
tory. He  hoped  that  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment would  shortly  be  able  to  make 
some  arrangement  of  that  kind.  The 
Correspondence  on  the  matter  was  to  be 
found  in  a  Blue  Book,  and  also  in  a  de- 
spatch of  1882  from  the  Earl  of  Kim- 
berley, in  which  he  said  he  was  glad  to 
find  that  the  Cape  Ministers  were  direct- 
ing their  attention  to  the  subject.  They 
had  heard  nothing  more  since  then ;  but 
he  hoped  they  would  soon  learn  that 
peace  was  restored.  The  Secretary  of 
State  would  instruct  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son, the  High  Commissioner  at  the  Cape, 
to  ofiPer  his  mediation  if  he  saw  any 
prospect  of  its  being  accepted,  or  being 
likely  to  effect  any  good. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said.  that,  in 
view  of  the  transformation  of  Ireland 
into  a  Crown  Colony,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers naturally  took  a  great  interest 
in  the  revelations  that  had  been  made. 
The  despatch  of  the  Duke  of  Bucking- 
ham laid  down  the  doctrine  that,  in  a 
Crown  Colony,  the  power  of  the  Crown, 
if  pressed  to  its  extreme  limits,  must 
overbear  all  opposition;  but  that  sug- 
gested the  question,  in  what  circum- 
stances should  that  power  be  pushed  to 
its  extreme  limits,  and  was  the  case  now 
before  the  House  one  in  which  all  oppo- 
sition ought  to  be  overborne  ?  It  was 
admitted  that  the  detention  of  the  vessel 
showed  a  complete  want  of  legal  know- 
ledge on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  jurists, 
and  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Colony 
strongly  objected  to  pay  for  the  blunder 
But  for  the  impolicy  of  the  Gk>vemment 
a  compromise  might  have  been  satisfao- 
torily  arranged ;  whereas,  whatever  had 
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been  left  undone  in  the  way  of  afiront- 
ing  the  feelings  of  the  Colonists  of 
Jamaica,  was  completed  by  the  extra- 
ordinary instructions  from  the  Colonial 
Office  on  the  25th  of  February,  when 
that  Department  formally  gave  notice 
that  such  steps  would  be  taken  as  would 
insure  the  ratification  of  the  Goyemment 
proposal  by  the  Legislative  Council.  In 
every  stage  of  the  proceedings  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  have  taken  a  sort 
of  delight  in  affronting  the  feelings  of 
the  Colonists,  already  excited  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Florence  case.  If  there  was 
any  disaffection  in  Jamaica,  he  consi- 
dered that  this  action  of  the  Colonial 
Office  was  calculated  to  increase  it.  The 
(Government  had  acted  in  the  most  un- 
fortunate manner  all  throughout  the 
affair,  and  without  reflecting  that  the 
violent  enforcement  of  the  rights  of  the 
Grown  was  calculated  to  weaken  the 
loyalty  of  the  Colonists.  He  thought 
the  Government  recognized  that  their 
conduct  had  had  that  effect,  because 
their  Bepresentative  in  the  House  now 
stated  that,  in  all  probability,  the  pend- 
ing inquiry  would  have  the  result  of 
restoring  to  Jamaica,  in  some  effective 
degree,  Constitutional  government.  He 
therefore  regretted  very  much  that,  on 
the  eve  of  our  giving  up  the  government 
of  Jamaica  as  a  Crown  Colony,  the  Ee- 
presentatives  of  the  Crown  should  have 
seized  the  opportunity  to  leave  such  an 
unfavourable  impression  of  Crown  go- 
vernment on  the  inhabitants  of  Jamaica. 
Mb.  WODEHOUSE  said,  he  must 
contend  that  not  merely  one-half,  but 
that  the  whole  of  the  sum  required  for 
the  payment  of  damages  in  the  case  of 
the  Florence  should  be  found  by  the 
Colony  of  Jamaica.  The  facts  of  the 
case  were  very  simple.  The  damages 
had  been  incurred  by  the  Governor  of 
Jamaica,  acting  in  his  public  capacity, 
to  the  best  of  his  judgment— or,  rather, 
to  be  quite  accurate,  to  the  best  of  his 
proper  legal  adviser's  judgment.  The 
character  of  the  vessel  detained  was  sus- 
picious, and  nobody,  even  in  Jamaica, 
asserted  for  a  moment  that  the  action  of 
the  Government  was  prompted  by  any- 
thing but  a  desire  to  vindicate  Colonial 
law,  and  insure  the  fulfilment  of  inter- 
national obligations.  An  error  of  judg- 
ment was  committed,  but  committed  with 
absolute  honafidee;  and,  in  such  circum- 
stances, the  damages  should  be  paid  out 
of  the  public  revenues  of  the  Colony  in  I 


which  the  transaction  took  place.  But  the 
unofficial  Members  of  the  Legislative 
Council  had  protested  against  the  pay- 
ment by  the  Colony  of  even  a  moiety  of 
the  damages ;  and  upon  what  grounds 
did  they  rest  their  protest  ?  They  claimed 
exemption  from  all  liability  because  the 
Florence  had  been  detained  for  the  pro- 
tection of  Imperial  interests,  without  any 
benefit  to  Jamaica.  In  other  words,  they 
declared  that  the  fulfilment  of  inter- 
national obligations  by  the  Empire  to 
which  they  belonged  was  no  concern  of 
theirs,  and  of  no  advantage  to  them. 
But  that  doctrine  of  Coloniiu  irresponsi- 
bility for  international  obligations  should 
never  be  accepted  or  countenanced  on 
this  side  of  the  water.     The  House  must 
remember  that  international  complica- 
tions might  at  any  time  easily  arise  in 
their  West  Indian  Dependencies.     They 
lay,  as  it  were,  in  the  shadow  of  the 
United  States ;  Cuba  was  in  the  midst 
of  them  ;  and  near  them,  on  the  main- 
land of  Central  and    South  America, 
were  a  cluster  of  States  subject  to  perio- 
dical disturbances  and  revolutions.    In 
those  States  power  and  authority  passed 
from  hand  to  hand,  and  from  party  to 
party,  in  constant  fluctuations,  and  thus 
the  West  Indies  and  the  Spanish  Main 
generally  swarmed  with  adventurers  and 
conspirators.  These  men  organized  raids 
and  revolutions,  and  Jamaica  might  be 
for  them  a  convenient  base  of  opera- 
tions.   Preparations  for  their  enterprizes 
— clandestine  armaments  and  so  forth— 
might  be  good  for  trade  in  Jamaica ; 
but  they  were  not  at  all  good  for  the 
peace  and  quiet  of  the  British  Empire. 
And  when  men  holding  a  responsible 
position  in  a  Colony,  like  these  Jamaica 
Councillors,  talked  of  Imperial  interests 
and  international  obligations  as  no  af- 
fair of  theirs,  it  was  about  time  to  re- 
mind them  that,  if  the  several  advan- 
tages to  England  and  Jamaica  of  the 
connection  between  them  were  weighed 
in  the  balance,  it  was  not  England  that 
would    be  found  to  be    the  principal 
gainer.     And  they  should  be  reminded 
that  the  entire  expense  of  the  military 
protection  of  the  Island  was  borne  by 
Imperial .  Bevenues.     Ceylon  —  another 
Crown   Colony    which,    like    Jamaica, 
had    been    passing   through   a  period 
of  depression— repaid  to  the  Imperial 
Government    every    penny  of  military 
expenditure  there,  but  Jamaica  repaid 
nothing;   and  yet  this  was  the  Colony 


16S1     West  indies  (Jamaica)'-      {OOMMONSJ     Seizure  of  the '' PloreneeJ^     1952 


which  disclaimed  all  interest  in  pro- 
ceedings of  a  kind  that  might  em- 
broil the  foreign  relations  of  England, 
and  possibly  involve  an  issue  of  Impe- 
rial peace  or  war.  It  had  been  said 
that  it  was  hard  to  make  a  Colony  pay 
for  the  mistakes  of  Govemors  and  other 
officers  selected  and  appointed  by  the 
Imperial  Government ;  but,  if  the  prin- 
ciple were  accepted  that  British  tax- 
payers ought  to  pay  for  all  the  errors  of 
Oolonial  Goyernors,  honest  errors  of 
judgment  in  the  discharge  of  difficult 
duties,  we  should  be  carried  very  far 
indeed.  There  was  really  no  hardship 
upon  the  Colony.  Appointments  of  Go- 
vernors and  other  officers  from  home 
were  of  great  advantage  to  small  Colo- 
nial communities ;  and  if  these  officers, 
like  other  fallible  mortals,  sometimes 
made  mistakes,  the  Colonies  must  take 
the  rough  with  the  smooth.  Much  had 
been  said  about  the  position  of  the 
official  Members  of  Council,  and  about 
the  inadequacy  of  the  representative 
element  in  the  existing  Constitution  of 
Jamaica.  As  to  the  official  Members  of 
Council,  if  we  were  to  have  a  Crown 
Colony  at  all,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  they  should  vote  as  required  by 
the  Government,  or  resign  their  offices. 

tLord  Bakdolfh  Churchill:  Hear, 
tear !]  The  noble  Lord  cheered  ironi- 
cally ;  but  he  (Mr.  Wodehouse)  repeated 
that,  without  the  enforcement  of  that 
condition  upon  the  official  Members,  the 
very  essence  of  a  Crown  Colony  would 
vanish,  and  the  name  become  a  mockery 
and  an  illusion.  Whether  Jamaica 
should  continue  to  be  a  Crown  Colony 
pure  and  simple,  or  whether  it  should 
have  a  Constitution  on  a  more  popular 
basis,  was  another  question  altogether, 
and  it  was  too  large  a  question  to  discuss 
on  the  present  occasion.  He  would  only 
remind  the  House  that  the  old  House 
of  Assembly  in  Jamaica,  which  happily 
disappeared  from  the  world  about  16 
years  ago,  was  a  scandal  and  a  by-word 
throughout  the  West  Indies.  It  was 
little  better  than  a  bear  garden  of  shout- 
ing and  screaming  negroes  and  mulat- 
toes,  with  a  sprinkling  of  Jews.  He 
would  not  longer  detain  the  House ;  he 
had  only  risen  to  express  the  strong 
feeling  with  which  he  regarded  a  repu- 
diation on  the  part  of  Jamaica  of  her 
legitimate  liabilities  in  this  transaction. 
liORD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  rather  sorry  the  question 
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had  not  oome  before  a  fuller  House,  be- 
cause, as  brought  forward  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gorst),  it  was 
an  appeal  to  the  House  of  Commons  of 
the  absolutely  unrepresented  inhabitants 
of  Jamaica  from  the  representatives  of 
the  Government.  He  would  therefore 
entreat  the  attention  of  hon.  Members 
to  the  question,  on  account  of  the  pe- 
culiarly unprotected  character  of  the 
600,000  blacks,  who  formed  the  bulk  of 
the  population^f  the  Island.  They  were 
unprotected — desperately  unprotected — 
as  was  shown  by  the  speech  of  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley),  and  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Wodehouse),  in  addition  to  the  de- 
spatches laid  before  the  House.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  evidently 
thought  he  could  make  short  work  of 
the  question ;  for  he  devoted  less  than  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  to  a  very  complicated 
case  that  was  brought  forward  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  said  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  shown 
but  little  knowledge  of  Colonial  mat- 
ters ;  but  the  taunt  was  very  iU-timed, 
as  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  in 
the  Colonies  before  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  had  commenced  his  official 
career.  Throughout  his  entire  speech 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  had  mani- 
fested an  utter  ignorance  of  the  case. 
He  stated  that  the  arrest  of  the  Florence 
took  place  under  a  local  Act,  when  it 
did  nothing  of  the  kind ;  and  tried  to 
make  out  that,  because  it  occurred 
through  the  action  of  the  collector  of 
Customs,  it  did  not  occur  through  the 
Government — a  proposition  he  would 
never  have  made  if  there  had  been 
more  than  six  hon.  Members  in  the 
House.  The  arrest  of  the  Florence  was 
made  under  a  Proclamation  issued  in 
1869  by  the  then  Governor,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  prohibiting  the  exportation  of 
arms  or  ammunition  from  the  Island 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Foreign  En- 
listment Act.  The  case  of  the  Florence 
was  on  all  fours  with  that  of  the  Atalaya^ 
which  was  similarly  detained,  and  for 
whose  detention  the  Imperial  Gh>veni- 
ment  had  to  pay  damages  that  were  to 
be  voted  that  night,  xet  because,  in 
this  case,  it  was  the  wretched  Colony  of 
Jamaica,  peopled  mainly  by  600,000 
blacks,  and  not  one  of  the  powerful 
Colonies  of  Australia,  they  sought  to 
saddle  it  with  a  half. 
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correct  that  the  Colony  ought  to  pay, 
and  that  this  was  purely  a  local  matter, 
on  what  grounds  could  the  Government 
demand  from  the  House  of  Commons 
£4,000  odd  ?  Compromises  were  abso- 
lutely fatal.  Either  it  was  an  Imperial 
matter,  in  which  case  we  ought  to  pay 
all;  or  it  was  a  Colonial  matter,  in  which 
case  the  Colony  ought  to  pay  all.  There 
was  no  escape  from  that  dilemma.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  made  one  or  two  most  amusing 
remarks.  Ho  said,  for  instance,  that 
the  precedent  of  the  Have  case  ought 
not  to  become  a  precedent.  His  (Lord 
Randolph  Churcnill's)  own  contention 
was  that  that  case,  which  occurred 
when  the  present  Prime  Minister  was 
in  Office,  in  1868,  was  an  exact  prece- 
dent for  our  guidance.  In  an  extra- 
ordinary despatch,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  who  evidently  considered  him- 
self an  authority  on  the  subject,  laid 
down  the  principles  which  should  regu- 
late the  intercourse  between  the  Colonies 
and  the  Crown.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said — 

"  My  Lords  '* — namely.  Sir  Ralph  Lin  gen 
and  himself — "  cannot  allow  the  case  of  the  Have 
to  be  quoted  as  a  precedent,  bindings  the  Im- 
perial Government  to  take  npon  itself  liabilities 
of  this  nature. '* 

Why  not  ?  It  was  a  precedent  set  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  at 
the  present  moment  Prime  Minister. 
While  on  the  subject  of  that  despatch, 
he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
give  the  House  a  few  explanations  of 
it.     The  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

*'  My  Lords  think  that  it  is,  primA  facie,  tho 
dut^  of  a  Ck)lon^  to  bear  its  share  of  the  inter- 
national obligations  of  the  Empire." 

He  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  it  was  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  in  that  naked  form, 
which  brought  about  the  revolt  of  our 
American  Colonies.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  went  on  to  speak  of  Colonial 
responsibility  and  partnership  arrange- 
ments. Let  him  give  the  House  his 
ideas  of  Colonial  responsibility  and 
partnership  arrangements  as  ■  between 
Jamaica,  which  was  despotically  go- 
verned, and  Great  Britain.  Then,  after 
stating  that  he  was  going  to  refund  one- 
half,  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  was 
a  concession  justified  by  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  held  it  to  be  the  rule 
that  the  obligations  of  neutrality  should 
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Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  would  refer  to  the  first 
page  of  the  Blue  Book,  he  would  find 
that  the  Act  was  a  local  one. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  was  aware  of  the  contention  of 
the  Jamaica  Attorney  General,  who, 
when  he  first  pleaded  the  case  before 
the  Courts,  urged  that  it  was  an  Impe- 
rial Act.  But  the  moment  the  Govern- 
ment at  home  wished  to  make  the  Colony 
pay  the  whole  of  the  damages,  round 
went  the  Attorney  General,  and  argued 
that  the  Act  was  a  local  one.  Conse- 
quently, the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General  was  worthless. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  pointed  out 
that  it  was  the  statement  of  the  Go- 
vernor. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
retorted  that  the  Governor  acted  on  the 
advice  of  the  Attorney  General.  He 
had  shown  that  the  present  contention 
of  the  Government,  that  the  arrest  took 
place  for  local  purposes,  was  upset  by 
the  Minute  of  the  Hon.  Constantine 
Burke,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  who  quoted 
the  Proclamation  under  which  the  act 
was  done.  In  order  to  prove  to  the 
House  the  Imperial  character  of  the 
whole  transaction,  and  how  little 
Colonial  interests  entered  into  it  at  all, 
he  had  only  to  remind  them  that  the 
Governor  acted  throughout  under  the 
direction  of  the  Foreign  Office.  What 
had  the  Foreign  Office  to  do  with  purely 
Colonial  matters?  When  this  afifair 
arose,  in  1877,  the  Governor  applied  to 
Lord  Carnarvon  to  know  what  he  was 
to  do,  and  his  Lordship  immediately 
applied  to  the  Foreign  Office,  which 
gave  directions  to  Lord  Carnarvon.  The 
Government  thought  that  they  would  be 
successful  before  the  Courts,  and  that 
they  would  not  have  to  pay ;  but  when 
they  were  unsuccessful,  they  tried  to 
make  the  wretched  Colony  pay  the 
money.  The  Governor  knew  that  he 
was  acting  in  Imperial  interests  ;  for,  in 
these  Papers,  he  said  over  and  over 
again  that  he  concurred  in  the  views  of 
the  official  Members  of  the  Legislative 
Council  as  to  their  immunity  from  lia- 
bility in  the  matter,  who  resigned  rather 
than  consent  to  the  Vote.  There  were 
two  points  which  the  House  ought  to 
consider  —  firstly,  should  the  Colony 
pay?  and,  secondly,  what  was  the 
attitude  of  the  Colonial  Office  towards 
the  Colony?     If  the  contention  were 
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be  discharged    in  the  territory  where 
the  necessity  for  those  obligations  ex- 
isted.   Was  Jamaica  to  be  liable  for 
any    international    engagements    that 
this  country   might  enter   into  ?    The 
Government  apparently  thought  it  was 
the  duty  of  a  Colony  to  bear  its  share  of 
Imperial  engagements.  Upon  that  prin- 
ciple Jamaica  ought  to  bear  a  share  of 
the  cost  of  the  Egyptian  Expedition. 
Would  any  hon.  Member  opposite  or  any 
Member  of  the  Government  get  up  and 
say  so  ?  In  the  interests  of  the  Colonies, 
which  possessed  no  representation,  he 
would  ask,  did  they  agree  in  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  the  laws  of  the  Treasury, 
that  they,  the  Colonies,  were  to  bear  a 
share  of  Imperial  responsibilities  ?    Sir 
Anthony  Musgrave,  in  his  speech  to  the 
Council,  stated  that  the  claim  made  on 
the  Island  was  not  a  claim  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  but  was  based  upon  a 
particular  principle  approved  by  Parlia- 
ment.    That  was  not  so,  and  he  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  the  Government  would  not 
dare  to  write  such  a  letter  to  Australia, 
or  any  of  the  larger  Crown  Colonies. 
There  was  another  point.     The  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  shown  great  ignorance 
respecting  the  Constitution  of  Jamaica ; 
for  he  had  said  that  the  Island  had  no 
Constitution,  whereas,  in  fact,  it  had  a 
Constitution.     What  was  this  Legisla- 
tive Council,  which  was  to  vote  auto- 
matically at  the  bidding  of  the  Govern- 
ment?     Was  it  a  mere  phantom,    a 
iimulaerum,  and  not  a  consultative  Body  ? 
Was  it  to  be  a  check  on  the  Qt)vemor, 
or  merely  a  Body  for  registering  decrees? 
It  was  established  in  order  that  Jamaica 
might  have  a  representation ;  but  if  it 
was  a  Council,  such  as  it  was  stated  to 
be  in  the  Government  despatches,  then 
Jamaica  had  no  representation  at  all.  It 
stood  in  the  same  position  as  the  Legis- 
lative Council  of  India.     Would  anyone 
venture  to  say  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Council  of  India  to  vote  just  as  the 
Governor  directed  them?     There  was 
one  other  point  on  which  he  desired  an 
explanation.    What  happened  when  the 
Governor    was    cast    in    damages    for 
£8,000  ?  He  went  to  the  Colonial  Trea- 
sury,  and    on  his  own  account  took, 
without  any  authority  whatever,  £8,000 
from  the  Treasury  Chest,  and  with  that 
sum  he  paid  the  damages.    Was  that 
one  of  tne  new  principles  of  Colonial 
Government?    Did  the  Lords    of   the 
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Treasury  approve  a  Colonial  Governor, 
when  embarrassed  by  pecuniary  de- 
mands, going  to  the  local  Treasury  and 
helping  himself  to  money  in  order  to 
free  himself  from  those  demands  ?  Was 
there  any  precedent  for  such  a  course  of 
conduct  ?  He  believed  that  Sir  Charles 
Darling  was  dismissed  from  his  office 
for  an  analogous  act.  Some  of  the 
remarks  made  during  the  debate  in  the 
Legislative  Council  were  worth  reading. 
Mr.  Henderson,  an  aged  Member  of  the 
Council,  who  refused  to  vote  this  money, 
was  very  outspoken.  He  said  that  if 
the  British  Colonial  Minister  expected 
to  rule  Jamaica  as  with  a  rod  of  iron,  he 
made  a  great  mistake,  and  he  went  on 
to  speak  of  the  ''iron  hand"  and 
''  thoughtless  head  "  of  the  British 
Minister.  When  this  old  Member  talked 
of  the  **  iron  hand  "  of  Lord  Kimberley , 
he  was,  of  course,  only  using  a  metaphor  ; 
but  when  he  talked  of  the  "  thoughtless 
head,"  he  was  very  near  the  truth.  He 
concluded  by  professing  himself  ready 
to  fieht  to  the  death  for  Jamaica's  rights 
and  liberties ;  so  that  it  seemed  Jamaica 
had  a  **  Grand  Old  Man."  He  really 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  con- 
descend to  offer  some  fuller  explanation 
of  their  action  in  that  matter  than  had 
been  given  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies ;  but  if  they  did 
not  choose  to  do  so,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  country  would  conclude 
that  the  reason  why  they  made  no  answer 
to  the  strong  charges  brought  against 
them  was  that  there  was  no  satisfactory 
answer  to  make. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  that  although 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  complained  of  the  brevity 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  must  follow 
the  example  of  his  hon.  Friend  in 
that  respect — first,  because  the  House 
had  plenty  of  work  to  do  to  get  through 
the  Supplementary  Estimates ;  and  next, 
because  the  noble  Lord,  although  speak- 
ing for  nearly  an  hour,  had  really  added 
nothing  to  the  able  statement  of  facts 
and  arguments  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member forChatham  (^Ir.  Gbrst). 
Personally,  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  would  de- 
fend and  endorse  every  word  of  the  de- 
spatches which  defined  the  local  respon- 
sibilities of  the  Colony.  There  were  two 
questions  of  considerable  interest  in- 
volved in  that  discussion.  The  first  was 
the  measure  and  limit  of  Colonial  respon- 
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sibility  in  observing  the  duties  of  neutra- 
lity, on  which  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  noble  Lord  and 
himself.  The  Government  had  laid  down 
the  principle,  that  primd  facie  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Colony  to  bear  its  share  of 
responsibility  in  connection  with  trans- 
actions which  took  place  within  its  own 
boundaries ;  and,  further,  that  the  obli- 
gations of  neutrality  should  be  discharged 
by  the  local  resources  of  the  territory 
within  which  those  obligations  had 
arisen.  The  adoption  of  the  contrary 
rule  would,  he  maintained,  lead  to  the 
terrible  consequences  which  had  been 
indicated  in  the  able  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Wodehouse). 
The  noble  Ijord  had  suggested  that  that 
case  was  on  all  fours  with  that  of  the 
American  Colonies  and  the  imposition  of 
a  duty  on  tea  at  Boston ;  but  the  two 
cases  were  entirely  different.  They  were 
not  forcing  upon  Jamaica  the  responsi- 
bility for  action,  or  any  share  of  action 
taken  by  England ;  but  they  placed  on 
Jamaica,  as  they  would  place  on  any 
other  Colony,  the  primd  facie  responsi- 
bility for  action  taken  in  the  Colony  itself. 
The  duty  of  international  neutrality 
within  a  Colony  must  be  observed  and 
maintained  in  that  Colony.  That  rested 
on  the  simple  rule  of  expediency  that 
those  who  had  the  control  of  their  own 
action  should  be  responsible  for  the  con- 
sequences of  their  own  action.  There 
were,  he  admitted,  cases  in  which  it 
would  be  manifestly  unfair  that  the 
whole  weight  of  the  responsibility  should 
be  thrown  upon  the  Colony  ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  would  be  a  most  dangerous 
principle  to  lay  down  that  the  British  tax- 
payer should  pay  the  entire  cost  of  any 
infraction  of  neutrality  by  any  British 
Colony.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  asked  whether  they  would 
apply  their  doctrine  to  great  Colonies 
like  those  of  Australia,  for  example? 
But  in  Australia  the  question  would 
never  arise.  Whatever  was  done  in  a 
self-governing  Colony,  the  action  of  the 
Ministry  was  brought  before  the  Co- 
lonial Parliament  and  was  settled  by 
the  Colonial  Parliament.  But  in  Jamaica, 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  noble  Lord's 
doctrine  was  to  prevail,  anything  might 
be  done  within  the  Colony  that  would 
imperil  our  relations  with  friendly 
Powers,  and  we  were  to  bear  all  the 
consequences.  That  principle  was  to 
be  carried    all   over    the    world,    and 


the  taxpayers  at  home  were  to  pay 
every  fraction  of  any  sum  required  to 
meet  the  consequences  of  action  taken 
within  the  Colony,  without  the  Colony 
itself  being  under  any  responsibility 
whatever  to  bear  any  of  the  burden! 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  the  action  of 
Jamaica  was  taken  under  an  Imperial 
Statute ;  but  the  Governor,  writing  to 
Lord  Carnarvon,  stated  that  it  was 
taken  under  a  local  Statute.  The  noblo 
Lord  was  misled  by  the  use  of  the  words 
''  Imperial  interests."  The  interests  of 
the  peace  of  the  British  Empire  were 
certainly  Imperial  interests;  but  the 
duty  of  maintaining  that  peace,  by  ob- 
serving the  obligations  of  neutrality,  was 
a  local  one.  Wherever  the  matter  was 
mentioned  in  the  Blue  Books,  it  was 
stated  that  the  action  was  taken  under  a 
local  Statute.  It  was,  however,  sug- 
gested that  the  responsibility  rested  on 
us  in  some  degree,  because  Jamaica  was 
a  Crown  Colony.  Well,  it  was  partly 
on  that  ground  that  the  Government 
recommended  the  House  to  pay  one-half 
of  these  charges.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
It  rests  on  us  wholly.]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  seemed  to  hold,  because  it  was 
a  Crown  Colony,  that  the  responsibility 
for  the  acts  of  the  officers  in  that  Colony 
was  to  be  borne  entirely  by  the  Imperial 
Government.  [An  hon.  Member  :  They 
are  appointed  from  home.]  If  they 
rested  the  responsibility  of  the  Mother 
Country  to  pay  those  charges  on  the  fact 
that  the  Governor  and  other  officials  of 
Jamaica  were  appointed  from  home, 
they  might  as  well  argue  that  the  whole 
cost  of  the  government  of  Jamaica 
should  be  borne  by  England,  because 
there  was  not  a  person  engaged  in  the 
administration  oi  the  Colony  who  did  not 
either  directly  or  indirectly  derive  his 
authority  from  the  Home  Government. 
If  this  case  of  the  Crown  Colonies  was 
to  be  raised  at  all,  it  was  most  unfortu- 
nate that  it  should  be  raised  in  this 
fashion.  The  duty  of  the  Gt)vemment 
at  home  in  regard  to  Crown  Colonies 
was  to  select  me  best  persons  it  could 
find  for  discharging  the  duties  to  be 

Serformed  on  the  spot;  and,  having 
one  that,  the  Colony  took  those  gentle- 
men with  all  their  defects  and  their  merits. 
The  noble  Lord  dwelt  on  the  pressure 
put  upon  the  Council;  but  he  (Mr. 
Courtney)  feared  that  he  had  confused 
the  official  and  non-official  Members. 
The  latter  were  free  to  vote  as  they 
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pleased  ;  while  the  former  must,  like  the 
Members  of  the  Government  at  home, 
either  vote  with  the  Government  or 
resign.  As  to  the  payment  of  the  Go- 
vernor's expenses,  that  was  approved 
because  it  stopped  the  payment  of  inte- 
rest at  6  per  cent. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
felt  bound  to  take  exception  to  oneremark 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Fnancial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Courtney) — namely,  that  there  was  very 
important  Business  before  the  House, 
and,  therefore,  his  remarks  on  this  sub- 
ject must  be  very  brief.  He  could  not 
conceive  of  a  more  important  matter 
than  the  relation  of  the  Country  to  the 
Colonies,  and  he  was  accordingly  en- 
tirely at  variance  with  the  hon.  &entle- 
man,  for  there  could  not  be  any  subject 
which  it  was  more  important  to  discuss. 
His  hon.  Friends  were,  therefore,  jus- 
tified in  bringing  forward  this  Motion 
and  insisting  on  having  it  thoroughly 
discussed.  There  were  two  questions 
involved  in  this  discussion — first,  whe- 
ther the  doctrines  that  the  Government 
followed  were  right?  and,  secondly, 
whether  the  application  of  them  was 
right?  The  doctrine  might  be  right  j^r^'md 
facie,  but  its  application  was  a  totally 
difiPerent  matter.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  Jamaica  not  long  ago  had  a 
Constitution  of  its  own,  and  after  that 
was  taken  away  for  reasons  of  State— 
[Mr.  Courtney  :  No ;  surrendered.] 
He  maintained  that  it  was  taken  away 
for  reasons  of  State  and  reduced  to  the 
position  of  a  Crown  Colony.  Under 
those  circumstances,  the  Government 
ought  to  have  been  very  tender  in  their 
treatment  of  the  Colony;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  they  had  replied  in  this  matter 
in  the  baldest,  crudest,  and  harshest 
manner.  Moreover,  the  Statute  under 
which  the  proceedings  were  taken  was 
passed  under  the  old  Constitution,  and, 
therefore,  hardly  applied  to  the  existing 
circumstances.  The  Government  had 
acted  through  the  advice  of  the  Law 
Adviser,  appointed  by  the  Government 
of  this  country  ;  and  he  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  should  have  thought  that,  con- 
sidering the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
Colony  of  Jamaica,  whatever  the  general 
principles  laid  down  in  such  cases  might 
be,  the  proper,  the  generous,  and  the 
right  thing  to  have  done  would  have 
been  to  have  paid  the  whole  of  this  money 
out  of  the  Imperial  Treasury,  and  have 
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accepted  the  whole  of  the  responsibility. 
Then,  again,  after  writing  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Jamaica,  saying  they  would 
pay  nothing  at  all,  the  Government  now 
came  forward  and  said  they  would  split 
the  difference.  He  could  not  conceive  a 
more  undignified  course  to  pursue.  They 
should  either  hold  by  the  principle  they 
laid  down  in  the  first  instance,  throwing 
the  entire  responsibility  on  the  Colony 
and  paying  nothing  at  all,  or  they  ought 
to  discharge  the  entire  obligation.  The 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had 
compared  the  matter  to  the  ordinary  ex- 
penses of  the  Colony ;  but  there  was  no 
analogy  whatever  between  these  cases. 
The  Government  had  taken  the  worst 
course  they  possibly  could  take  by  agree- 
ing to  pay  half  the  cost,  in  order  to  avoid 
further  complications  ;  and  the  effect  of 
this  action  oi  the  Government  was  that 
the  whole  of  the  official  Members  of  the 
Council  had  resigned,  and  a  very  strong 
feeling  was  excited  against  the  Mother 
Country.  The  object  of  the  Government 
ought  to  be  to  knit  the  Colonies  to  the 
Mother  Country  as  much  as  possible  ;  but 
they  had  chosen  to  disregard  the  in- 
habitants of  Jamaica,  and  instead  of 
uniting  to  disunite  the  Empire. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  said,  that,  as 
a  supporter  of  the  Government,  it  was 
not  an  agreeable  thing  to  find  himself 
opposed  to  them  ;  but,  on  that  occasion, 
he  differed  entirely  from  the  policy  which 
they  had  laid  down.     His  personal  ac- 
quaintance with  Jamaica  enabled  him  to 
judge,  better  perhaps  than  any  Member 
of  the  House,  of  the  feelings  of  that 
Colony.    For  over  two  centuries  Jamaica 
had  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  free  repre- 
sentative institutions ;  but  in  1866,  at  the 
suggestion  of  Governor  Eyre,  the  House 
of  Assembly,  in  a  moment  of  panic,  gave 
up  its  Constitutional  rights  to  the  Crown. 
At  that  time,  however,  it  asked  for  a 
simpler  form  of  Constitutional  govern- 
ment ;  but  that  request  was  iraored  by 
the  Imperial  Government,  and  Jamaica 
was  placed  in  the  position  of  a  Crown 
Colony,  against  the  wishes  and  the  pro- 
tests of  the  people.     The  House  must 
not  forget  that  the  Island  was  one  of  the 
most  ancient  of  our  possessions,  for  it 
had  received  a  Charter  from  Charles  H., 
and  liad  been   peopled  almost  entirely 
by  the  English,  the  Spaniards  having  for 
the  most  part  retired  from  the  oountiy 
soon  after  its  conquest  by  Cromwell.  He 
quite  admitted  the  general  principle  that, 
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when  a  Colony  received  the  benefit  of 
the  Imperial  connection  and  protection, 
it  was  bound  to  share  in  the  obligations 
which  that  protection  necessitated  ;  but 
this  was  a  case  of  a  Crown  Colony,  ad- 
ministered directlyfrom  Downing  Street, 
called  upon  to  pay  for  the  mistakes  of 
officials  in  whose  appointment  it  had 
no  voice,  and  over  whom  it  had  no 
control  whatever.  A  most  egregious 
blunder  had  been  committed  by  the  At- 
torney General  for  Jamaica  in  the  matter. 
It  was  not  a  question  of  £8,000  or  so ; 
it  involved  the  far  higher  principle  as 
to  the  administration  of  Crown  Colonies 
generally.  It  could  not,  therefore,  be  re- 
garded as  surprising  that  the  inhabitants 
of  Jamaica  resented  this  treatment.  They 
resented  it  deeply,  and  certainly  never 
contemplated  such  usage  by  this  coun- 
try, when  they  were  persuaded  to  divest 
themselves  of  their  long- enjoyed  rights 
of  representative  government. 

Mb.  8FEAKE2E :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  he 
has  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  upon  this 
subject,  and  that  it  is  out  of  Order  for 
him  to  discuss  the  subject-matter  of  that 
Notice. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON :  With  all  de- 
ference to  you,  Sir,  I  postponed  my  No- 
tice, in  consequence  of  an  answer  which 
I  received  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  mistaken.  The  Motion  still 
stands  upon  the  Order  Book. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON:  I  shall  be 
yery  glad.  Sir,  if  you  will  call  my  at- 
tention to  it. 

[Mr.  DoDDs  handed  a  copy  of  the 
Order  Book  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.] 

Mb.  Sbbjeant  SIMON  said,  he  saw 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  cor- 
rect, and  he  was  glad  that  he  had  called 
his  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon's)  attention  to 
the  fact.  He  gave  Notice  of  the  Motion  ; 
but  he  postponed  it,  and  that  was  the 
cause  of  his  error.  Of  course,  he  would 
not  pursue  the  matter  further.  There  were 
questions  involved  that  went  beyond  the 
payment  of  money.  Were  they  going 
to  carry  on  a  system  of  government  in 
complete  antaffonism  to  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  ue  country  ?  Two  of  the 
official  Members  of  the  Government  had 
resigned  rather  than  vote  for  that  pay- 
ment, and  we  had  filled  up  their  places 


by  appointing  two  subordinates  of  in- 
ferior position,  who  never  would  have 
dreamt  of  belonging  to  the  Council, 
on  condition  that  they  would  vote  for 
the  payment.  There  was  no  analogy 
whatever  between  this  transaction  and 
the  selection  by  our  Prime  Minister  of 
Colleagues  who  would  support  his  policy. 
[^Interruption.']  He  appealed  to  the  Li- 
beral Members  below  the  Gangway,  as 
the  friends  of  free  institutions,  to  listen 
to  what  he  had  to  say.  But  there  were 
unofficial  Members  of  the  Council  not 
appointed  by  the  Crown. 

Mb.  speaker  :  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  are  entirely 
out  of  Order  in  discussing  the  system  of 
government  in  Jamaica. 

Mr.  Seb  jeant  SIMON  said,  he  was  only 
about  to  refer  to  a  fact  which  was  on 
record  in  the  Blue  Books,  that  the  unoffi- 
cial Members  of  the  Council  all  resigned 
their  seats  rather  than  Vote  for  this 
payment.  [Cries  of  '*  Order  !  "  and 
*'  Name ! "] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  still  discussing  the  question 
of  the  system  of  government  in  Jamaica, 
in  reference  to  which  he  has  placed  a 
Notice  upon  the  Paper.  His  observations, 
therefore,  are  quite  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  Serjeai7t  SIMON  said,  he  bowed 
to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  and  he  was 
only  sorry  that  he  had  unintentionally 
trespassed  upon  the  Rules  of  the  House. 
He  had  no  desire  to  do  so,  and,  after  the 
ruling  just  given  by  Mr.  Speaker,  he 
would  say  no  more  upon  the  subject, 
except  that  there  was  a  strong  feeling 
entertained  on  the  part  of  the  people 
of  Jamaica  in  reference  to  the  payment 
of  this  money.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
Government  would  take  into  considera- 
tion the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
would  notpress  the  Vote. 

Mb.  speaker  :  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  seems  to  find  it  impossible 
to  avoid  the  question  of  the  Crown 
government  of  Jamaica,  and  I  really 
must  call  upon  him  to  desist. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
sure  whether  he  understood  rightly  one 
of  the  closing  sentences  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon),  or 
whether  if  he  understood  it  rightly,  it 
expressed  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
real  meaning.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  fervently  urged  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  withdraw  the  Vote  which 
they  intended  to  ^sk  the  Hou^e  of  Com* 
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znons  to  concur  in ;  but  the  effect  of 
"withdrawing  that  Vote  would  be  to  leave 
the  Colony  of  Jamaica  the  whole  burden, 
whereas  the  Government  proposed  that 
it  should  be  relieved  as  far,  at  least,  as 
the  moiety  of  the  sum  was  concerned,  if 
the  Vote  were  agreed  to.  The  opinion 
that  the  Vote  should  be  withdrawn  could 
not  be  reconciled  with  other  parts  of  his 
speech.  He  would  not  enter  upon  a 
discussion  of  the  very  glowing  eulogy 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
bestowed  upon  the  Colony  of  Jamaica  in 
its  past  history,  as  a  notable  and  praise- 
worthy example  of  free  institutions  and 
of  the  spirit  of  liberty,  because  it  would 
be  unwise  and  likewise  ungenerous,  at  a 
period  when  the  Colony  had  been  de- 
prived of  its  legislative  institutions,  that 
any  criticism  should  be  opened  upon  the 
principle  of  those  institutions  when  they 
were  m  action.  But  of  one  thing  he 
must  remind  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
He  said  that  an  influence  from  Downing 
Street  deprived  the  Colony  of  those  in- 
stitutions ;  and  that  while  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Legislature  that,  in  sur- 
rendering its  own  powers,  some  other  and 
simpler  form  of  popular  government 
should  be  substituted,  the  will  of  the 
Executive  Government  at  home  defeated 
that  purpose,  and  caused  the  existence 
of  the  present  state  of  things.  Now  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  in  material 
error  in  his  reference  to  what  took  place. 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  a  Member  of 
the  Uabinet  at  the  time;  and  he  most 
deeply  and  profoundly  regretted  the  im- 
perative necessity  under  which  they  lay, 
after  the  painful  and  horrible  circum- 
stances of  the  rebellion  then  existing  in 
Jamaica,  of  suspending  the  legislative  or 
representative  institution  in  that  Island. 
But  the  desire  and .  proposal  of  the 
Government  were  not  what  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  supposed.  They  felt 
80  much  the  gravity  of  the  proposal  they 
were  making,  and  the  anomalous  cha- 
racter of  any  suggestion  to  withdraw 
representative  institutions  where  they 
had  once  been  ^ven,  that  they  proposed 
to  Parliament  that  the  suspension  should 
take  place  for  a  very  limited  period  of 
time.  He  would  not  trust  his  memory 
absolutely  as  to  the  terms  of  years  ;  but 
he  thought  the  proposal  was  for  a  sus- 
pension of  three  years.  At  any  rate,  he 
was  quite  certain  of  this — that  the  pro- 
posal was  for  a  short  term  of  years  in 
order  that  the  attention  of  Parliament 

Mr,  OladHon^ 


might  then  be  again  called  to  the  subject. 
It  was  the  unanimous  feeling  of  that 
House — of  every  portion  of  the  House- 
that  compelled  the  Government  to  ex- 
change this  proposal  into  a  permanent 
suspension  of  those  institutions,  and  to 
remove  the  limit  of  time  which  they  had 
introduced  into  the  Act.     He  did  not 
deny  that  among  the  White  population 
of  Jamaica  a  portion — and  perhaps  a 
considerable  portion — had  shown  a  great 
deal  of  dissatisfaction,  in  consequence  of 
the  course  that  had  been  pursued  in  this 
matter  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  he  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  B.   Asshetoo 
Cross)  in  admitting    that  this   was  a 
question  of  very  great  importance.    It 
was  also,  in  his  opinion,  a  question  of 
very    great   simplicity;    and,    notwith- 
standing   the    vigour  with   which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  delivered  himself 
against  the  offence   of  brevity  in  the 
House,  and  the  indignation  which  he  had 
bestowed  so  freely  on  the  offences  of  his 
(Mr.  Gladstone's)  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Courtney)  in 
that  respect,   he  should   endeavour  to 
pursue  the  course  recommended  by  his 
hon.  Friend,  thouo^h  under  some  fear  of 
the  displeasure  which  might  be  drawn 
upon  him  from  another  quarter.     Now, 
the  contention  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member    for  Dewsbury  (Mr.    Serjeant 
Simon)  was    really  this—that   because 
Jamaica  was  a  Crown  Colony ,   or  was 
in  the  condition  of  a  Crown    Colony, 
the  charge  ought  to  have  been  borne 
entirely  by   the  people  of  the  United 
Kingdom.     Now,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   opposite  had   made    an    accu- 
sation against  the  Government,  which 
was  the  very  last  that  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) should  have  expected  to  hear; 
and,  in  fact,  he  was  bound  to  admit  that 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman  effectually 
contradicted  it  himself  in  the  later  por- 
tions of  his  speech.     For,  in  the  earlier 
portions  of  his  speech,  he  said  the  head 
and  front  of  the  offence  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  that  they  had  applied  a  prin- 
ciple, to  quote  his  own  words,  in  the 
baldest,  crudest,  and  harshest  manner 
possible ;  while,  in  the  later  portions  of 
his  speech,  he  proceeded  to  censure  them 
for  having  compromised  the  principle 
upon  which  they  stood  by  the  arrange- 
ment they  had  adopted  of  charging  only 
one-half  of  the  charge  on  the  Ck>lony. 
The  question  whether  a  compromise  was 
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jast  or  judicious  in  ibis  matter  might  be 
a  very  serious  question.     He  tbougbt  it 
was  a  very  disputable  one ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  was  a  pretty  efiPectual  an- 
swer to  those  who  contended  that  the 
principle    had    been    applied    in    the 
*'  balaeet,  crudest,  and  harshest  manner 
possible."    It  had  been  applied,  how- 
ever, in  a  manner  in -which  the  offence 
was— if  it  was  an  offence  at  all — that 
there  had  been  an  express  desire  to  spare 
the  people  of  the  Colony,  even  in  re- 
fusing to  place  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  people  of  that  country  a  burden 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment, did  not  belong  to  them.    The  case 
had  been  felt  to  be  one  of  very  consider- 
able difficulty.     He  perfectly  understood 
that  there  might  be  differences  of  opi- 
nion about  it ;  but  he  must  confess  for 
his  own  part  that  he  was  more  inclined 
to  believe  that,  if  there  had  been  an 
error  at  all,  it  had  been  in  asking  the 
people  of  England  to  bear  one-half  of 
the  charge.    In  point  of  fact,  more  than 
one-half  would  be  borne  by  the  people 
of  this  country,  according  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Oovemment,  because  the 
legal  expenses  of   the  appeal  in  this 
.  country  had  been  borne  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.     He  was  quite  ready  to 
admit,  therefore,  that  there  might  be 
force  in  the  argument  of  those  who  said 
that  the  Government  had  no  right  to 
impose  this  charge  on  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  who  had  said  that, 
if  the  Government  had  stood  upon  their 
principle,  and  had  required  the  whole 
charge  to  be  borne  by  Jamaica,  where 
the  acts  occurred  that  brought  about  the 
charge,  the  dissatisfaction  in  the  Colony 
would  not  have  been  greater  than  it  was 
at  this  moment.    He  would  not  enter 
into  that  point;   the  Government  had 
taken  their  course,  and  were  bound  to 
abide  by  it.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  and  those  who  supported  him 
should  consider  what  was  involved  in 
their  contention;  and  in  opposition  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  affirmed 
that  the  argument  of  his  hon.  Friend 
tho    Secretary    of   the    Treasury   was 
strictly  correct,  and  that  they  could  not 
distinguish  in   principle   between   this 
charge  and  the  other  legitimate  expenses 
of  government  in  Jamaica.    But  the  mis- 
carriages of  a  Government  were  among 
the  legitimate  expenses  of  a  Gk>vemment| 
if  they  were  miscarriages  of   such  a 
nature  as  were  ordinarily  incidental  \o 


it — tha  twas  to  say,  where  everyone  acted 
in  good  faith,   and   where   there  was 
neither    corruption  nor    incompetency, 
but  only  that  kind  of  error  in  the  inter- 
pretation of  law  which  would  insinuate 
itself  here  and  there  in  the  proceedings 
even  of  the  best  and  the  ablest  men. 
Charges    arising  out    of   such  a  case 
must  DO  considered  as  among  the  legiti- 
mate exigencies  of  government.    Now, 
he  wanted  to  know  why  the  people  of 
England  should  bear  a  charge  for  the 
people  of  Jamaica   because  it  was  a 
Crown  Colony?    Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite  replied    because  the    people  of 
Jamaica  had  no  control  in  the  matter, 
and  because  they  did  not  appoint  the 
Attorney  General.     Did    they  appoint 
the  Governor?    Did  they  appoint  any 
one  who  held  office  in  the  Colony  ?   Had 
they  any  control  over  any  act  of  the 
Governor  ?  None  whatever.   They  were 
entirely  deprived  of  Constitutional  pri- 
vileges.    Then,  if  they  said  this  charge 
ought  not  to  be  borne  by  them  on  that 
account,  then  every  charge  ought  not  to 
be  borne  by  them  on  the  same  reason- 
ing— or,  in  other  words,  because  Jamaica 
was  a  Crown  Colony,  therefore  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  ought  to  bear  the 
whole  charge  of  the  administration  of 
the  Island.    Now,  that  was  a  proposition 
which,  in  his  'opinion,  was  totally  un- 
tenable.   If  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dewsbury  said  the  time  had  now 
come  when  we  ought  to  think  of  re- 
storing   representative    institutions    in 
Jamaica,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  could  only 
say  that  when  the  hon.   and  learned 
Member  made  his  argument  upon  that 
subject,   he   would  find  in    him    (Mr. 
Gladstone)  a  willing  hearer,   and   one 
with  every  predisposition  to  adopt  his 
conclusions.    But,   for  the  time,    they 
must  assume  that  Parliament  was  right 
in  saying  that,  for  the  benefit  of  Jamaica 
itself,  it  was  necessary  that  these  repre- 
sentative  institutions    should    be    sus- 
pended. If  they  were  rightly  suspended, 
which  he  must  assume  to  be  the  case, 
then  the  necessary  expenses  of  govern- 
ing that  Colony  were  still  a  legitimate 
charge  upon  the  (Tolony  itself.    And  al- 
though it  was  very  well  to  come  there 
and  talk  of  pursuing  a  generous  and 
a  high-mindea  course,  what  did  all  that 
come  to  ?    It  did  not  mean  makiziff  any 
saorifice  on  their  own  behalf,    fi  did 
not  mean  a  Parliamentary  subscription, 
or  that  Members  should  be  invited  to 
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subscribe  to  reduce  the  charge  against 
the  Colony.  No ;  it  simply  meant  that 
they  would  make  this  addition  to  the 
vast  expenditure  of  the  United  Kingdom 
*  and  lay  the  burden  on  the  shoulders  of 
their  own  constituents.  Now,  that  was 
simply  their  contention.  Let  it  be  judged 
of  by  the  country  and  by  that  House. 
That  contention  consisted  of  these  two 
points— that  the  argument  adverse  to  the 
course  they  had  taken  of  imposing  a 
certain  charge  on  the  Colony  involved 
nothing  less  than  the  proposition  that 
the  people  of  England  were  liable  for 
the  expenses  of  the  government  of 
Jamaica.  That  was  a  proposition  which 
the  Oovemment  could  not  admit,  be- 
cause, if  they  did  admit  it,  they  must 
extend  it  to  every  Crown  Colony  in  the 
Empire,  and  if  they  did  adopt  it,  they 
should  be  guilty,  in  their  opinion,  alike 
of  an  absurdity  and  an  injustice. 

Mb.  salt  said,  he  wished  to  say  that 
he  reserved  to  himself  the  right,  if  any 
proper  occasion  arose  at  any  future  time, 
to  raise  this  important  question  again. 
In  some  respects,  he  believed  the  Oo- 
vemment might  have  acted  rightly; 
butj  after  all,  this  was  neither  a  ques- 
tion for  an  attack  on,  nor  a  defence  of, 
the  Oovemment,  but  one  for  the  House 
and  the  country.  It  was  a  question  of 
great  Imperial  policy,  which  ought  to 
be  considered  solely  in  the  direction  of 
attaining  that  which  was  best,'not  for  the 
Oovemment  or  the  Opposition,  but  for 
the  country  at  large. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY —  CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  RE- 
VENUE DEPARTMENTS  (SUPPLE- 
MENTARY ESTIMATES,  1882-3). 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Cla.88  III. — Law  akd  Justice. 

( 1 . )  Question  again  proposed , 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£40,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st  day  of 
March  1883,  of  Criminal  Prosecutionfl  and  other 
Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  including  certain  Al- 
lowance under  the  Act  15  and  16  Viu.  c.  83." 

Whereupon  Question  again  proposed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£10,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defimy 

Mr.  Olads'ove 


the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1883,  of  Criminal  Prosecutions  and  other 
Law  Charges  in  Ireland,  including  certain  Al- 
lowances under  the  Act  15  and  16  Vic.  c.  83." — 
[Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,) 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  rose  with  con- 
siderable reluctance  to  trespass  for  a  few 
moments  on  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. There  was  no  one  more  regular 
than  he  was  in  attendance  upon  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  and  he  was  always 
anxious  to  take  part  in  the  discussion  of 
the  Estimates.  But  when  he  and  his 
Friends  sitting  below  the  Gkingway  on 
that  side  of  the  House  found  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  taking  erery  oc- 
casion to  prolong  discussion  upon  the 
Estimates,  and  making  no  secret  that 
their  object  in  discussing  each  separate 
item  referring  to  Ireland  was  not  so 
much  to  criticize  the  Estimates  as  to 
cast  obloquy  upon  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment, and  especiaUy  upon  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  then  he  confessed 
that  they  felt  considerable  difficulty  in 
taking  their  proper  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Estimates.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  it  was  only  fair  to- 
wards the  Government  that  they  who 
had  hitherto  been  silent  in  discussing 
the  Estimates  should  warn  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  in  a  friendly  manner  that  there 
was  a  considerable  feeling  of  discontent 
and  dismay  in  the  country  at  the  large 
increase  of  the  Estimates  year  after  year 
since  the  present  Government  came  into 
Office.  Perhaps  it  would  not  be  out  of 
place  for  him  to  allude  to  the  coming 
Estimates,  for  he  feared  very  much  that 
they  would  find  there  was  also  an  in- 
crease for  the  year  1883-4.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  Government  would  find, 
when  the  next  General  Election  took 
place,  that  one  of  the  greatest  dangers 
they  would  have  to  contend  against 
would  be  the  cry  that  they  had  not  ob- 
served economy  with  regard  to  the  ex- 
penditure in  the  different  Services  of  the 
country.  In  reference  to  the  Vote  which 
was  now  before  the  Committee,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  a  Supplementary  Vote 
of  £40,000  for  the  cost  of  Criminal  Pro- 
secutions and  other  Law  Charges  in  Ire- 
land did  require  more  explanation  than 
had  been  given  to  the  House  the  other 
day  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Irehuid.    He 
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thought  that  the  House  ought  to  have  laid 
before  it  some  Paper  or  explanation  as  to 
whom  the  enormous  additional  sum  of 
£15,000  in  the  shape  of  fees  to  counsel 
had  been  given.  He  believed  that  in 
.  Ireland,  as  well  as  in  England,  there 
was  a  large  legal  staff  which  was  regularly 
provided  for  in  the  Estimates,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  to  whom  these  fees 
went  ?  It  was  stated,  he  thought  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere),  that  perhaps 
there  might  have  been  an  additional  100 
cases  ;  but  in  the  event  of  there  having 
been  100  additional  cases  for  which  this 
additional  £15,000  was  charged,  it  would 
appear  that  a  fee  of  £150  had  been  paid 
in  each  case  to  the  legal  gentlemen  em- 
ployed. What  he  wanted  to  know  was 
whether  these  fees  went  to  the  present 
staff?  At  all  events,  he  thought  they 
ought  to  have  some  explanation  of  the 
matter,  because  they  all  knew  there  was 
always  a  tendency  of  fees  to  counsel  in- 
creasing to  an  enormous  extent.  He 
had  not  risen  with  any  desire  to  prolong 
the  discussion  ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
Committee  was  entitled,  and  especially 
that  the  Liberal  Members  who  sat  below 
the  Gangway  were  entitled,  to  some  ex- 
planation of  the  large  increase  which 
appeared  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates. He  had  therefore  risen  to  call 
attention  to  this  matter,  and  he  could 
assure  the  Government  he  did  so  in  the 
most  friendly  spirit  towards  them,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  if  they  did  not 
check  this  enormously  increasing  expen- 
diture, they  would  have  to  answer  for  it 
before  the  country  before  very  long. 

Mb.  O'BBIEN  said,  there  was  one 
item  in  the  Estimate  in  regard  to  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
omitted  to  give  the  Committee  any  in- 
formation. He  referred  to  the  item  of 
£15,000  in  regard  to  ^'  Prosecutors,  &o." 
He  should  like  to  know  what  '^  Prose- 
cutors," and  especially  *' &c.,"  meant? 
It  would  be  interesting,  he  thought,  to 
know  what  that  amount  included,  and 
whether  any  portion  pf  the  remunera- 
tion went  to  informers  and  Crown  wit- 
nesses ;  and  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might  perhaps 
throw  some  light  on  very  important 
matters,  especially  the  manner  in  which 
the  services  of  these  persons  had  been 
made  available  in  some  of  the  recent 
prosecutions  iq  Ireland.    Be  invited  the 


attention  of  the  Committee  also  to  the 
description  of  evidence  that  had  been 
resorted  to  in  reference  to  prosecutions 
such  as  those  of  Mr.  Harrington,  Mr. 
Davitt,  and  Mr.   Healy.     It   was  bad 
enough  for  a  man  to  have  to  defend  his 
words  in  a  Criminal  Court ;  but  in  Ire- 
land a  man   had  sometimes  to  defend 
himself  against  words  that  belonged  not 
to  him  but  to  some  police  reporter.     He 
thought  there  was  nothing  that  indi- 
cated better  the  odious  character  of  the 
system  of  espionage  that  was  practised 
against  public  speakers  in  Ireland  than 
the  fact  that,  although  he  believed  no 
Press  man  had  ever  been  injured  in  Ire- 
land in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  except 
by  the  police,  no  professional  shorthand 
writer  could  be  got  for  love  or  money  to 
undertake  this  duty.     The  duty  was  dis- 
charged by  policemen  who  had  dabbled 
a  little  in  Pitman's  shorthand.     They 
managed  to  take  down  about  every  third 
word    a   man  uttered,   and  then  they 
strung  them  together  with  words  the  man 
never  used  at  all.    The  policeman  in 
Mr.  Healy's  case  swore  to  the  report  iu 
Th$  Freeman^s  Journal  being  a  full  and 
exhaustive  report  of  all  that  the  hon. 
Member  said  in   his  speech  ;  but  Mr. 
Healy  exhibited  in  Court  a  copy  of  The 
Leintter  Leader^  containing  a  really  full 
report  of  his  speech,  which  covered  three 
columns  in  that  paper  as  contrasted  with 
one  column  and  a  half  of  The  FreemaWe 
Journal,     In  Mr.  Harrington's  case,  the 
police  reporter  broke  down  so  calamitously 
that  the  County  Court  Judge  who  con- 
firmed the  sentence  was  actually  obliged 
to  base  his  decision  not  upon  the  evi- 
dence for  the  Crown,  but  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  a  gentleman  who  was  called 
for  the  defence,  and  who  proved  that  the 
report  of  the  police  reporter  was  a  tissue 
of  falsehoods  from  beginning  to   end. 
That  was  the  sort  of  fair  play  that  the 
political  opponents  of  the  Government 
received  in  Ireland  just  now — a  sort  of 
fair  play  from  which  he  had  to  some  ex- 
tent suffered  himself.     When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   opposite    made    some 
strong  references  to  him  (Mr.  O'Brien) 
last  night,  he  could  not,  of  course,  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment  answer  for  every- 
thing that  might  have  appeared  in  the 
newspaper  with  which  he  was  connected ; 
but  that  day  he  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  glancing  through  a  file  of  the  paper, 
and  if  the  House  would  bear  with  him 
{ox  a  n^oment— although  it  mi^ht  be  a 
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little  irrelevant — he  thouglit  he  should 
be  able  to  show,  confining  himself  to 
mere  matters  of  fact,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  been  quite  as  just  to 
him  as  he  expected  others  to  be  towards 
himself.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
that  he  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had  held  up  to 
execration  four  persons,  three  of  whom 
were  afterwards  killed  or  murderously 
assaulted.  The  inference  was  one  which 
he  disdained  to  notice  further.  As  to 
Mr.  Burke,  the  first  of  the  gentlemen 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  as  far  as  he  could 
recollect,  and  as  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  search  through  the  files  of  United 
Ireland — and,  of  course,  he  had  not  been 
able  to  do  so  yery  exhaustively — his  name 
was  never  mentioned  in  Untied  Ireland 
until  after  his  death ;  nor  was  there  the 
most  remote  personal  allusion  to  him, 
unless  the  paragraph  about  "  rats  in  the 
Castle  cellars"  might  be  supposed  to 
point  to  him  in  particular.  iCries  of 
**  Hear,  hear !  "]  He  heard  some  mur- 
murs in  reference  to  that  article.  It  had 
been  admitted  in  that  House  by  the  late, 
and,  indeed,  he  believed  by  the  present, 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  that  that 
paragraph  was  simply  a  rough  comment 
upon  a  declaration  made  in  that  House 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  that  *^  until  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment was  re-organized  " — he  thought 
he  was  quoting  almost  the  exact  words 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 'Uhere 
could  be  no  hope  of  permanent  tran- 
quillity in  Ireland." 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  I  must  interrupt 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that,  in  the  re- 
marks I  made  in  my  speech  a  week  ago, 
I  especially  omitted  that  passage. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, refers  to  me,  will  he  kindly  give 
me  the  means  of  verifying  what  he 
means,  because  I  do  not  admit  the  words 
he  has  quoted  ? 

Mr.  O'BEIEN  said,  that  at  that  mo- 
ment he  had  not  time  to  lay  his  hands 
on  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  was  quoting  from  a 
report  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
reply  to  a  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy)  ; 
but  he  would  say  nothing  further  in  re- 
ference to  Mr.  Burke.  As  to  the  refer- 
ence to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  he  fought  him  fairly — ^more 
fairly  than   the  right   hon.  Gentleman 
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had  fought  him.  He  (Mr.  O'Brien)  had 
never  struck  a  foul  blow  at  any  man. 
As  to  Mr.  Field,  the  only  allusion  that 
was  ever  made  to  him  in  United  Ireland 
was  in  one  paragraph,  not  so  much 
blaming  Mr.  Field  as  asking  what  would 
have  been  thought  of  a  Catholic  juror 
who  handed  down  from  the  jury-box  a 
note  to  Mr.  Michael  Davitt,  instead  of  a 
Protestant  juror  handing  down  a  note  to 
Mr.  Norris  Goddard  ?  If  that  was  fero- 
city, he  was  at  a  loss  for  a  term  to 
characterize  the  frame  of  mind  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  last  night.  As  to 
the  right  hon.  Getitleman  himself,  he 
thought  that  in  a  less  hasty  moment  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  admit  that 
any  allusion  that  was  ever  made  to  him 
was  a  not  unkindly  one,  until,  in  his 
speech  at  Hawick,  he  threw  in  his  [lot 
once  for  all  with  the  enemies  of  Ireland, 
and  until  he  held  up  newspapers  and 
speeches  of  persons  who,  perhaps,  had 
feelings  as  well  as  he  had,  to  execration 
as  part  of  the  machinery  of  murder — as 
moral  murderers.  He  was  willing  to  let 
his  countrymen  judge,  and  they  were 
the  only  judges,  as  to  the  description  of 
speaking  or  writing  which  came  nearest 
the  description  of  moral  murder.  So  far 
from  his  having  any  personal  animosity 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  was 
amazed  that  such  an  idea  should  have 
entered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
head.  He  had  never  seen  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  to  his  knowledge,  until  he 
saw  him  a  fortnight  ago  in  that  House, 
and  the  only  feeling  that  he  entertained 
towards  him  was  admiration  for  him  as 
a  literary  man,  and  a  sincere  hope  that 
he  would  bring  into  practice,  as  a  Mi- 
nister, the  principles  of  freedom  that 
he  had  so  eloquently  defended  in  his 
books.  He  was  obliged  to  the  House 
for  having  permitted  him  to  make  this 
statement.  He  had  only  to  add  that, 
in  the  discharge  of  what  he  deemed 
to  be  his  duty  to  those  who  sent  him 
there,  he  should  never  be  irritated  into 
saying — he  hoped  consciously,  at  all 
events — anything  unjust  to  any  man; 
nor  would  he  be  intimidated  from 
saying  whatever  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, which  with  him  were  supreme 
interests,  demanded,  not  against  an  in- 
dividual, for  he  had  no  grudge  against 
particular  men,  but  against  the  system 
which  individuals  from  time  to  time  ad- 
ministered in  Ireland.  He  turned  from 
that  subject  now  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Davitt 
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and  Mr.  Healy.  Those  gentlemen,  he 
believed  it  was  admitted,  had  committed 
no  offence  that  could  be  brought  within 
the  comprehensive  scope  of  the  Crimes 
Act,  which  was  a  sort  of  omnibus  Act  of 
all  the  crimes  in  the  calendar.  They  had 
done  nothing  that  any  man  more  modem 
or  more  respectable  than  the  Judges  of 
Charles  I.'s  time  would  ever  have  ven- 
tured to  pronounce  an  offence.  They 
were  punished,  not  because  of  anything 
they  said  or  did  themselves,  but  because, 
although  they  had  not  even  heard  of  it, 
Policeman  Cox  was  shot  in  Abbey  Street, 
Dublin,  the  night  before  their  speeches 
were  delivered  in  Carlow  and  Navan, 
and  also  because  Mr.  Field  was  stabbed 
in  Dublin  a  few  nights  after.  The 
Chief  Secretary  himself — he  happened 
to  have  that  reference—immediately  after 
these  occurrences,  admitted  that  the  out- 
rages in  Dublin  were  not  of  an  agrarian 
character.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  reply  to  a  Question  put  to  him,  said — 

"I  must  ask  hon.  Members  to  consider  that 
it  is  important  to  bear  in  mind  a  distinction 
between  the  general  state  of  Ireland  and  the 
special  question  of  violent  organized  crime  in 
DubUn." 

It  was  evident,  then,  that  the  crimes  in 
Dublin  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
speeches  in  the  country,  either  at  Carlow 
or  Navan,  and  those  places  ought  to 
have  been  quite  as  safeplaces  for  making 
a  strongly-worded  speech  as  Leeds  or 
Woodstock.  But  the  Castle  officials, 
with  their  usual  talent  for  making  bad 
worse,  induced  the  Government  to  com- 
mit in  this  case  the  very  blunder  they 
committed  after  the  Fhoonix  Park  assas- 
sinations. Instead  of  encouraging  people 
to  speak  boldly  and  openly,  and  as  of 
right  to  speak  what  was  in  their  minds, 
they  suppressed  open  speaking.  They 
confounded  the  criminal  and  the  politician 
in  the  same  category,  and  they  very 
naturally  confounded  the  sympathies  of 
the  people  as  well.  Mr.  Davitt  and  Mr. 
Healy  were  punished  because  of  crimes 
with  which  nobody  dared  to  accuse  them 
of  sympathy,  as  the  Irish  people  were 
punished  because  of  the  assassination 
of  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  which 
they  deplored  quite  as  heartily  as  the 
English  people.  This  policy  might  be 
wise  and  cunning  enough  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Castle  officials,  for 
it  was  part  of  their  purpose  to  keep  the 
two  oountries  at  cross  purposes  and  at 
daggers  drawn,  for  fear  it  should  ever 


occur  to  the  people  of  England  to  try 
how  the  people  ot  Ireland  would  get  on 
at  ruling  themselves.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  ever  be  opened  to  the  effect 
of  this.  People  would  say  to  themselves 
that  Mr.  Davitt,  in  his  speech  at  Navan, 
called  attention  with  desperate  emphasis 
to  the  distress  in  Ireland ;  and  a  few  days 
afterwards  it  happened  that  there  was  a 
paragraph  in  the  Queen's  Speech  which 
suggested  the  propriety  of  considering 
that  distress.  Now  that  Mr.  Davitt  was 
in  prison,  now  that  all  agitation  was 
suppressed,  now  that  the  country  was 
supposed  to  be  quiet  and  tame,  and  kiss- 
ing the  rod,  the  only  word  the  Govern- 
ment had  for  the  starving  peasants  of 
Ireland  was  that,  for  the  comfort  of 
British  taxpayers,  it  was  necessary  to 
ship  them  out  of  the  country,  no  matter 
when,  or  how,  or  where ;  and  that  the 
best  plan  to  get  them  away  was  to  starve 
them  out.  ICries  of  *'0h!"]  Hon. 
Members  might  murmur,  but  he  was 
telling  them  what  would  be  thought  in 
Ireland,  and  what  he  thought.  Then, 
as  to  Mr.  Healy.  The  farmers  of  Ulster, 
who  had  reason  to  know  something  of 
Mr.  Healy,  what  did  the  House  think 
would  be  their  reflections,  when  they  said 
to  themselves — *'  Mr.  Healy's  speech  at 
St.  Mullins  was  a  bold  exposure  of  the 
defects  of  the  Land  Act — defects  which 
these  same  Northerners  pointed  out  in 
their  conference  at  Belfast  the  other  day ; 
defects  which  one  of  their  own  Commis- 
sioners showed  the  Government  a  short 
time  ago,  and  which  would  perhaps  re- 
main and  unsettle  the  whole  question  of 
rent  in  Ireland  if  the  present  mode  of 
fixing  it  was  not  amended.  Now  that 
Mr.  Healy  was  chained  up,  where  was 
the  proposed  amendment  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  who  was  most  likely  to  wring 
an  amendment  from  the  Government  V 
Was  it  the  mild  -  spoken  Gentlemen 
who  spoke  in  whispers  from  the  Back 
Benches  of  the  Government,  or  was  it 
the  outspoken  author  of  the  Healy 
Clause,  whom  the  (Government  thought 
it  politic  or  right  to  detain  in  Richmond 
Prison  during  the  Session  ?  "  Possibly 
the  aberration  of  the  farmers  of  Ulster 
would  be  a  rather  dear  price  to  pay 
for  the  detention  of  Mr.  Heidy.  Then 
he  (Mr.  O'Brien)  said  that  in  this,  as  in 
every  other  act  of  Lord  Spencer's  Ad- 
ministration—- in  these  prosecutions,  fbr 
which  they  were    now   asked    to  pay 
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£40,000,  they  were  rejoicing  and  gra- 
tifying those  who  lived  and  flourished 
on  the  enmity  which  existed  hetween 
this  country  and  Ireland,  and  were  laying 
up  for  themselves  among  the  people  of 
Ireland  a  store  of  bitterness  and  resent- 
ment, the  consequences  of  which  he  did 
not  care  to  anticipate.  At  all  events,  he 
believed  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Irish 
Members,  by  every  means  in  their  power, 
to  oppose  this  Vote,  and  all  other  Votes 
of  money  which  they  believed  were  spent 
in  fomenting  discontent  in  Ireland  and 
in  thwarting  the  aspirations  of  the  Irish 
people. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  made  an  explanation, 
and  it  is  upon  that  part  of  his  speech 
that  I  rise  to  comment.  I  propose  to 
make  a  counter  explanation  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member ;  and  I  trust,  for 
the  sake  of  the  public  time,  that  no  one 
will  think  it  worth  while  to  carry  on 
that  part  of  the  controversy.  The  state- 
ment made  by  me  last  night  was  that 
the  editor  of  United  Ireland  had  been 
reckless  in  not  observing  the  effect  of 
certain  articles — in  not  discontinuing 
those  articles.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
challenged  me  to  produce  the  substance 
of  those  articles.  I  will  produce  them 
in  the  shape  of  a  few  short  passages. 

Mb.  O'BRIEN  :  What  I  have  referred 
to  to-night  was  the  statement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last  night, 
that  I  had  held  up  to  execration,  and 
put  their  lives  in  danger,  four  persons 
in  Ireland. 

Mil.  TREVELYAN :  I  have  not  the 
materials,  I  admit  at  once,  that  will  en- 
able me  to  go  into  the  attacks  of  United 
Ireland  upon  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster).  All  I  can  say  is,  that  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  being  exposed 
to  the  hourly  danger  of  assassination, 
leaders  were  constantly  appearing  in 
United  Ireland  taunting  him  with  gross 
cowardice  for  surrounding  himself  with 
policemen,  and  sitting  armed  in  his 
study.  That  formed  a  particular  class 
of  article  which  this  paper  published, 
and  the  passages  themselves  are  so 
numerous  that  if  I  were  asked  to  supply 
the  House  with  the  whole  of  them  it 
would  require  a  copious  Blue  Book  to 
contain  them.  I  now  pass  on  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Burke.  I  aid  not  refer  to 
the  celebrated  passage  about  **  Oastle 
rata."    The  first  passage  I  referred  to 
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was  one  which  began  with  "  Down  with 
the  Bastiles."  Then  came  a  most  ob- 
jectionable article  in  United  Ireland, 
issued  on  the  4th  of  May,  but  bearing 
the  date  of  May  the  6Ui,  under  the 
heading  ^'Disestablishing  the  Castle," 
which  contained  this  passage — 

*'  But  the  money  it  spends,  and  the  favours  it 
distributes,  and  the  foal  toads  who  use  it  as  a 
cistern  to  knot  and  gender  in,  are  just  the 
things  which  make  the  harmless  travesty  of 
Viceroyalty  an  ofifenco  and  scorn  in  the  eyes  of 
Irishmen.  The  money  is  the  wages  which  the 
tribe  of  Castle  shopkeepers  take  for  smearing 
over  their  shop  fronts  and  their  souls  with 
announcements  of  their  shame." 

And,  again,  the  article  went  on  to 
say— 

"The  toads  are  the  gang  of  alien  officials 
who  nestle  in  the  snuggeries  of  the  Castle  like 
so  many  asps  in  the  bosom  of  the  country.  Down 
with  the  whole  bundle  of  rottenness  and  im- 
posture." 

That  is  a  specimen  from  an  article 
which  preceded  the  death  of  Mr.  Burke ; 
and  my  statement  was  that  if  I  had 
been  the  writer  of  that  article  I  should 
have  thought  twice  before  I  wrote  an 
article  in  the  same  style  against  any 
other  public  man  who,  at  that  moment, 
was  the  mark  of  popular  depreciation, 
in  Ireland.  Now,  the  next  person  to 
whom  I  referred  on  the  occasion  was 
Judge  Lawson.  Here  are  somo  of  the 
passages  referring  to  Judge  Lawson — 

"  Silence  and  veneration  is  demanded  by  the 
religion  of  English  rule,  and  we  bow  before  its 
sacrod  symbol — the  gallows.  Not  often,  even 
in  the  bloodstained  records  of  Ireland,  has  there 
been  a  tragedy  more  pitiful,  more  horrible, 
than  that  of  which  Francey  Hynes  was  the 

victim A  jury  presided  over  by  a  Judge 

who  from  the  commencement  of  the  trial  to  its 
close  did  not  even  attempt  to  conceal  his  inde- 
cent longing  for  a  conviction.  It  was  not 
enough  that  his  charge  should  be  a  speech  for 
the  prosecution.  By  nod  and  smile  throughout 
the  trial  he  emphasized  each  scrap  of  evidence 
that  seemed  to  tell  against  the  prisoner :  by 
shrugs  and  deprecatory  gestures  he  made  light 
of  the  defence.  8uch  things  are  good  for  a 
Judge  to  do ;  they  are  dangerous  for  a  journalist 
to  mention — a  journalist  who  has  but  the  one 
poor  excuse  of  truth.  Need  we  speak  of  the 
*  terrible '  exposure  that  followed  ?  Judge 
Lawson,  in  a  tempest  of  virtuous  indignation, 
decided  that  jury-packing  and  jury  orgies  were 
subjects  too  sacred  for  public  comment." 

And  then,  again — 

*'  The  fabrication  of  the  jury,  the  indeoencies 
which  preceded  the  verdict,  and  the  even 
grosser  judicial  indecency  which  succeeded  it, 
wrought  up  public  indignation  against  the 
whole  iniquitous  proceedings  to  an  unparalleled 
pitch.    The  foulness  of  the  trial,  too,  set  people 
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examining  the  evidence,  the  vital  point  of  which 
was  the  disconnected  ejaculations  of  an  almost 
speechless  man  in  the  throes  of  death.  The 
result  was  a  perfect  agony  of  belief  that  a  boy 
in  the  blossom  of  youth  was  being  done  to 
death,  not  only  by  foul  means,  but  in  utter 
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innocence. 

And  after  that  sort  of  writing,  calcu- 
lated in  the  highest  degree  to  excite  an 
imaginative  people,  comes  this — 

"  So  Marwood  got  his  orders,  and  on  Monday 
morning  executed  them — with  more  credit  and 
humanity  than  functionaries  higher  up  in  the 
hierarchy  of  Government — bvthe  rope.  The 
poor  youth  who,  at  23,  was  called  out  to  die  for 
Judge  Lawson's  dyspepsia  and  his  jurors'  head- 
aches, died  firmly  and  tranquilly." 

From  first  to  last  there  was  set  forth  an 
absolutely  unfounded  charge  against  the 
jury.  The  proof  that  this  charge  is 
unfounded  I  take  to  be  this.  When  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Irish  Government 
to  examine  into  the  charge,  they  took 
affidavits  from  all  the  jurors,  and  these 
affidavits  were  of  a  nature,  as  compared 
with  the  affidavits  on  the  other  side,  to 
satisfy  them.  But,  having  come  to  that 
point,  it  was  necessary  to  go  a  step  fur- 
ther, and  they  went  to  the  agents  of  the 
High  Sheriff— the  Under  Sherifl',  the 
bailiffs,  and  constables,  who  represented 
him — in  other  wordp,  to  the  High  Sheriff 
himself— who  had  to  take  charge  of  the 
jury,  and  see  that  they  did  their  duty ; 
and  all  of  these  made  affidavits  that  the 
jury  were  in  no  sense  under  the  influ- 
ence of  liquor,  and  that  they  did  not 
speak  to  anyone  concerning  the  trial. 
That  evidence,  as  I  say,  comes  as  far  as 
possible  from  the  High  Sheriff  himself. 
With  regard  to  Judge  Lawson,  I  have 
read  enough  to  show  that  he  was  at- 
tacked with  what  I  called  **  ferocity," 
and  we  know  what  happened  to  Judge 
Lawson.  I  have  here  likewise  some  re- 
marks about  the  jury,  and  will  read  one 
from  United  Ireland  of  the  7th  of  October 
last — 

"  The  jury  was  as  shamefully  concocted,  its 
partizanship  was  indecent,  and  the  evidence 
was  evidence  upon  which  an  English  jury  would 
not  hang  a  dog." 

Now,  what  was  the  result  of  all  this  ? 
There  were  the  jurors  in  the  cases  of 
Walsh  and  Francey  Hynes,  some  30 
gentlemen  walking  about  the  streets  of 
Dublin,  not  one  of  whom  was  in  the 
smallest  danger  from  tlie  assassins  who 
were  in  the  city.  But  what  happened  ? 
One  of  these  gentlemen,  I  say,  was  spe- 
cially pointed  out  by  name — I  do  not 


say  pointed  out  to  the  assassins.  In  an 
article  of  the  7  th  of  October,  there  were 
certain  very  strong  remarks  made  about 
a  Mr.  Norris  Goddard,  who  is  connected 
with  the  Emergency  Association.  The 
article  said — 

"  Once  the  word  is  passed  to  '  convict  mur- 
derers,' a  Metropolitan,  Protestant,  and  loyal 
jury,  under  the  eye  of  Mr.  Norris  Goddard, 
may  be  trusted  to  know  a  murderer  when  he 
sees  him,  without  splitting  hairs  about  particu- 
lars. .  .  .  What  is  even  more  aggravating  than 
a  patent  murder  machine  as  a  system  of  govern- 
ment is  the  Pharisaism  which  shelters  the 
achievements  of  Mr.  Goddard's  pals  under  the 
venerable  name  of  tithe  by  jury  {8ie\  and 
decries  as  a  foe  to  public  justice  whoever  cries 
out  on  the  imposture.'' 

In  the  same  paper,  on  the  same  date, 
there  also  appeared  this  paragraph-— 

'*  The  incident  of  Mr.  Field  passing  an  aflfec- 
tionate  bittet'doux  from  the  jury-box  to  Mr. 
Norris  Goddard  may  be  quite  as  innocent  as 
Mr.  Pickwick's  *■  Chops-and-tomato-sauce '  com- 
munication to  Mrs.  Bardell ;  it  only  shows  that, 
as  a  qualification  for  a  Green  Street  juror, 
billing  and  cooing  terms  with  a  political  parti- 
zan  like  Mr.  Goddard  is  a  different  thing  from 
the  remotest  suspicion  of  relations  with  a  poli- 
tical partizan  —  say,  Mr.  Davitt.  Why  not, 
indeed,  flirt  with  the  chief  organizer  of  the 
landlord  faction  in  open  Court,  when  one  of  his 
subordinate  officials  was  thought  good  enough 
to  take  service  on  a  life-and-death  jury  be- 
fore?*' 

Well,  Sir,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  extremely 
likely  that  this  passage  pointed  out  Mr. 
Field.  I  do  not  say  that  it  was  intended 
to  point  out  Mr.  Field  to  the  assassins ; 
but  I  do  say  that  the  editor  of  a  news- 
paper which  contained  articles  so  very 
strongly  written  against  the  Castle  offi- 
cials, and  articles  of  that  peculiar  class 
which  it  could  do  no  one  any  good  to 
read,  for  they  are  made  up  of  denuncia- 
tions and  not  arguments,  and  which  pre- 
ceded the  murder  of  Mr.  Burke,  ought 
to  have  scrupled  before  he  allowed  to 
appear  in  that  paper  articles  of  the 
same  character  against  Judge  Lawson. 
And  I  say  he  likewise  ought  to  have 
scrupled  to  admit  articles  against  Mr. 
Field  ;  and,  further — although  I  may  be 
personally  prejudiced  in  the  matter — I 
must  say  I  think  he  ought  to  have 
scrupled  to  admit  into  his  paper  articles 
written  against  myself.  These  articles, 
which  I  will  take  this  opportunity  of  re- 
ferring to  just  for  one  moment,  appeared 
directly  after  my  speech  at  Hawick.  There 
were  three  leading  articles,  the  second 
of  which,  in  stating  that  political  crime 
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stood  on  quite  another  footing  to  that 
of  other  crime,  contained  these  words — 

*' Again,  it  Ib  notorious  that  the  English 
system  invites  crime.  The  English  GoTem- 
ment  has  no  business  here." 

And,  farther  on — 

''That  is  crime  for  the  present  in  Irishmen 
which  will  be  quite  other  when  Ireland  is 
mistress  of  her  own  fortunes.'* 

In  the  next  week's  paper  there  comes 
this  passage,  which,  I  think,  may  he  the 
precursor  of  many  others  of  the  same 
character  which  will  probably  follow. 
The  ^*  Letter  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons "  begins  thus — 

*'  Mr.  Trevelyan's  speech  on  the  Distress 
Question  last  night  will  probably  have  made  him 
the  most  hated  man  in  Ireland.  Among  Irish 
Members  Mr.  Forster  begins  to  apx)ear  a  man  of 
sense  and  fcelinf^  in  comparison.  The  Castle 
poison  has  turned  the  blood  in  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's veins  to  gall.  His  speech  last  night  was 
a  Local  Government  Board  Circular  in  its  most 
insolent  style,  translated  into  an  oration  of 
studied  callousness  and  bitterness." 

And  then  it  went  on  to  say — 

"  Except  on  the  Irish  Tory  Benches,  where 
Mr.  Trevelyan  is  now  the  darling  of  the  hour, 
his  speech  was  received  with  nothing  short  of 
horror." 

To  say  that  my  speech  was  received  with 
horror  by  the  Liberal  Party  is  to  make 
a  statement  the  object  of  which  I  cannot 
even  conceive.  I  am  sorry  to  have  had 
to  refer  again  to  this  subject,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  O'Brien).  I  do  not  think  any 
hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  hear  any  more 
of  it;  but  I  am  really  anxious  to  show 
the  House  and  the  country  on  what  sort 
of  pabulum  the  minds  of  the  unfortunate 
readers  of  this  class  of  papers  are 
nourished,  and,  at  the  same  time,  I  wish 
to  express  my  deepest  sense  of  the 
favourable  manner  in  which  I  have 
been  treated  by  every  other  Member  in 
the  House,  as  distinguished  from  the 
treatment  I  have  had  outside  the  House 
from  the  Editor  of  United  Ireland, 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  need  not 
inform  the  Committee  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  trouble  them  with  ex- 
tracts from  articles  in  the  English  Press 
in  reference  to  Leaders  of  the  Irish 
Party,  which  would  undoubtedly  parallel, 
without  the  justification,  the  extracts 
which  had  just  been  read  from  one  of 
the  organs  of  Irish  opinion  published  in 
Ireland.  He  would,  however,  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
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cretary  of  the  fact,  which  was  probably 
present  to  his  consciousness,  but  which 
he  strangely  omitted   in  his    explana- 
tion, that  it  did  not  remain  with  the 
Editor  of  United  Ireland  to  single  out 
the  action  of  a  certain  juror  and  his  re- 
lations with  a  notorious  agent  of  the 
prosecution   against   the  Irish  people. 
The  incident  of  the  friendly  exchange  of 
confidence  between  the  juror  and  Mr. 
Norris  Goddard  was  related  in  every 
daily  journal  in  Dublin,  and  for  days 
and  days  before  any  notice  was  taken  of 
it  in  the  columns  of  United  Ireland,  and 
it  was  then  already  the  subject  of  com- 
mon conversation  and  common  reproba- 
tion from  one  end  of  Ireland  to  the 
other.    That  fact  was  just  as  well  known 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  if  he  knew  anything  about 
affairs  in  Ireland,  as  it  was  to  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Irish  Party.    He  must  also 
beg  to  correct  an  impression  which  was 
apparently  in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  view  taken  of  his 
recent  speech.     He  had  quoted  from 
private  letters  from  the  most  peaceable, 
most  tranquil,  and  the  most  non-political 
pastors  in  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary.    He  received  last  night 
from  a  rev.  gentleman,  whom  he  never 
knew  to  take  anv  part  in  politics  before, 
a  letter  in  which  the  name  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  coupled  with  the  name  of 
a  certain  Mr.  Cromwell,  with  whom  Ire- 
land was  too    unfortunately    familiar. 
Though  he  must  hold,  in  common  with 
the  Irish  Party,  the  Chief   Secretary 
fully  responsible  for  his  speeches  and 
his  acts,  and  the  consequences  of  his 
policy,  he  could  not  close  his  eyes  to  one 
fact,  that  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
held  a  very  different  position  from  that 
held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member     for    Bradford    (Mr.    W.    E. 
Forster).     He  was  was  aware — and  he 
wished  to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
all  the  benefit  of  the  extenuating  cir- 
cumstance— he  was  aware  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  was  excluded  from  the 
Cabinet ;  he  was  aware  that  he  was,  so  to 
speak,  only  the  instrument, and  not  aotu- 
fidlya  Colleague  and  co-partner,  of  those 
who  had  formed  the  policy  that  was  now 
torturing  Ireland.     On  the  other  hand, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  and  took  part  in  the 
formation  of  the  policy  he  carried  out. 
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He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  oertainly  thought 
that  some  share  of  that  obloquy  which 
had  fallen  not  undeservedly  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary  should  be  borne  by  the 
responsible  Heads  of  Her  Majesty's  Ad- 
ministration who  shrank  from  exposing 
in  the  House  of  Commons  to  the  criticism 
of  the  Irish  Members  the  real  authors 
of  the  Irish  policy.  Nothing  could  be 
more  cowardly,  nothing  less  in  keeping 
with  Constitutional  policy^  than  that  the 
Government  should  keep  back  from  their 
responsible  position  in  the  House  the 
men  who  were  carrying  out  the  Go- 
vernment's Irish  policy.  Earl  Spencer 
was  sheltered  benind  the  immunities 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  while  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  put  forward  to  act  as  En- 
voy of  the  Cabinet.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  taken  certain  functions 
upon  himself  he  must  bear  the  respon- 
sibilities of  his  choice.  They  were  in- 
disposed to  make  the  only  Member  of 
the  Irish  GK>vemment  of  Ireland  who 
was  present — the  Chief  Secretary — re- 
sponsible for  all  the  acts  of  his  Col- 
leagues ;  still,  as  he  had  previously  said, 
he  could  not  condemn  too  strongly  the 
cowardly  and  miserable  policy  which 
withdrew  from  the  criticisms  of  the  Irish 
Members  the  real  agents  and  active  au- 
thors of  the  detestable  policy  of  provo- 
cation to  crime  which  was  now  being 
pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
m  Ireland. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  desired  to  ask 
two  questions.  [Murmurs,']  He  was 
sorry  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could 
not  contribute  to  the  debate  anything 
but  inarticulate  sounds.  After  having 
heard  the  deliberate  quotations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  prove  the 
charges,  the  dreadful  charges 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE,  rising  to  Order, 
asked  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  re- 
marks had  anything  to  do  with  the 
Estimates  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  was  simply 
referring  to  the  quotations  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary made  to  warrant  the  dreadful 
charges  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  ^ 
man  had  made  against  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien).  He  (Mr.  Dawson)  contended 
that  the  remarks  were  such  as  would 
appear  in  any  English  journals  under 
similar  circumstances,  and  would  receive 
no  condemnation  from  the  British  public, 
much  less  form  the    groimd  for    such 


terrible  charges  as  those  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  brought  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow.  \  Murmurs.']  He 
wished  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  mur- 
mured and  indulged  in  inarticulate  sounds 
would  rise  in  their  places,  and  show  the 
cause  of  the  faith  that  was  in  them.  He 
challenged  the  Prime  Minister,  notwith- 
standing hispowerful  expression,  to  show 
sufficient  reason  why  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mallow  should  be  convicted  of  in- 
citing to  murder.  He  (Mr.  Dawson)  did 
not  want  to  say  anything  about  the  ver- 
dicts that  were  found  in  most  of  the 
agrarian  murder  cases  in  Ireland ;  but 
he  did  desire  to  say  that  in  England  it 
would  have  been  utterly  impossible,  no 
matter  how  clear  the  guilt  of  the  pri- 
soner was,  to  get  a  verdict  in  such  a 
case  as  Hynes's,  if  the  conduct  of  the 
jury  had  been  the  same.  The  evening 
before'^the  conviction,  the  jury  in  Hynes's 
case  was  given  in  charge  of  a  sub-officer 
whom  the  Judge  accepted  in  place  of 
the  High  Sheriff.  At  the  hotel  the  jury 
played  billiards,  'smoked,  and  drank  in 
the  smoking-room ;  they  moved  about  the 
corridors  riotously,  and  some  of  them 
walked  into  the  room  in  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  O'Brien)  happened  to  be 
sleeping.  They  might  have  walked  into 
a  dozen  rooms,  and  had  conversed  with 
hundreds  of  people,  for  aught  the  Com- 
mittee knew.  He  would  be  borne  out 
by  his  legal  Friends  from  Dublin,  that 
recently  in  Tipperary,  whilst  the  learned 
Judge  had  retired,  the  jury  left  the  box 
for  refreshments,  but  did  not  leave  the 

Erecincts  of  the  Court.  The  Judge,  upon 
is  return  into  Court,  held  that  the  jury 
by  that  act  of  dispersion  had  themselves 
abandoned  the  commission  intrusted  to 
them,  and  he  discharged  them,  and 
swore  a  new  jury.  Apart  from  the 
question  of  the  guilt  of  Hynes,  he  (Mr. 
Dawson)  maintained  that  in  consequence 
of  their  proceedings  the  night  previous 
to  the  conviction,  the  jury  found  an 
illegal  verdict.  Hvnes  mieht  have  been 
guilty,  but,  accoraing  to  law,  he  was 
illegally  convicted. 

Mr.  T,  C.  THOMPSON  asked  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
there  was  any  check  upon  the  employ- 
ment of  counsel  in  Ireland,  or  upon  the 
fees  they  received  ?  In  England  there 
was  an  officer  appointed  by  the  Treasury 
to  tax  the  fees  ;  £29,300  appeared  to 
English  eyes  an  enormous  sum  to  be  paid 
in  fees,  and  he  was  sure  the  Committee 
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would  bo  gratified  to  hear  that  some 
check  was  kept  upon  them  in  Ireland. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portee)  said,  he  was 
glad  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Thomp- 
son) had  given  him  the  opportunity  of 
saying  now  what  he  should  have  said  at 
a  later  period,  in  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  counsel's  fees.  There  was,  he 
thought,  some  misconception  as  to  what 
occurred  last  night,  when  the  question 
was  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  He 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  did 
not  say  last  night  that  the  £15,000, 
which  was  asked  for  in  the  present  Vote, 
under  the  head  of  **Coun8ers  Fees," 
was  asked  for  exclusively  in  reference  to 
cases  which  had  come  into  Court  in  conse- 
quence of  the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
He  said  if  the  Crimes  Act  had  not  been 
passed,  the  original  Estimate  would  have 
been  inadequate  for  the  demands  of  the 
year.  But  he  pointed  out  that  the 
Crimes  Act  had  been  the  cause  of  a  very 
considerable  part  of  the  legal  expenses 
of  the  year.  That  was  a  matter  which 
must  be  perfectly  obvious,  when  the 
Committee  remembered  that  there  had 
been,  up  to  the  present  time,  more  than 
20  exceedingly  important  murder  cases, 
tried  under  the  Crimes  Act,  tried  in  a 
venue  different  from  that  in  which  they 
would  otherwise  have  been  tried,  and 
tried  under  circumstances  involving  the 
greatest  difficulty,  complexity  of  evi- 
dence, and  demanding  the  assistance  of 
the  ablest  counsel  whom  the  Crown  could 
get.  Those  cases  were  quite  excep- 
tional, both  in  their  circumstances  and 
in  the  expense  attending  upon  them.  It 
would  be  borne  in  mind  that  in  the  year 
1881-2  the  expenses  which  were  actually 
incurred  under  the  head  of  Fees  to 
Counsel  were  £20,500.  The  Government 
now  asked  for  a  Vote  of  £29,000  for  the 
same  purpose ;  that  was  an  increase  not 
of  £15,000  but  of  £9,000.  The  whole 
of  the  increase  was  not  for  fees  in  criminal 
cases ;  £2,000  of  it  was  for  fees  in  civil 
actions,  which  were  brought  against  the 
Government  and  which  had  to  be  do- 
fended.  As  to  the  keeping  of  a  check 
upon  counsel's  fees,  and  the  mode  in 
which  prosecutions  were  conducted,  he 
desired  the  Committee  to  understand  the 
matter  thoroughly.  There  were  in  each 
county  two  regular  standing  counsel, 
who  were  instructed  by  the  Crown  in 
every  case.     The  fees  of  these  counsel 
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were  paid  to  them  by  the  Crown  Soli- 
citor, under  the  supervision  of  the 
Attorney  General,  and  also  under  the 
check  of  the  supervision  of  the  Trea- 
sury. The  fees  were  fixed  on  an  ordi- 
nary scale.  They  were  not  large,  be- 
cause the  average  fees  for  all  the  counsel 
engaged  in  the  Assize  Courts  were  11 
guineas  in  each  case.  If  two  counsel 
were  employed  in  one  case,  that  might 
seem  a  considerable  amount ;  but  it  was 
not  exceedingly  startling.  There  were 
cases,  of  course,  in  which  special  fees 
were  paid.  Those  special  fees  had  to  be 
given  in  particular  cases,  cases  of  great 
difficulty,  requiring  more  than  ordinary 
attention  on  the  part  of  counsel.  Special 
arrangements  were  in  every  case  made 
upon  the  official  responsibility  of  the 
Attorney  General .  The  Attorney  General 
for  the  time  being  had  to  give  his  sanc- 
tion before  any  special  fee  could  be 
paid ;  and  before  they  gave  their  as- 
sent the  Treasury  looked,  with  great 
care,  into  the  particulars  of  the  case,  to 
ascertain  whether  they  warranted  fees 
to  counsel  of  an  exceptional  character. 
He  could  assure  the  Committee  that 
there  had  been  on  the  part  of  his  Pre- 
decessor (Mr.  W.M.Johnson),  and  there 
was,  on  his  own  part,  the  most  close  in- 
spection of  the  fees  and  an  anxious 
desire  that  there  should  be  observed  the 
strictest  economy  in  the  matter.  It  would, 
he  was  sure,  be  considered  very  poor  and 
paltry  economy,  if  every  care  were  not 
taken  to  secure  competent  efficiency  and 
to  obtain  the  services  of  the  most  com- 
petent counsel  the  Government  could 
command.  He  was  not  able  to  give, 
with  any  correctness,  the  number  of  the 
cases  heard  in  Ireland  in  which  counsel 
appeared.  Many  cases  had  not  been 
sent  for  trial ;  but  he  believed  he  was 
correct  in  saying  that  about  4,000  or 
5,000  cases  were  sent  for  trial  every 
year,  of  which  about  two-thirds  went 
to  the  Sessions,  and  about  one-third 
to  the  Assizes.  Those  cases  were  con- 
ducted in  the  way  he  had  described. 
He  endeavoured  to  show  that  he  and 
the  Treasury  had  not  been  able  to  de- 
cide upon  a  more  economical  arrange- 
ment consistant  with  effioienoy  than  the 
present. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  .said,  ^the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General-  for  Ireland  had  made  out  a 
case  against  himself.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  stated  last  night 
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that  less  than  100  cases  had  come 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  and  he  had  not 
now  denied  it.  He  had  also  said  that 
£13,000  instead  of  £15,000  was  alone 
spent  on  the  prosecutions  under  the 
Grimes  Act.  He  had  not  risen  in  sup- 
port of  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Irish  Benches  opposite,  but  rose  strictly 
from  an  economical  point  of  view.  They 
ought  to  know  how  much  of  this  money 
had  been  spent  for  prosecutions  under 
the  Crimes  Act,  in  order  that  they  might 
arrive  at  something  definite  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  spent  in  each  case. 
If  they  took  £10,000,  and  there  were 
less  than  100  cases,  that  would  give 
something  like  £100  in  each  case.  But 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  made  his  case  really  worse,  for 
there  were  £15,000  for  prosecutors.  As 
he  understood  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  those  prosecutors  were,  in 
point  of  fact,  barristers  who  were  em- 
ployed by  the  Government. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portee)  said,  he  had 
never  made  any  statement  to  that  effect. 
The  expenses  of  witnesses  bound  over 
to  prosecute  were  formerly  defrayed  by 
the  Grand  Juries  from  the  counties  ;  but 
now  they  were  payable  by  the  State, 
and  these  were  what  appeared  in  the 
accounts  as  "  Prosecutors." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  there  were 
also  £15,000  set  down  for  the  prose- 
cuting witnesses,  and  an  item  of  £10,000 
for  general  law  expenses.  He  did  not 
understand  what  those  were,  but  he 
took  the  figures  for  fees  at  £10,000  ;  and 
even  if  he  put  the  number  at  80  that 
would  mean  £125  in  each  case  for 
counsel.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  said  that  a  great  many 
of  these  cases  were  simply  oases  in 
which  only  11  guineas  were  given  to 
counsel.  If  that  were  so,  the  fees  upon 
the  20  cases  of  murder  must  have  been 
something  perfectly  portentous ;  and  it 
was  upon  that  ground  mainly  that  he 
agreed  with  a  great  deal  of  what  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  said  as  to  the 
economical  aspect  of  the  question. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  desired  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
one  or  two  questions  with  regard  to  the 
amount  paid  to  counsel.  He  wished  to 
know  how  much  the  trial  of,  say  Francis 
Hynes,  cost  the  Crown  in  the  shape  of 
fees  to  the  prosecuting  counsel,  for  soli- 
citors and  Crown  prosecutors?  Could  the 
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right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  give 
any  detailed  information  regarding  any 
one  of  the  trials — the^trial,  for  instance,  of 
the  two  Walshes,  who  were  sentenced  to 
death,  and  one  of  whom  was  executed, 
while  the  other  was  sent  to  penal  servi- 
tude for  life  ?  He  wished  the  House  to 
be  informed  as  to  the  very  great  un- 
fairness displayed  between  the  way  in 
which  the  Crown  accused  and  prosecuted 
prisoners,  and  the  way  in  which  they 
defended  them  when  paid  for  the  defence 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes  Act. 
That  Act  provided  where  prisoners  were 
brought  from  one  county  to  another  by  a 
change  of  venue  the  Crown  were  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  witnesses  and  the 
expense  of  defending  the  prisoners  so  re- 
moved. A  number  of  prisoners  were  taken 
to  Dublin  from  all  parts  of  Ireland  accused 
of  murder,  and  many  of  them  were  after- 
wards found  guilty  and  executed ;  but 
they  were  defended  by  junior  counsel. 
Why  was  that?  Was  it  because  the 
Crown  refused  to  pay  senior  counsel,  or 
because  the  Crown  had  bought  up,  by 
this  lavish  system  of  expenditure,  the 
services  of  all  the  valuable  senior  counsel 
in  the  country  ?  He  did  not  care  which 
case  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man took;  he  might  take  the  case  of 
the  men  who  were  found  guilty  of  the 
Maamtrasna  murder,  or  of  the  murder  of 
the  Huddys,  or  the  case  of  Francis 
Hynes,  or  either  of  the  Walshes.  He 
should  be  glad  to  know  how  much  the 
prosecution  of  one  of  these  cases  cost 
the  Crown ;  how  much  was  paid  by  the 
Crown  for  the  prosecution,  and  how 
much  for  the  defence  ?  He  was  aware 
that  in  the  case  of  Francis  Hynes  the 
Crown  had  been  asked  for  £250  for  his 
defence ;  but,  as  far  as  he  knew,  they 
had,  up  to  the  present  time,  refused  to 
grant  that  amount.  Hynes'  solicitor 
was  told  that  the  Crown  would  not  pro- 
vide senior  counsel,  but  that  they  would 
give  a  fee  for  junior  counsel  not  exceed- 
ing £3  or  £4.  He  had  informed  the 
Attorney  General  of  that  fact  nearly  two 
months  ago,  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  promised  to  in- 
vestigate it ;  but  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  did  not 
yet  know  the  result  of  the  investigation. 
How  much  did  the  prosecution  to  death 
of  Hynes  cost  the  Crown,  and  how  much 
did  they  pay  for  his  defence  ?  If  the 
Crown  had  paid  anything  for  the  defence 
of  Hynes,  then  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  might  take  some  other  case 
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la  these  murder  cases  prisoners  had  not 
been  able  to  obtain  the  services  of  senior 
counsel,  because  of  the  formidable  array 
of  the  ablest  legal  counsel  prosecuting 
them  ;  and,  therefore,  they  had  been  de- 
fended only  by  junior  counsel.  The 
persons  convicted  of  the  Maamtrasna 
massacre  were  defended  by  two  junior 
counsel.  The  persons  convicted  of  the 
Huddy  murder  were  also  defended  by 
two  juniors.  He  wished  for  some  ex- 
planation of  these  circumstances  now 
that  the  Committee  was  asked  to  pass 
this  swollen  Estimate,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Ireland  that  this  enor- 
mous sum  should  be  spent.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  it  was  true  that  the 
Government  had  spent  their  money  only 
on  one  side ;  and,  in  consequence,  would 
prisoners  have  any  chance  of  proving 
their  innocence  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Portbk)  replied,  that 
ho  could  not  state  the  cost  of  the  Hynes 
trial,  and  said  he  was  not  one  of  the 
counsel  engaged  in  the  case,  and  was 
not  then  Attorney  General.  But  with 
regard  to  the  other  prisoners'  counsel  in 
murder  cases,  under  theCrimesAct,  where 
a  prisoner  was  unable  to  procure  counsel, 
his  expenses  and  those  of  his  witnesses 
were  defrayed  by  the  Crown.  In  that 
direction  there  had  never  been  any  com- 
plaint ;  and  in  addition  to  that,  in  every 
case,  whether  under  the  Crimes  Act  or 
not,  where  a  man  was  on  trial  for  murder, 
it  was  the  practice  in  Ireland — though 
he  believed  it  was  not  in  England — not 
only  to  assign  counsel  for  the  defence  of 
the  prisoner,  but  to  provide  a  fee  for 
such  counsel.  That  was  a  matter  of 
rule  in  Ireland  in  the  case  where  a  pri- 
soner was  unable  to  provide  counsel  for 
himself.  It  was  obvious  that  there  was  no 
extra  expense  put  upon  a  prisoner,  so  far 
as  the  fee  of  his  counsel  was  concerned, 
by  reason  of  his  bein^  removed  from  one 
place  to  another ;  ana  as  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Crown  carefully  scrutinized 
all  cases  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
the  prisoners  had  means  or  not,  they 
were  satisfied  that  in  most  cases  the 
prisoners  had  not  sufficient  means  to 
provide  counsel.  What  happened  in 
Hynes's  case  was  this — the  first  solicitor 
who  appeared  for  Hynes  informed  the 
Crown  Solicitor  that  there  was  a  sub- 
scription fund  of  £100,  which  would  be 
abundant  for  Hynes's  defence.     After- 
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wards,  however,  the  solicitor  was 
changed ;  and,  speaking  to  Mr.  Morphy 
in  reference  to  the  defence,  he  said — 
"I  suppose  you  are  going  to  provide 
counsel."  Mr.  Morphy  replied  that  he 
had  no  power  in  the  matter,  as  it  was  for 
the  Judge  to  assign  counsel.  No  appli- 
cation whatever  was  made,  either  to  the 
Castle  authorities  or  to  the  Attorney 
General,in  reference  to  the  fee  for  Hynes's 
defence.  Hynes  had  counsel  for  his 
defence,  and  there  never  had  been 
any  complaint  from  him  or  anybody 
else. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  whether  the  Judge 
assigned  counsel  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Pobter)  said,  no  ap- 
plication was  made  either  to  himself 
or  to  the  Judge.  As  to  other  cases, 
although  it  was  unusual  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  against  the  fixed  rules,  two 
counsel  were  assigned.  Whenever  an 
application  was  made,  and  they  were 
not  paid  in  accordance  with  the  ordi- 
nary rule,  they  were  paid  what  the 
Attorney  General  thought  was  a  fair 
and  reasonable,  but  not  an  extrava- 
gant fee.  That  fee  was  accepted  with- 
out any  complaint  on  the  part  of  those 
who  received  it,  and  in  each  and  every 
one  of  these  cases  where  two  counsel 
were  remunerated,  they  were  the  two 
counsel  selected  by  the  prisoner's  solici- 
tor without  any  suggestion  from  the  At- 
torney General.  It  did  so  happen  in  one 
set  of  these  cases  there  were  two  junior 
counsel— nominally  junior  counsel — but 
both  of  them  were  men  of  very  gpreat 
experience  in  criminal  cases.  In  the 
other  case,  there  were  two  stuff  gowns- 
men engaged ;  but  they  were  men  of  the 
highest  eminence,  and  were  just  as  com- 
petent as  any  man  in  silk  to  conduct  the 
defence.  Again,  in  another  case,  one 
was  a  senior  and  one  was  a  junior  in  the 
technical  sense  of  those  terms ;  but  in 
each  case  the  prisoners  were  provided 
with  the  means  of  having  the  counsd 
whom  they  wished,  and  the  fees  for  those 
counsel  were  provided  by  the  Crown 
without  any  complaint. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  this  being  a  mat- 
ter of  fip:ures,  it  required  calm  considera- 
tion. He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  got  out  of 
the  difficulty  in  which  he  had  been  placed. 
He  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
had  said  the  fees  were  not  enormous; 
but  that  had  led  him  into  a  greater 
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dilemmai  because  that  required  him  to 
prove  where  the  rest  of  the  £15,000 
went  to.  If  only  £  1 1  had  been  paid  in 
some  of  these  cases,  something  must 
have  been  done  with  the  residue ;  and 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ought  to  state  the  names  of 
the  gentlemen  who  had  received  these 
fees.  On  his  own  argument,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  com- 
mitted to  the  dilemma  as  to  how  he  got 
rid  of  a  number  of  the  payments.  Could 
not  he  state  to  whom  he  had  paid 
fees  which  went  beyond  all  reasonable 
limits  ? 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIYAN  asked  whether 
some  of  this  money  had  not  gone  to  the 
payment  of  informers?  He  wished  to 
Know  whether  the  consideration  and  re- 
ward for  these  informers  was  not  con- 
cealed under  this  Vote  ? 

Mr.  PAHNELL  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Committee ;  but 
he  must  submit  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  answered  the 
point  which  he  had  brought  before  him. 
In  fact,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  evaded  the  question.  The 
question  he  had  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  to  which  he  had  invited  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  was  the  discrepancy  between 
the  cost  of  prosecuting  the  prisoners  and 
of  defending  them.  He  had  asked  for  some 
particulars  relating  to  the  trial  of  one  of 
these  prisoners  either  in  Dublin  or  in 
any  other  part  of  the  country.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  not 
given  the  Committee  a  single  example ; 
he  had  excused  himself  on  the  ground 
that  in  regard  to  Hynes's  case  he  was 
not  the  Attorney  General.  But  there 
had  been  other  cases  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter which  had  happened  since  he  had 
been  appointed  Attorney  General,  and 
of  which  he  ought  to  be  able  to  give 
some  details.     He  had  admitted  that  in 
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almost  every  case  where  counsel  were 
employed  for  the  defence  of  prisoners 
they  had  been  junior  counsel  faced  by  a 
senior  counsel,  and,  in  some  cases,  by 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  Solicitor 
General,  as  well  as  by  experienced 
Queen's  Counsel,  who  were  receiving 
heavy  fees.  There  was  another*  point 
to  which  he  desired  to  call  attention. 
In  the  Crimes  Act  there  were  two  classes 
of  payments  provided  by  the  Crown  for 
the  purpose  of  defending  prisoners  ; 
fees  to    Queen's    Counsel    in  the   Ist 


section  of  the  Act — that  which  provided 
for  the  trial  of  cases  of  murder  by  a 
tribunal  of  Judges  without  a  jury ;  and 
fees  to  counsellor  defending  prisoners 
accused  of  murder,  in  addition  to  the 
cost  of  defending  prisoners  where  the 
venue  was  changed.  But  the  Govern- 
ment had  refused,  in  such  cases,  to  pay 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  solicitors 
for  the  defence  in  inquiring  into  the 
case  in  the  locality  itself.  As  he  under- 
stood the  matter,  the  Government  had 
offered  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  soli- 
citor while  present  in  Dublin,  or  in  the 
district  to  which  the  venue  was  changed, 
during  the  trial ;  but  they  refused  to  pay 
the  expenses  incurred  by  the  solicitor  in 
working  up  the  case,  and  making  the 
best  legal  inquiries  he  could  in  the  dis- 
trict. He  submitted  that  it  was  just  as 
important  that  the  case,  for  the  purpose 
of  defence  as  for  the  purpose  of  prose- 
cution, should  be  properly  inquired  into 
in  the  locality.  The  case  of  the  man 
Corry  was  an  example.  He  was  lately 
charged  before  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  and 
a  special  jury  in  Dublin,  composed  of  11 
Protestants  and  one  Catholic,  and  was  ac- 
quitted. The  Crown  evidently  believed 
in  the  guilt  of  Corry,  because  they  held 
him  in  prison  for  many  months ;  post- 
poned his  trial  from  time  to  time,  and, 
finally,  brought  him  before  a  special 
jury  in  the  City  of  Dublin,  and  selected 
a  jury  so  carefully  that  they  ordered  46 
Catholics  to  stand  aside.  He  was  ac- 
quitted, for  which  he  had  to  thank  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Justice  Harrison  tried  him. 
He  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  the  profoundest 
conviction  of  the  innocence  of  the  pri- 
soner, and,  out  of  a  fund  he  had  the 
control  of,  he  had  paid  the  costs  of  an. 
investigation  into  the  case  by  a  solicitor*. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  in- 
vestigation the  solicitor  had  set  on  foot, 
the  measurements  he  had  been  able  to 
take,  and  so  forth,  had  helped  matenally 
to  bring  about  the  acquittal  of  this  inno- 
cent man,  and  save  English  justice  in 
Ireland  from  the  stain  of  sacrificing  in- 
nocent life  in  that  country.  If  this 
money — £20,  he  thought  it  was — had 
not  been  advanced,  the  man's  life  would 
most  probably  have  been  sacrificed.  He 
submitted,  therefore,  it  was  fair  that  all 
the  reasonable  expenses  of  solicitors  for 
prisoners  in  these  cases  should  be  paid 
by  the  State.  If  a  man  was  not  able  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  counsel  and  solicitor 
while  the  case  was  being  investigated  by 
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a  jury,  how  could  he  afford  to  pay  for 
the  necessary  preliminary  inyestigation 
which  had  to  be  carried  on  to  enable 
him  to  establish  his  innocence  ?  In  view 
of  the  charge  now  made  upon  the  na- 
tional funds  in  respect  of  prosecutions, 
the  Government  ought  in  fairness  on  the 
other  side  to  give  persons — innocent,  at 
any  rate,  until  they  were  proved  guilty 
— small  sums  to  enable  them  to  acquit 
themselves,  if  possible,  of  the  charges 
brought  against  them.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  have  some  indication 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
as  to  how  he  intended  to  manage  this 
matter  for  the  future,  so  as  to  enable 
pauper  prisoners  to  properly  prepare 
'  their  defence  in  grave  cases  of  life  and 
death. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  was 
surprised  that  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  did  not  seem  to  think  that  the 
question  just  put  to  him  demanded  a 
specific  and  categorical  answer.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  repeat,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  other  Gentlemen  in- 
terested in  this  matter,  the  particular 
point  on  which  they  desired  information. 
Why  was  it  that  the  Crown  thought  it 
necessary  to  give  large  and  extravagant 
fees,  and  to  employ  an  extensive  array  of 
senior  counsel  in  prosecutions,  and  con- 
tented themselves  with  giving  small  fees 
to  juniors  for  the  purpose  of  defending 
prisoners  ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  dealt  very  largely  in 
generalities  in  this  matter.  ICries  of 
"Divide!"]  If  hon.  Members  were 
under  the  impression  that  he  was  going 
to  finish  one  minute  sooner  in  conse- 
quence of  cries  of  "  Divide !"  they  were 
very  much  mistaken.  It  was  now  pretty 

Generally  understood  that  they  were  to 
ave  a  Saturday  Sitting;  and  he  was 
willing  to  remain  in  that  House  to  any 
hour  until,  at  any  rate,  his  mind  was 
satisfied,  however  it  might  be  with 
hon.  Members  who  kept  up  such  a  bois- 
terous interruption  this  evening.  He 
trusted  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  not  allow  his  mind  to  be 
diverted  by  the  several  incidents  which 
had  occurred  from  the  questions  which 
had  been  put  to  him  during  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Motion  for  a  reduction  of  the 
Vote.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  he  had  been  asked  to  stand 
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up  in  his  place  and  say  whether  he  be- 
lieved that  Mr.  Harrington  had  intimi- 
dated the  farmers  of  Westmeath  who 
had  returned  him  to  Parliament  during 
his  imprisonment.  He  had  been  asked 
whether  he  could  defend  the  treatment 
Mr.  Harrington  had  received  from  the 
Governor  of  Mullingar  Prison.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  also  ventured  to 
address  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  say  whether,  even 
allovving  that  the  language  which  had 
been  used  by  Mr.  Healy  was  too  strong 
for  the  circumstances  of  the  case — which, 
however,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  did 
not  admit — he  did  not  consider  the  time 
had  come  when  the  hon.  Member  conld 
be  allowed  to  take  his  place  in  the 
House,  and  when  his  constituents  could 
be  permitted  to  have  the  advantage  of 
his  assistance  in  the  discussion  of  affairs 
in  which  they  were  interested.  He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  did  not  wish,  even  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  a  retort  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  and  other  boisterous 
Members,  to  repeat  the  views  he  had  al- 
ready expressed  to  the  House  ;  but  again 
he  asked — and  he  should  avail  himself  of 
all  the  usages  of  the  House  to  obtain  an 
answer — why  these  bloated  fees  were 
given  to  counsel  for  the  prosecution, 
whilst  such  small  sums  were  given  to 
junior  counsel  for  the  defence  ? 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  he 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  unduly 
protracting  this  discussion,  but  with  the 
object  of  reducing  it  to  some  practical 
result.  He  confessed  he  differed  from 
his  hon.  Friends  around  him  in  their 
accusations  against  the  Government  of  ex- 
travagance in  the  employment  of  Grown 
Counsel.  His  impression  was  that  that 
part  of  the  case  had  been  satisfactorily 
met  by  the  statement  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  The  Treasury  were 
too  wide  awake  on  both  sides  of  the 
Channel  to  allow  either  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  or  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  indulge  in  any 
extravagance  in  this  matter ;  and  from 
whatever  experience  he  had  had  of  the 
observation  of  criminal  trials  in  this 
country,  he  could  say  that,  as  a  rule,  these 
gentlemen  were  very  much  underpaid. 
But  the  particular  point  on  which  he  be- 
lieved his  hon.  Friends  were  entitled  to 
information  was  this  —  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  stated  that  the 
fees  given  to  counsel  employed  in  the 
defence  of  prisoners  were  fixed  feeS|  and 
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thai  he  (the  Atterney-General  for  Ire- 
land) was  unable  to  interfere  in  enlarging 
those  fees.  This  was  precisely  the  point 
against  which,  he  thought,  a  protest 
ought  to  be  made.  He  did  not  see  why, 
since  it  was  the  primary  object  of  the 
Crown  to  investigate  cases  impartially, 
counsel  employed  on  one  side  should  be 
more  highly  feed  than  those  employed 
on  the  other ;  and  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  was  responsible  for  the  fixing  of  the 
paltry  limit  of  £3  Zs,  for  the  defence  of 
a  man  accused  of  a  capital  offence.  This 
was  the  gravamen  of  the  charge  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  that  someone  was  responsible 
for  fixing  the  amount  of  the  fees,  and 
that  they  were  not  adequate  for  securing 
the  defence  of  persons  supposed  to  be 
implicated  in  such  fi;raye  crimes.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  speak  in  such  com- 
plimentary terms  of  Mr.  Teeling  and  Mr. 
Adams ;  but  those  terms  had  not  been 
more  complimentary  than  the  gentlemen 
in  question  deserved.  But  was  it  for 
those  gentlemen  to  incur  the  odium  of 
defending  prisoners  in  such  cases  as 
those  with  which  they  had  to  deal  for 
such  paltry  fees  ?  It  might  be  the  re- 
sponsibility lay  with  the  Judge ;  and  if 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was 
able  to  wash  his  hands  of  that  respon- 
sibility, at  any  rate  it  was  to  be  hoped 
that  he  would  be  able  to  bring  some 
influence  to  bear  on  those  whose  duty 
it  was  to  fix  the  fees  to  get  them  to 
raise  them  to  a  reasonable  amount. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Poster)  said,  hon. 
Members  had  misimderstood  what  he 
had  said.  What  he  had  stated  was  that 
there  was  a  fixed  sum  to  be  paid  counsel 
for  defending  prisoners,  which  sum  could 
not  be  exceeded  unless  with  the  special 
sanction  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  It  was  a  printed  Treasury 
Rule.  The  fixed  sum  was  not  to  be 
exceeded  except  in  cases  of  special  diffi- 
culty and  importance,  when  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  power  to  in- 
crease the  fees.  He  had  increased  the 
fees  in  cases  in  which  he  had  consi- 
dered it  reasonable  to  do  so — in  cases 
where  the  counsel  had  had  important 
and  arduous  and  difficult  tasks  to  per- 
form for  the  benefit  of  the  prisoners 
and  the  interest  of  the  public.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  assumed 


that  the  Crown  Counsel  received  large 
fees,  and  the  defending  counsel  small 
fees;  and  that  he  would  explain.  He 
had  given  the  average  of  fees  to  Crown 
counsel ;  and  as  to  the  others,  although 
he  was  not  able  to  state  the  fees  he  had 
given  in  particular  cases — there  being 
no  Return  made  of  them — in  many  in- 
stances higher  fees  than  those  fixed  had 
been  allowed  by  him,  and  certified  for 
in  the  ordinary  form.  To  prevent  a 
misconception  in  the  matter,  he  must 
say  that  they  were  not  dealing  in  these 
Votes  with  what  had  taken  place  under 
the  Crimes  Act  merely,  but  with  the 
entire  of  the  legal  prosecutions  in  Ire- 
land for  the  whole  year. 

Mr.  KENNY  said,  that  the  more  they 
looked  at  these  figures  the  worse  would 
the  attempt  of  the  Government  to  account 
for  them  appear.  In  all  Ireland  the 
number  of  practising  barristers  was  only 
some  200. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Porter)  :  400. 

Mr.  KENNY :  Well,  they  would  say 
400.  He  was  speaking  of  those  who 
lived  exclusively  by  their  Profession. 
The  sum  demand ea  was  £29,800 — al- 
most £30,000— which  would  give  £150 
apiece  to  all  the  practising  barristers 
in  Ireland,  supposing  the  Crown  engaged 
them  all.  If  half  of  them  were  employed 
it  would  amount  to  £300,  and  if  only 
50  were  engaged  it  would  amount  to 
£600,  and  so  on.  They  were  entitled 
to  have  from  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  some  specific  figures  showing 
how  much  the  barristers  had  received, 
how  many  had  been  employed,  and  how 
much  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  received  himself.  Before 
they  voted  away  public  money,  they 
were  entitled  to  know  how  it  was  spent. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  it  was  true, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmeath  (Mr. 
T.  D.  Sullivan]  had  suggested,  that  a 
g^eat  deal  of  this  money  had  been  spent 
in  suborning  witnesses  and  paying  in- 
formers ? 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  that  two  gentle- 
men who  had  been  mentioned — Messrs. 
Teeling  and  Adams — and  who  were 
known  very  well  in  that  (the  Irish  Op- 
position) quarter  of  the  House  were, 
although  only  juniors,  ornaments  to  the 
Irish  Bar.  He  (Mr.  Dawson)  had  had 
some  opportunity  of  knowing  that  these 
gentlemen,  at  any  rate,  had  not  re- 
ceived the  missing  thousands.  They  had 
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only  Had  a  few  guineas,  and  the  Irish 
nation  would  "very  naturally  ask  — 
'*  Where  did  the  thousands  go  to  ?  Into 
whose  individual  pocket — to  smoothen 
whose  promotion?"  While  the  poor 
peasantry  of  Ireland  were  absolutely 
starving,  it  was  an  outrage  on  the  coun- 
try to  have  unaccounted  for  in  this  way 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  pounds. 
In  justice  to  his  own  high  Office  the 
Irish  Attorney  General  was  bound  to 
give  them  the  names  of  those  people 
into  whose  pockets  these  thousands  had 
gone.  [An  hon.  Member  :  The  pocket 
of  the  Land  League.]  He  (Mr.  Daw- 
son) should  be  glad  if  the  Land  League 
were  responsible,  and  were  in  a  position 
to  account  for  this  money  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  a  creditable  manner.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should  show 
into  whose  official  pockets  had  gone  all 
the  money.  If  it  was  undenied  it  had 
been  spent  for  scant  value — if  it  was 
undenied  that  it  had  gone  into  the 
pockets  of  those  who  were  not  entitled 
to  it,  it  would  make  the  conduct  of  offi- 
cials distrusted  and  doubted. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  he  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  unstatesmanlike  manner  in 
which  the  Government  were  discussing 
this  Vote ;  and  also  of  the  manifest 
discourtesy  and  obstinate  silence  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  in  regard  to  specific 
inquiries  addressed  to  them  from  that 
(the  Irish  Opposition)  quarter  of  the 
House.  He  would  presently  refer  to 
these  inquiries,  and  insist,  as  far  as  he 
could,  upon  having  an  answer.  In  the 
meantime  he  would  state  that,  after  all 
that  had  been  said  about  the  payment 
of  barristers  in  Ireland,  the  question 
waff  a  very  simple  one.  The  fact  was 
that  with  the  multiplication  of  well-paid 
officers  in  Ireland,  and  the  annual  infla- 
tion of  this  charge  for  legal  expenses, 
the  Government  had  accomplished  a 
complete  system  of  the  moral  debauch- 
ment  of  the  Irish  Bar.  At  one  time  or 
another  the  Government  got  at  every 
man  with  a  fat  fee,  or  a  well-paid  office. 
[Ironical  cheers.']  He  supposed  that  hon. 
Members  who  cheered  so  much  had  been 
got  at  already.  It  had  come  to  this  in 
Ireland — ^that  whether  the  number  of 
barristers  practising  in  that  country  was 
200  or  400,  it  was  impossible  for  anyone 
in  a  political  case  to  get  a  barrister 
whom  he  could  trust.  It  reminded  him 
.of  an  election  contest  he  was  once  en- 
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gaged  in  at  a  town  in  Ireland,  where 
he  found  that  the  other  candidates  had 
bought  up  the  two  attorneys  in  the 
place,  and  there  remained  not  so  much 
as  an  attorney's  clerk  available  for  his 
instruction.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  pointed 
out  that  the  expenditure  of  a  small  sum 
of  money  in  making  inquiries  had  re- 
sulted in  the  acquittal  of  an  accused 
person ;  and  he  had  asked  whether  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  promise, 
or  give  any  similar  assurance,  that  in 
very  grave  cases,  where  the  lives  of  men 
were  in  danger,  they  would  provide  a 
small  sum  of  money  for  the  same  pur- 
pose. And  what  reply  had  they  ob- 
tained from  the  Government?  They 
had  been  met  with  silence — not  one 
word  had  been  spoken.  Yet  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  listened  with  obvious  in« 
attention  to  the  course  of  the  debate, 
and  who  interrupted  him  with  cries  of 
''Divide!"  must  understand  that  this 
question  would  have  to  be  discussed  that 
evening  or  to-morrow,  and  of  these  two 
occasions  hon.  Members  could  take  their 
choice.  Who  could  tell  what  was 
covered  by  the  term  **  prosecutors,"  or 
how  many  bribes  were  included  under 
that  head  ?  Were  the  Government  pre- 
pared to  make  any  declaration  of  policy 
upon  the  cases  of  his  hon.  Friends  the 
Members  for  Westmeath  and  Wexford. 
The  Government  had  received  from  the 
farmers  of  Westmeath  as  stem  and  se- 
vere a  rebuff  as  they  had  just  received 
from  the  Government  of  France  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Byrne.  They  had  accused 
Mr.  Harring^n  of  intimidating  the  far- 
mers of  Westmeath,  and  upon  that 
charge  he  was  found  guilty  by  the  ma- 
gistrates and  sent  to  gaol.  Their  blind 
policy,  however,  had  produced  the  oppo- 
site effect  to  what  might  have  been  ex- 
pected ;  the  farmers  of  Westmeath  re- 
plied to  the  charge  against  Mr.  Har- 
rington by  saying  that  they  were  not 
intimidated,  and  they  returned  him  as 
the  Bepresentative  of  the  county.  But 
although  Mr.  Harrington  was  now  lying 
in  gaol  in  Galway,  he  was  a  moral  vic- 
tor over  the  Government  who  had  im- 
prisoned him.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
repeatedly  acknowledged  in  that  House 
that  if  there  was  one  Member  who 
could  compete  with  him  as  the  student 
of  agrarian  reform,  that  man  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healj). 
But  the  Whig  Party,  he  said,  had  strook 
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a  blow  against  their  support  in  Ulster 
by  seizing  on  this  moment  to  imprison 
the  most  active  and  effective  man  that 
Irishmen  ever  sent  to  represent  them. 
He  again  invited  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  declare  whe- 
ther he  would  stand  narrowly  and  unin- 
telligently  upon  the  sentence  passed  by 
the  magistrates  upon  these  Members,  or 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  question 
of  policy  involved  in  their  imprisonment, 
he  would  cause  them  to  be  released,  and 
so  put  an  end  to  this  disgrace  to  the 
Administration  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
made  a  speech  yesterday  which  I  con- 
fess interested  me  very  much,  and  in 
which  he  took  occasion  to  remark,  one 
after  another,  upon  the  cardinal  points 
of  our  policy  in  Ireland;  and  to  that 
speech  1  should  certainly  have  replied 
almost  as  soon  as  the  present  discussion 
came  on,  were  it  not  that  my  attention 
was  necessarily  diverted  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
O'Brien).  At  this  stage  of  the  evening 
I  shall  not  speak  at  the  same  length  as 
I  otherwise  should  have  done  ;  but  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  answer,  categorically, 
the  questions  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) have  put.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo,  repeating  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  asks  whether  the  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  bear  the  expense  of  some 
such  preliminary  inquiry  as  was  made 
in  the  case  of  the  man  who  was  tried  on 
the  alleged  charge  of  murder  and  ac- 
quitted. The  hon.  Member,  who  ad- 
vanced money  in  the  case  in  question, 
must  remember  that  no  such  custom 
exists  in  England,  Ireland,  or  Scotland, 
as  the  Crown  generally  undertaking  the 
defence  of  persons  accused  of  crimes. 
The  Crown  only  provides  them  with  an 
attorney  and  counsel  in  capital  cases. 
But  in  Ireland,  in  consequence  of  recent 
legislation,  when  the  venue  is  changed, 
the  Crown  undertakes  the  expenses  of 
the  criminals  during  the  trial ;  but  fur- 
ther than  that  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Crown  can  go,  for  in  no  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom  does  it  pay  the  pre- 
liminary expenses  incurred  by  the  fact 
of  a  person  being  put  on  trial.  The 
hon.  Members  for  Sligo  and  Galway 
have  questioned  me  with  regard  to  the 


imprisonment  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  and  Westmeath 
(Mr.  Harrington),  and  have  asked  whe- 
ther the  Government  was  prepared  to 
release  them.  Sir,  the  policy  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  what  are  or- 
dinarily called  prosecutions  for  speeches 
in  Ireland  is  very  simple  and  plain,  and 
I  will  in  a  few  words  endeavour  to  de- 
scribe what  that  policy  is.  The  Govern- 
ment are  very  unwilling  to  prosecute  for 
speeches,  and  have  shown  their  unwill- 
ingness to  allow  speeches  to  pass  with- 
out prosecution  when  they  did  not  think 
it  absolutely  necessary  for  the  public 
safety  that  an  opposite  course  should  be 
taken.  It  is  a  curious  and  significant 
fact  that  all  the  cases  in  which  people 
have  been  interfered  with  for  words 
spoken  in  Ireland  come  within  an  ex- 
ceedingly short  space  of  time.  On  the 
13th  of  August  there  was  one  isolated 
prosecution  under  the  Crimes  Act,  and 
with  that  exception  all  the  nine  cases  in 
which  persons  have  been  brought  to  ac- 
count for  spoken  words  occurred  between 
the  22nd  of  November  and  the  22nd  of 
December  last.  I  do  not  assume  that 
what  I  say  is  convincing  to  Gentlemen 
who  have  raised  this  question ;  but  it  is 
right  that  I  should  state  to  the  Commit- 
tee the  motives  which  actuated  me. 
About  the  time  referred  to  agitation  be- 
gan again  in  Ireland  which  the  Govern- 
ment regarded  as  very  dangerous.  They 
endeavoured  to  keep  their  minds  closed 
against  that  idea  as  long  as  it  was  pos- 
sible to  do  so.  But  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  a  determina- 
tion to  excite  and  agitate  people  for 
purposes  which  the  Government  could 
not  possibly  admit,  and  that  such  agita- 
tion would  once  more  take  the  country 
out  of  the  influence  of  law  and  order, 
and  would  reproduce  the  state  of  things 
which  existed  at  this  time  last  year. 
The  Government  considered  that  it  was 
their  bounden  duty  to  take  such  steps 
as  would  put  a  stop  to  this  agitation  or 
bring  it  within  proper  bounds,  and  in 
consequence  of  that  they  engaged  in 
five  prosecutions  for  intimidation  under 
the  J^revention  of  Crimes  Act.  Among 
these  were  the  prosecutions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  and  Mr.  Harring- 
ton. The  Government  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  was  tiprimdfaeie  case 
against  Mr.  Harrington ;  the  words  used 
by  him  amounting,  in  their  judgment, 
to  intimidation^  and  that  of  an  extremely 
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dangerous  kind.  After  speaking  of  his 
inquiries  into  the  condition  of  the  farm- 
ing class  in  the  district,  Mr.  Harring- 
ton said — 

•*  And  I  tell  the  comfortable  farmers  of  Ire- 
land that  if  they  don't  throw  themselyes  into 
this  movement  they  will  have  to  face  a  move- 
ment whioh  they  have  never  had  to  face  before. 
The  labourers*  agitation  will  be  directed  against 
them." 

Those  words  were  considered  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  amount  to  intimidation  of  a 
very  dangerous  kind — dangerous  when 
proceeding  from  a  gentleman  who  knew 
very  well  what  the  effect  of  a  labourers' 
agitation  directed  against  the  farming 
class  would  be.  It  is  easy  for  persons 
living  in  England,  where  the  strongest 
language  only  raises  a  temporary  excite- 
ment, to  think  little  of  words  of  this  kind. 
But  when  the  fact  is  considered  that 
these  words  were  spoken  in  the  midst  of 
a  society  convulsed  in  the  terrible  crisis 
of  a  political  movement,  I  must  say  I 
think  they  were  very  dangerous  words 
indeed.  But  the  Government,  in  such 
cases,  cannot  take  the  words  alone  so  far 
as  the  prosecution  of  a  particular  person 
is  concerned  ;  although,  as  far  as  the 
decision  of  the  Court  is  concerned,  the 
actual  words  must  be  taken,  and  those 
only.  When,  however,  you  come  to  the 
question  whether  the  Government  is  to 
prosecute  or  not,  it  must  be  considered 
what  their  collective  effect  must  be.  If 
the  Government  think  the  collective  effect 
will  be  innocent,  they  will  do  wisely  in 
not  prosecuting ;  but  if  they  think  the 
collective  effect  will  be  dangerous  to  the 
public  safety,  then  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment is  right  to  prosecute  any  person 
who  has  uttered  words  which  have 
brought  them  within  the  scope  of  the 
law.  Upon  that  principle  the  Govern- 
ment have  acted.  I  have  been  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo  (Mr. 
Sexton)  whether  the  fact  of  the  unani- 
mous election  of  Mr.  Harrington  by  the 
Westmeath  farmers  was  not  a  proof  that 
he  was  not  guilty  of  the  offence  charged 
against  him  ?  I  cannot  say  that  that  is 
my  opinion.  A  man  may  be  elected 
against  the  will  of  a  great  number  of 
individuals ;  and  the  most  dangerous  agi- 
tation is  that  directed  by  the  ^w  against 
the  many.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy). 
This  case  was  the  same  as  that  of  Mr. 
Harrin^n  so  far  as  related  to  the  reason 
which  mduoed  the  Government  to  take 
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notice  of  the  words  used  by  the  hon. 
Member.  Those  words  were,  in  oar 
opinion,  dangerous;  they  were  spoken 
on  the  same  platform  as  a  speech  attri- 
buted to  a  parish  priest,  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  presumably 
listened,  and  at  a  place  where  the  Gbvem* 
ment  found  the  very  worst  and  most 
dangerous  were  made  at  any  time 
during  the  movement.  Well,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  was  proceeded 
against,  not,  however,  under  the  Pre- 
vention of  Chrimes  Act,  because,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  the  speech 
did  not  come  within  the  Intimidation 
Clauses.  They  proceeded  against  him 
under  the  powers  which  appeared  to 
them  to  be  suited  to  the  occasion.  They 
applied  to  have  him  bound  over  to  keep 
the  peace,  and  that  was  precisely  what 
they  were  anxious  to  obtain.  They 
wanted  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexfoid 
(Mr.  Healy]  to  promise  to  keep  the  peace ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  unwilling 
to  say  that  he  would  not  go  on  making 
speeches  of  the  kind  complained  of,  and 
so  he  and  Mr.  Davitt  were  committed  to 
gaol.  I  venture  to  say  that  if  Mr. 
Davitt  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
had  been  allowed  to  continue  making 
speeches  of  that  nature,  with  such  variety 
of  language  as  they  would  have  been 
obliged  to  use,  within  a  month  or  two 
the  country  would  have  been  in  a  very 
dangerous  state  of  excitement.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  was  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  give  bail  now,  if  he  wished 
to  obtain  his  release. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  if  that  would  not 
amount  to  a  constructive  admission  that 
the  speech  was  one  inciting  to  unlawful 
acts? 

Mb.  TEEyELYAN :  I  know  that  is  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but,  by  refus- 
ing to  give  bail,  the  inference  is  that  he 
thinks  his  speech  was  one  he  was  perfectly 
justified  in  making,  and  one  he  is  ready 
to  make  again.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
fact,  said  so.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, on  the  other  hand,  thought  that 
the  speech  was  an  extremely  dangerous 
one  in  its  effects.  [Mr.  Pabnell  :  The 
whole  speech  ?]  I  alluded  to  the  words 
which  were  brought  before  the  notice  of 
the  Court.  It  was  said  the  Government 
ought  to  let  Mr.  Harrington  out  of 
prison  because  he  had  become  a  Member 
of  Parliament ;  and  that  they  ought  in  the 
ease  of  Mr.  Healy  to  remove  the  neces- 
sity of  his  giving  bail  as  a  preliminacj 
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to  his  release,  beoausehe  is  a  usefal  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament.  In  so  doing,  the 
Goyemment  would  be  doing  an  iDJustioe 
to  the  men  who  had  not  the  advantage 
of  being  Members  of  Parliament ;  and 
I  cannot  understand  the  principle  on 
which  we  would  be  acting.  The  Oo- 
remment  were  extremely  sorry  that  it 
had  to  proceed  against  anyone  for  what 
they  said  publicly.  They,  however,  con- 
sidered they  were  bound,  in  the  interests 
of  the  public  safety,  to  prosecute  these 
hon.  Gentlemen  amongst  others.  The  fact 
of  a  man  being  a  Member  of  Parliament 
is  in  itself  a  double  reason  why  he 
should  refrain  from  using  such  language 
as  that  in  question. 

Ma.  DAWSON  asked  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  conclude  that  men  were 
to  be  punished  for  what  other  men 
said?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westmeath  (Mr.  Harrington)  was 
punished  in  consequence  of  what  Father 
Delaney  had  said.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — ''We  are  not  punishing 
Harrington  for  the  exact  words  he  used, 
which,  indeed,  were  very  wild ;  but  we 
looked  to  other  things  said  throughout 
the  country."  They  punished  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  they  had  not  the  courage 
to  punish  the  rev.  gentleman  whose 
speech  was  too  bad  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  read.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ever  hear  of  Joseph  Arch, 
who  had  carried  on  the  ag^cultural 
labourers'  agitation  in  England?  Did 
he  punish  Joseph  Arch?  Did  he  put 
him  into  gaol  ?   Dare  he  do  it  ? 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  that,  in 
reference  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Harring^n, 
he  had,  perhaps,  a  peculiar  right  to  say 
a  few  words.  Mr.  Harrington  was  his 
Colleague  in  the  representation  of  West- 
meath, and  he  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  was 
with  his  hon.  Friend  on  the  platform, 
and  heard  the  speech  in  question  firom 
beginning  to  end.  It  was  not  for  one 
passage,  but  for  one  single  word  in  that 
speech,  that  Mr.  Harrington  had  been 
sentenced  to  two  months'  imprisonment ; 
and  Mr.  Harrington  had  been  imprisoned 
upon  the  strength  of  a  forced  and  Go- 
vernmental construction  put  on  that  one 
single  word.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) 
challenged  a  denial  of  his  assertion.  It 
was  on  the  word  *'  agitation  "  that  the 
whole  prosecution  against  Mr.  Harring- 
ton turned.  Mr.  Harrington  had  said 
that  the  wbole  force  of  the  labourers' 


agitation  would  be  turned  aeainst  the 
farmers  if  they  did  not,  in  a  day  of  dis- 
tress, try  to  open  some  employment  for 
the  labourers.  It  was  felt  at  the  time 
that  the  labourers  of  Westmeath,  and, 
indeed,  of  the  country,  were  in  a  state 
of  destitution ;  and  Mr.  Harrington  ap- 
pealed to  the  generosity  and  the  good 
feeling  and  the  gratitude  of  the  farmers 
to  help  the  labourers  in  their  day  of 
distress.  Mr.  Harrington  said  the  la- 
bourers were  founding  an  agitation  some 
time  before,  for  the  redress  of  their 
own  grievances ;  but,  he  added — 

**  I  took  no  part  in  it ;  I  did  not  join  it, 
because  1  do  not  like  these  class  movements. 
Bat  I  tell  yon  that  unless  you  do  something 
for  these  poor  people,  to  whom  you  owe  so 
much,  the  lorco  of  this  agitation  will  be  turned 
against  you.*' 

He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  denied  it  was 
a  threat  which  Mr.  Harrington  used; 
he  denied  it  was  intimidation.  The 
speech  was  not  meant  as  intimidation, 
and  it  was  not  understood  as  intimida- 
tion by  anybody  except  by  the  two  or 
three  policemen  who  came  up  and  gave 
evidence  to  that  efifect.  Why  was  there 
no  farmer,  large  or  small,  no  man  of 
any  other  class,  no  civilian  at  all,  brought 
up  at  the  trial  to  testify  either  that  he 
felt  intimidated,  or  that  he  thought  it 
likely  other  people  would  be  intimidated, 
by  the  speech?  Not  a  single  person, 
save  two  or  three  policemen,  were 
brought  forward  to  testify  to  the  intimi- 
datory  efifect  of  Mr.  Harrington's  words. 
The  prosecution  was  a  fraud ;  it  was  an 
outrage  upon  justice ;  and  he  was  really 
surprised  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  could  find  it  in  his  heart 
to  stand  up  in  his  place  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  defend  the  prosecution 
and  the  continued  imprisonment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  Every  day's  impri- 
sonment of  Mr.  Harrington  was  an  out- 
rage upon  justice ;  every  day's  imprison- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  tended  to 
create,  in  the  County  Westmeath  espe* 
cially,  and  more  or  less  in  other  counties, 
a  feeling  of  hatred  for  the  law  under 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  impri- 
soned, and  a  feeling  of  discontent  at  the 
whole  system  of  aaministration  in  Ire- 
land. There  was  not  a  man  in  West- 
meath who  did  not  consider  tbe  impri- 
sonment of  ike  hon.  Gentleman  obtained 
under  false  pretences.  That  was  his 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan's)  own  belief  and 
oonviction.   He  regarded  the  prosecution 
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as  a  fraud  and  a  sham  ;  he  regarded  it 
as  an  outrage  on  justice  ;  and  every  day's 
imprisonment  of  Mr.  Harrington  was 
a  shame  and  scandal  to  the  British  GJ-o- 
vernment  in  Ireland.  There  was  no 
getting  over  the  fact  that  the  three 
nomination  papers  of  Mr.  Harrington 
were  signed  by  farmers,  and  that  if  three 
other  nomination  papers  had  been  de- 
sired there  were  other  farmers  ready 
and  willing  to  sign  them,  and  there  was 
no  intimidation,  there  was  no  pressure 
put  upon  the  farmers  to  take  that  course. 
They  did  so  of  their  own  free  will  and 
desire,  and  a  more  effective  answer  to 
the  prosecution  could  not  possibly  be 
given  than  the  fact  that  the  farmers  of 
Westmeath  crowded  in  to  assist  in  the 
election  of  thehon.  Gentleman,  and  that, 
if  any  opposition  had  been  attempted, 
the  farmers  of  Westmeath  would  have 
overwhelmed  it  by  their  votes.  He 
asked  the  Chief  ISecretary  not  to  prolong 
the  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Harrington. 
Of  all  the  prosecutions  under  the  Crimes 
Act  this  of  Mr.  Harrington  was  the 
weakest.  There  was  not  a  shadow  of 
justification  or  foundation  for  it.  True, 
a  conviction  was  obtained ;  but  the  people 
of  Ireland  knew,  and  the  people  of  Eng- 
land ought  to  know  by  this  time,  what 
was  the  value  of  a  conviction  obtained 
now  in  Ireland — the  value  of  a  conviction 
obtained  before  two  of  the  special  magis- 
trates who  took  their  law  from  the  Law 
Advisers  of  the  Castle.  The  Law  Ad- 
visers of  the  Castle  sent  down  one  of 
the  counsel — whose  fees  were  included 
in  the  Vote  they  were  now  asked  to  pass 
— the  Law  Advisers  sent  down  one  of 
these  gentlemen  to  conduct  the  prose- 
cution of  Mr.  Harrington,  and  the  two 
magistrates  on  the  bench  dare  not  dream 
of  disputing  the  view  of  the  case  taken 
by  the  Queen's  Counsel  engaged.  Mr. 
Harrington,  in  his  defence,  completely 
riddled  the  evidence  of  the  police  re- 
porter; he  showed  that  the  man  was 
perfectly  incompetent ;  nevertheless,  two 
months'  imprisonment  was  decreed  for 
Mr.  Harrington,  which  he  was  now  under- 
going, a  portion  of  which  he  underwent 
as  a  common  convict  in  Mullingar  Gaol, 
and  the  remainder  of  which,  with  some 
modification,  he  was  suffering  in  Galway 
Gaol.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  SulUvan)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  not  to  let  the  Easter 
Beoess  go  by  without  ordering  the  fe- 
lecwe  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  order 
that  he  might  do  what  he  was  elected 
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to  do — namely,  to  represent  the  people 
of  the  County  Westmeath  in  the  House 
of  Commons. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that  before  the 
Vote  was  taken  he  desired  to  point  out 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  that  it  appeared 
to  him  that,  under  the  Crimes  Act,  the 
Government  could,  if  they  wished,  pay 
all  the  expenses  and  costs  of  the  peraoa 
who  was  placed  on  his  trial.  The 
section  of  the  Act  which  enabled  them 
to  do  this  was  that  which  provided  for 
the  change  of  venue.  It  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

'^  Where  an  order  is  made  under  this  Act 
directing  a  change  of  venae,  the  prescribed 
Crown  Solicitor,  or  other  prescribed  official, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General, 
shall  provide,  where  necessary,  for  advancing 
money  f^r  enabling  the  person  to  be  tried,  and 
the  witnesses  required  for  the  defence  of  such 
person  to  attend  the  trial.'* 

His  contention  was  that  the  money  for 
enabling  a  person  to  be  fairly  tried 
should  include  the  costs  of  the  solicitor 
engaged  to  prepare  the  case  for  the 
defence.  If  the  Government  desired  to 
put  a  fair  interpretation  upon  the  section 
of  the  Act  he  had  read — an  interpre- 
tation which,  at  the  time  the  question  of 
paying  the  expenses  of  the  defence  of 
persons  taken  out  of  their  own  counties 
for  trial,  was  accepted  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  —  he 
could  not  understand  how  they  could 
evade  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the 
solicitor  for  the  prisoner.  The  Crown 
were  in  a  position  to  send  engineers  to 
the  localities  to  take  measurements,  to 
make  inquiries,  to  procure  witnesses, 
and  to  get  up  their  case  for  the  prose- 
cution in  the  most  perfect  manner ;  and 
he  maintained  that,  according  to  the  terms 
of  the  Crimes  Act  itself,  and  in  fairness 
and  common  justice,  and  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  understanding  which  was 
arrived  at  in  the  House  of  Commons  when 
the  Act  was  being  passed,  the  expenses 
of  the  defence  of  tne  prisoners,  the  venue 
of  whose  case  had  been  changed,  should 
be  also  paid  by  the  Crown.  They  were 
asked  now  to  pass  a  swollen  Vote,  a  Vote 
swollen  to  enormous  size  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  the  Crown  to  prosecute  per- 
sons in  Ireland.  He  thought  he  had 
shown  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  he  was  mistaken 
when  he  said  there  was  no  power  under 
the  law  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  prisoner. 
The  words  of  the  section  were — "  Where 
necessary  for  defence,  money  for  en- 
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ablioff  the  prisoner  to  be  tried."  That 
usually  would  include  the  solicitor's 
costs,  the  taxed  bill  of  costs  of  the 
solicitor  employed  in  defending  the  pri- 
soner. It  was  utterly  impossible  for 
these  poor  prisoners  to  pay  for  their 
solicitors;  and  all  he  asked  was  that 
the  taxed  bill  of  costs  should  be  paid 
for  them. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Famell)  had  read  the  text  of  the 
Act,  and  had  asked  for  a  reply  from  the 
Chief  Secretary.  His  hon.  Friend  ought 
to  remember  that  the  speech  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  made  yesterday  against  the 
policy  of  the  Chief  Secretary  had  only 
just  been  answered  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary; and  that,  consequently,  he  (Mr. 
Famell)  could  not  expect  his  present 
speech  to  be  answered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  until  to-morrow.  That  was 
one  satisfaction  the  Irish  Members  had. 
They  could  not  be  accused  of  treating 
the  Chief  Secretary  cruelly,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  sure  to  come  up 
smiling  24  hours  after  time.  He  ob- 
served that  the  Government  did  not  in- 
tend to  give  any  further  explanation 
with  regard  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Harring- 
ton. For  his  part,  he  thought  the  Irish 
Members  might  very  well  leave  the  case 
of  Mr.  Harrington  alone.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  prosecuting  Mr.  Harrington 
was  a  kindly  one  towards  the  National 
League.  Down  to  the  present  it  was 
undoubted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  was  the 
leader  in  a  special  sense  of  the  tenantry 
of  Ireland.  Of  course,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  in  a  general  sense  the  National 
Leader,  but  in  an  especial  sense  he  was 
the  leader  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland.  It 
was  suggested  that  the  case  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers  was  neglected  by  the 
National  League;  but  now,  thanks  to 
the  Government,  the  agricultural  la- 
bourers had  been  provided  with  a  leader. 
Mr.  Harrington  was  emphatically  the 
leader  of  the  forthcoming  agitation  for 
bettering  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers.  Mr.  Harrington  had 
been  cast  into  gaol,  subjected  to  every 
insult,  clad  in  the  convict  garb,  and 
ordered  to  perform  the  basest  and 
meanest  duties  that  it  was  possible  to 
cast  on  a  convict;  and  all  because  he 
isaid  to  the  farmers  of  Westmeath — 


"  You  ought  to  pay  a  fair  day's  wage  for  a 
fair  day's  work  to  these  agricultural  labourers, 
who  have  helped  you  so  much  in  times  gone 
by." 

Mr.  Harring^n  was  the  leader,  by  the 
direct  choice  of  the  Government,  of  the 
agricultural  labourers  of  Ireland  ;  and 
he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  certain  there 
was  not  a  day  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
imprisonment  in  a  British  Bastile  in 
Ireland  that  would  not  be  amply  repaid 
in  an  increase  of  his  political  and  popu- 
lar influence,  and  in  his  chances  of 
success  in  rooting  out  and  extirpating 
the  curse  of  foreign  domination  in 
Ireland. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  14  ; 
Noes  115:  Majority  101. — (Div.  List, 
No.  23.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£45,032,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1883,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Office  of  the  Irish  Land  Commission." 

Mr.  FAENELL  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Government  to  postpone  this 
and  the  three  other  Irish  Votes  until 
the  Afternoon  Sitting  to-day,  as  he  be- 
lieved it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  a  Saturday's  Sitting. 
It  was  very  late  to  discuss  an  important 
Vote  of  this  kind ;  but  he  feared  that, 
as  the  Vote  had  been  put,  the  only 
course  he  could  take  was  to  move  to 
report  Progress.  He  had  been  in  hopes 
that  if  the  Yote  had  been  postponed  by 
the  Government,  together  with  the  three 
other  Irish  Yotes,  the  Committee  might 
then  have  gone  on  with  some  of  the 
subsequent  Votes  which  would  not  have 
required  much  discussion.  He  begged 
to  move  that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — ( J/r.  Far* 
nelL) 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a  little 
mistake  in  thinking  that  the  other  Votes 
would  not  be  much  discussed.  He  had 
not  the  slightest  objection  to  atop  there 
till  6  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  be 
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should  certainly  oppose  a  few  of  the 
"Votes 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  should  de- 
cidedly oppose  the  Yote  for  the  Land 
Commission,  which  was  the  largest  Vote 
in  the  whole  of  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates, being  taken  at  a  quarter  past  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  This  was  a 
Yote  evidently  provocative  of  discussion, 
and  one  upon  which  he  should  claim  his 
right  to  speak  at  a  time  when  his  re- 
marks could  be  reported.  He  did  not 
wish  to  press  the  Government  not  to 
take  other  Votes  as  to  which  there  was 
no  contention.  He  was  not  speaking 
from  an  Irish  point  of  view  only ;  but 
he  thought  there  were  probably  many 
Votes  in  the  series  as  to  which  there 
was  no  contention  in  any  part  of  the 
House,  and  as  to  which  he  should  not 
have  the  slightest  objection.  He  ob- 
jected, however,  to  this  particular  Vote 
oeing  taken  now,  and  it  would  be  well 
that  some  arrangement  should  be  made 
for  it  to  stand  over. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  he  knew  how  strong  was  the  dis- 
like which  was  generally  felt  by  the 
Committee  to  a  Saturday's  Sitting,  and 
he  thought  it  might  be  more  convenient 
to  the  House  to  sit  up  to  a  late  hour 
this  morning  in  order  to  discuss  these 
Votes,  than  that  the  House  should  be 
put  to  the  inconvenience  of  sitting  again 
on  the  Saturday ;  but  if  the  Committee 
insisted  that  this  Vote  should  not  be 
taken  at  this  hour,  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  Government 
to  insist  upon  it.  He  should  therefore 
be  prepared  to  accede  to  the  application 
to  withdraw  this  and  other  Irish  Votes 
upon  which  a  long  discussion  might 
take  place,  and  then  propose  that  they 
might  go  on  with  the  remaining  Votes 
until  they  arrived  at  one  upon  which 
there  was  contention. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  wished  the  Go- 
vernment to  postpone  two  or  three  of 
the  other  Votes  also.  A  good  many 
hon.  Gentlemen,  be  said,  had  gone  away 
who  had  wished  to  express  their  opinion 
upon  some  of  these  Votes.  There  were 
only  two  or  three  Votes  left,  and  as 
there  was  to  be  a  Morning  Sitting  to- 
day he  thought  they  might  as  well  be 
postponed. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
Baid,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  himself 
just  stated  that  he  was  ready  to  sit  up 
to  6  o'clock  in  the  morning.  He  thought 

J/r.  Lahouchere 


it  would  be  more  convenient  for  the 
Committee  to  go  on  until  about  the 
usual  hour. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Class  IV. — Education,  Science, 

AND  Art. 

(2.)  £42,122,  Public  Education. 

(3.)  £2,050,  British  Museum. 

(4.)  £130,  London  University. 

(5.)  £600,  Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expe- 
dition (Report). 

(6.)  £63,  Sydney  and  Melbourne  In- 
ternational Exhibitions. 

Class  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 
Services. 

(7.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

^*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£31,312,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1883,  for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad." 

Mr.  ONSLOW  urged  the  Government 
to  postpone  this  Vote,  as  it  contained  a 
good  deal  of  contentious  matter. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE  re- 
plied,  that  there  were  peculiar  reasons, 
which  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
accept,  for  not  postponing  this  Vote. 
If  it  were  not  proceeded  with,  he  him- 
self would  he  put  to  very  great  per- 
sonal inconyenience,  because  an  import- 
ant meeting  of  the  Danubian  Conference 
was  to  be  held  to-day,  at  which  he  was 
obliged  to  attend.  It  would  be  exceed- 
ingly difficult  for  him  to  be  in  the 
House  and  at  the  Conference  at  the 
same  time ;  and,  looking  at  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  situation,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  take  the  Vote,  and 
allow  him  to  ofiFer  any  explanation  on 
any  of  the  points  involved.  He  thoiight 
there  were  some  points  which  he  had 
anticipated,  and  he  hoped  he  might  be 
allowed  to  offer  explanations  now. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  he  should  be 
very  sorry  to  put  the  noble  Lord  to  any 
inconvenience ;  but  still  he  thought  that 
if  the  Committee  had  to  vote  such  a 
large  sum  of  money  as  this,  the  personal 
inconvenience  of  tbe  noble  Lord  could 
be  set  against  the  question  of  the  enor- 
mous additional  sum  of  money  which 
they  now  required.     He  would  be  |^lad 
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if  the  noble  Lord  would  explain  how 
£16,500  in  the  Vote  given  could  have 
been  spent  on  telegramB,  and  he  would 
remind  the  Oommittee  that  they  had 
already  voted  a  larfi^e  sum  in  excess  for 
telegrams  in  another  Vote.  This  was  an 
enormous  sum  they  were  asked  to  pay ; 
and  there  was  also  another  sum  of 
£9,730  for  ''  Special  Missions."  He  was 
not  aware  what  ''Special  Missions" 
there  had  been.  They  had  had  no  par- 
ticulars whatever,  and  no  explanation 
had  been  made  to  them  why  Special 
Missions  had  been  sent.  An  explana- 
tion on  these  points  was  due  to  the 
House.  He  did  not  intend  to  obstruct 
this  Vote.  If  it  would  be  inconvenient 
for  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  to  come  down  to-morrow,  hon. 
Members  would  not  be  unreasonable 
and  insist  upon  his  coming,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  they  themselves  would 
be  obliged  to  be  present.  He  trusted, 
however,  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
enter  somewhat  into  detail  as  to  the 
enormous  sum  they  were  now  asked  to 
vote. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  said,  that,  no 
doubt,  this  £16,000  was  a  large  ex- 
cess for  telegrams,  though  he  supposed 
it  was  in  connection  with  Egypt  and  the 
East.  It  was  necessary  that  a  large 
number  of  telegrams  should  be  sent; 
therefore,  he  did  not  quarrel  with  the 
item.  But  as  to  this  £9,730  for  Special 
Missions,  they  should  have  some  expla- 
nation to  show  whether  or  not  the  charge 
was  legitimate.  One  item  he  would 
have  to  ask  an  explanation  of  was  this — 
"Expenses  incurred  in  Moscow  in 
anticipation  of  the  Czar's  Coronation, 
£320."  He  supposed  this  expense  was 
incurred  througn  a  house  being  taken 
for  Her  Majesty's  Bepresentative  when 
it  was  expected  that  tne  Czar's  Corona- 
tion would  take  place  last  year.  This 
seemed  to  have  been  rather  a  reckless 
proceeding;  and  the  explanation,  no 
doubt,  would  be,  that  when  they  had  to 
send  a  Special  Mission  on  an  occasion  of 
this  sort,  they  had  to  take  time  by  the 
forelock  and  hire  a  house.  This  would 
lead  him  to  suppose  that  they  were 
going  to  send  a  Special  Mission  to 
the  Czar's  Coronation;  and,  on  these 
grounds,  he  would  oppose  the  item.  As 
to  these  Missions,  he  knew  it  was  the 
rule  or  habit  of  Her  Majesty  to  send 
some  special  Bepresentative  —  some 
Nobleman — as   a  species  of  glorified  I 


beadle  to  take  part  in  Coronation  cere- 
monies at  Foreign  Courts ;  but  he  saw 
no  reason  why  the  House  of  Commons 
should  allow  it  to  be  done  at  the  expense 
of  the  country.  In  the  present  case,  we 
had  a  great  Embassy  at  St.  Petersburgh, 
and  there  was  no  reason  in  the  world 
why  our  Ambassador  there  should  not 
represent  Her  Majesty  at  the  Coronation 
of  the  Czar.  It  was  merely  the  love  of 
spending  money,  and  the  love  of  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
whoever  they  might  be,  of  following  bad 

Srecedents  which  brought  about  these 
pecial  Missions.  To  his  mind,  the  in- 
auguration of  the  President  of  a  Bepub- 
lio  was  a  far  nobler  thing  than  the 
Coronation  of  an  Emperor.  [**  Oh !  "] 
Well,  everyone  could  enjoy  his  own  opi- 
nion—the hon.  Alderman  opposite  (Mr. 
B.  N.  Fowler)  was  entitled  to  take  an- 
other view  of  the  matter  if  he  chose. 
The  hon.  Alderman,  if  he  liked,  could  go 
to  Bussia  as  the  special  Bepresentative 
of  the  City  of  London,  and,  no  doubt, 
would  not  only  be  a  worthy  Bepresen- 
tative of  the  Giij  of  London,  but  a  fiue 
Bepresentative  of  England.  So  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  concerned,  he 
objected  to  these  Special  Missions.  No 
one  could  say  why  they  were  sent.  As 
he  had  said,  we  had  an  Ambassador  at 
St.  Petersburgh ;  therefore,  they  were 
only  sending  coals  to  Newcastle  by  de- 
spatching one  or  two,  or  perhaps  half-a- 
dozeUy  Noblemen  as  a  Mission  to  the 
Bussian  capital.  He  intended  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  and  wished 
to  have  a  distinct  understanding  from 
the  noble  Lord — first,  whether  there  was 
to  be  a  Special  Mission  this  year  to 
Bussia;  and,  secondly,  whether,  if  there 
was  to  be  one,  it  would  not  be  well  for 
them  to  have  the  expense  charged  be- 
forehand, instead  of  having  it  in  a  sub- 
sidiary Estimate  as  they  had  last  year? 
The  House  would  then  be  able  to  say 
whether  the  charge  was  a  proper  one  or 
not.  Do  not  let  the  Government  come 
to  them  and  say — "  The  thing  is  done 
now — you  must  pay  the  money."  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duc^  by  the  sum  of  £320. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'^  That  a  Sapplementtfv  ram,  not  exceeding 
£30,992,  be  granted  to  Her  MaJMfy,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  ooune  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1883,  for  the  Ezpenaes  of  Her  Maiesty's 
Emhaasiea  and  Missions  Abroad.** — {Mr,  Labou* 
ehere.) 
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Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  lie 
saw,  in  connection  with  this  Yote,  that 
in  the  Appropriation  Accounts  just  re- 
turned to  Parliament,  last  year  there 
was  a  saving  of  £1,700,  which  was  ex- 
plained by  the  fact  that  a  charge  usually 
attached  to  the  Embassy  at  Constanti- 
nople had  lapsed  during  Lord  Dufferin's 
Special  Mission  to  Egypt.  He  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  wished  to  know  if  a 
diminution  corresponding  with  that  of 
the  Vote  would  take  place  in  the  grant 
for  Lord  Dufferin  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON  desired  to  be  informed 
whether  anything  was  included  in  the 
Vote  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Errington)  and  his  reported  Em- 
bassy ? 

Mr.  monk  asked  whether  this  would 
be  the  whole  of  the  Vote  for  Lord 
Dufferin's  Mission,  or  would  there  be  a 
Supplementary  Vote  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  must  apologize  to  the  Commit- 
tee for  taking  the  Vote  at  this  late  hour 
(2.30  A.M.) ;  l)ut,  as  he  had  explained, 
he  had  to  attend  a  meeting  of  the  Con- 
ference to-day,  and  it  was  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Members  of  the  Confer- 
ence, not  for  his  own  convenience,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  sug- 
gested, that  he  desired  to  dispose  of  the 
matter  without  being  put  to  the  neces- 
sity of  coming  down  to  the  House 
again.  As  to  the  most  important  point 
which  had  been  raised— that  of  the 
telegrams — he  had  been  permitted  the 
other  evening,,  when  the  telegrams  in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  Estimates  were  in 
question — that  was  to  say,  the  telegrams 
sent  by  the  Foreign  Office  as  distin- 
guished from  those  sent  to  the  Foreign 
Office — to  make  an  explanation,  because 
he  had  felt  that  the  two  items  really 
came  together.  He  had  satisfied  the 
Committee  on  that  occasion,  he  thought, 
that  the  matter  had  received  very  care- 
ful attention,  and  that  this  great  in- 
crease— and  in  this  he  was  supported  by 
his  Predecessor  in  Office — was  entirely 
owing  to  the  condition  of  afifairs  in 
Egypt,  and  that  when  the  special  in- 
crease was  separated  from  what  might 
be  called  the  ordinary  expense  of  the 
Office  in  the  matter  of  telegrams,  it 
would  be  found  that  there  was  really  no 
increase  at  all.  There  was  a  good  deal 
of  discussion  on  the  matter,  and,  no 
doubt,  it  deserved  the  very  close  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.     He  now  came 


to  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) — a 
point  on  which  he  had  quite  anticipated 
that  some  questions  would  be  asked. 
The  circumstances  as  to  the  change  now 
made  were  accurately  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member.  As  the  Committee  were  aware, 
preparations  had  been  made  for  the 
Coronation  of  the  Czar  at  Moscow  ;  but, 
for  reasons  which  it  was  unnecessary  to 
enter  into,  that  Coronation  was  post- 
poned. Preparations  were  made  by 
every  great  European  Government  which 
intended  to  be  represented ;  and,  as  the 
hon.  Member  had  said,  it  was  nece8saT3% 
in  the  matter  of  house  accommodation, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  take  time  by 
the  forelock.  The  sum  in  the  Estimates 
represented  the  payment  made  for  the 
hire  of  a  house,  and  a  fine  to  the  owner 
for  breaking  the  contract  when  it  was 
suddenly  found  that  the  Coronation  was 
not  going  to  take  place.  He  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  could,  if  neces- 
sary, furnish  the  hon.  Member  with  the 
exact  items.  Then  he  came  to  the  point 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  wishea  for 
some  explanation — namely,  as  to  what 
it  was  intended  to  do  in  regard  to  the 
Coronation  which  was  going  to  take 
place  this  year.  It  was  a  fact  that  there 
was  going  to  be  a  Special  Mission,  and 
he  was  in  a  position  to  mention  a  cir- 
cumstance which  he  believed  would  be 
well  received  by  the  Committee,  the 
House,  and  the  country,  and  that  was 
that  the  Special  Representative  of  Hor 
Majesty  would  be  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Duke  of  Edinburgh.  He  need 
not  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh  was  well  fitted, 
personally,  to  discharge  the  duties  that 
would  devolve  upon  him,  and  that, 
owing  to  his  close  relationship  with  the 
Imperial  Family  of  Russia,  he  would  be 
singularly  welcome  in  that  country,  both 
to  the  Imperial  Family  and  to  the  people. 
As  to  the  expenses  of  Lord  Dufferin's 
Mission,  ifc  was  to  be  explained  that 
there  was  a  careful  set-off  against  every- 
thing which  had  been  allowed  to  His 
Excellency  for  his  Special  Mission  to 
Egypt.  In  regard  to  all  those  allow- 
ances and  circumstances  which  remained 
the  same  there  had  been  no  special 
charge  whatever.  Only  those  items  had 
been  charged  in  which  there  had  been 
actually  an  increase  of  expense ;  there- 
fore, on  the  whole,  there  had  been  no 
increase  at  all  in  those  matters  whioh 
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were  found  usually  cbarf^ed  under  the 
head  of  the  Mission  to  Constantinople. 
He  had  all  the  items  before  him ;  but  he 
hardly  thought  the  Committee  would 
care  to  have  them.  He  only  thought  it 
right  to  explain  to  the  Committee  that 
there  had  not  been  anything  like  the 
smallest  attempt  at  anything  like  run- 
ning up  a  double  bill  or  charge ;  but  that 
everything  had  been  carefully  looked 
into.  As  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk), 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  say  whe- 
ther or  not  any  further  charge  would 
have  to  be  made  in  respect  of  Lord 
Dufiferin's  Mission,  because  the  exact 
duration  of  the  Mission — how  long  he 
would  remain  in  Egypt,  when  he  would 
return  to  Constantinople,  and  so  on — 
was  a  question  which  would  depend  on 
the  course  of  events  in  Egypt.  At  this 
moment  it  would  be  rash  in  him  to 
undertake  to  say  that  there  would  be 
no  further  charge ;  nevertheless,  he  need 
not  remind  the  Committee  that  Lord 
Dufferin's  Mission  to  Egypt  was  a  tem- 
porary one,  and  that  there  was  no  in- 
tention of  requiring  him  to  remain  per- 
manently in  the  country.  Sir  Edward 
Malet  was  the  ordinary  Representative 
of  Her  Majesty  in  that  country ;  and  he, 
with  Lord  Dufferin,  had  discharged  all 
the  duties  which  had  devolved  on  the 
ll^ission,  and  there  was  every  intention 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  to  continue  their  confidence  in 
him.  A  question  had  been  put  as  to 
the  Estimate  of  last  year — whether  the 
amount  of  saving  had  been  properly 
accredited  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNORsaid,  that, 
perhaps,  he  had  not  been  sufficiently 
clear.  What  he  desired  to  know  was, 
whether  there  would  be  a  saving  in 
consequence  of  Lord  Dufferin's  Special 
Mission  to  Egypt  this  year,  in  the  same 
way  that  there  was  a  saving  of  £1,747 
in  connection  with  the  Special  Mission 
of  Mr.  Goschen  to  Egypt  or  Constanti- 
nople last  year  ? 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  thought  he  understood  the  point 
— whether  the  saving  had  been  properly 
accredited  ?  Assuming  that  he  took  the 
question  properly,  he  answered  in  the 
affirmative,  although  the  circumstances 
of  the  two  cases  were  different.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Ripon  (Mr. 
Gt>schen)  had  not  been  a  member  of 
the  Diplomatic  Corps,  and  the  whole 


circumstances  of  his  Mission  were  mat- 
ters of  special  and  peculiar  arrangement, 
and  a  great  number  of  items  had  to  be 
considered.  He  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  was  in  Constantinople  on  an- 
other Mission  at  the  time  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Ripon  was  on  his ;  therefore, 
the  circumstances  of  the  cases  were 
fully  fixed  on  his  memory.  He  trusted 
the  explanation  he  had  given  would 
be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  referred  to  the  matter  to  which 
he  (Mr.  Dawson)  had  drawn  attention — 
namely,  the  reported  Embassy  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton). 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  it  had  been  repeatedly  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  that  he 
knew  nothing  of  such  a  Mission  as  that 
suggested ;  therefore,  it  was  unnecessary 
to  touch  upon  the  matter  further. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,he  thought  he  was 
justified  in  bringing  forward  the  ques- 
tion of  the  telegrams  for  which  £16,50Q 
was  charged  under  this  Yote.  The  item 
was  described  as  consequent  on  the  state 
of  affairs  abroad,  and  they  had  passed  a 
somewhat  similar  Yote  for  the  Foreign 
Office.  In  the  present  item,  however, 
was  included  a  sum  in  connection  with 
the  Legation  at  China,  which  was  partly 
repayable  out  of  the  Indian  Revenues. 
He  had  no  notion  how  that  was,  and  he 
would  ask  for  information  as  to  whether 
India  had  been  consulted  at  all  in  the 
matter,  and  whether  she  had  consented 
to  pay  anything  ?  He  was  not  sure  that 
the  sum  was  not  connected  in  some  way 
with  the  opium  trade.  It  appeared  to 
him  to  be  an  extra,  and  he  should  like 
to  know  whether  India  would  some  day 
be  told  that  she  must  pay  some  portion 
of  this  Yote  without  being  in  any  way 
consulted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
That  sort  of  thing  had  been  done  before. 
Ho  really  thought  that  he  and  others 
who  were  interested  in  this  matter  had  a 
right  to  demand  some  explanation  of 
how  it  was  that  India  was  called  upon 
to  pay  a  portion  of  this  sum. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  had  on  a  former  occasion  given 
very  full  information  with  regard  to  the 
sum  in  the  former  Yote  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  alluded.  He  admitted 
there  was  a  slight  error  in  the  words 
employed,  which  ought  to  have  been 
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*'  abroad  generally."  With  regard  to 
the  further  point  raised  in  connection 
with  the  Legation  toOhina,  this  charge, 
which  had  been  on  the  Estimates  of  the 
last  two  or  three  years,  would  be  re- 
newed for  the  same  period.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  be  assured  that  the  matter 
had  received  the  most  careful  examina- 
tion. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  said,  he  was 
not  in  that  wild  state  of  excitement 
which  the  noble  Lord  anticipated  be- 
cause the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  was  going 
to  represent  Her  Majesty  at  the  Corona- 
tion of  the  Czar.  He  objected  to  any- 
one going,  whether  Duke  or  otherwise. 
They  had  a  Gentleman  already  at  St. 
Petersburg,  who,  if  he  was  able  to  con- 
duct diplomatic  business,  was  equally 
able  to  carry  out  the  tom-foolery  about 
to  take  place.  They  had  refused  to  give 
the  smallest  pittance  to  the  thousands  of 
men  who  were  starving  in  Ireland  ;  and, 
at  the  same  time,  they  were  asked  to 
g^ant  an  enormous  sum  for  the  purpose 
in  question,  which  amounted  to  an  in- 
sulting and  wasteful  attack  on  the  pockets 
of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not  replied  to  one  of  his 
questions — were  they  to  have  on  the 
Estimates  the  amount  which  it  was  an- 
ticipated the  journey  of  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh  would  cost;  or  were  they  to  be 
told  that  the  money  must  be  paid  be- 
cause it  had  already  been  expended  ? 
There  were  many  Gentlemen  who,  had 
they  known  that  the  Vote  would  be  taken 
BO  late,  would  have  remained  to  oppose 
it ;  and  he  thought  that  advantage  ought 
not  to  be  taken  of  their  absence.  If, 
however,  the  Government  thought  other- 
wise, he  would  like  to  take  the  division 
at  once. 

Lord  EDMOND  PITZMAURICE 
said,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down,  he  thought  it  impos- 
sible that  the  Vote  for  this  Mission  could 
appear  on  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  the 
year,  because  the  circumstances  which 
determined  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  only  recently  been  arrived  at. 
The  Mission  was  a  matter  concerning 
which  an  accurate  Estimate  could  not 
yet  be  formed ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he  did  not  anticipate  any  greater 
expenditure  of  money  being  incurred  by 
the  fact  of  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  attend- 
ing the  Mission  than  would  be  incurred 
if  it  had  been  confided  to  any  other 
Nobleman.     It  must  be  borne  in  mind 
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that  there  were  peculiar  circumstances 
in  connection  with  the  present  case. 
The  great  importance  attaching  to  the 
occasion,  and  the  intimate  alliance  exist- 
ing between  the  Royal  Families  of  the 
two  countries,  were  circumstances  in 
which  the  Government  believed  that 
they  were  acting  in  conformity  with  the 
feeling  of  the  country,  and  in  conformity 
with  precedent,  in  sending  a  Special 
Mission  on  the  conditions  proposed  to 
assist  at  the  approaching  ceremony. 
That  being  so,  he  thought  that  no  fitter 
person  could  have  been  chosen  than 
His  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  proposed  Mission  would  not 
cause  any  unnecessary  charge  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  people  of  this  country. 
It  was  true  that  a  relationship  existed 
between  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  and 
the  Czar  of  Russia  ;  but  when  such  re* 
lationships  existed,  those  invited,  as  a 
rule,  were  very  willing  to  pay  the  expense 
connected  either  with  a  wedding  or  any 
other  ceremony.  For  his  part,  he  re- 
gretted that  we  should  have  indulged  in 
this  ridiculous  expenditure.  The  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  relationships  between 
this  country  and  Russia  were  of  a  very 
important  character ;  but  he  was  sorry 
to  point  out  that  notwithstanding  aU 
this,  we  did  not  get  on  very  well  with 
the  people  of  the  latter  country.  There 
was  in  England  a  very  great  prejudice 
against  Russia,  and  he  was  bound  to 
add  that  there  was  amongst  the  people 
of  Russia  a  great  prejudice  against  us. 
As  a  protest  against  the  expenditure,  he 
should  be  glad  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of 
bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  for  infer- 
mation  with  regard  to  the  charge  of 
£75,  which  appeared  on  page  87  of  the 
Estimates,  as  gratuities  to  two  Naval  offi- 
cers employed  on  the  Sfax  Commission. 
He  had  already  asked  a  question  on  the 
subject.  As  he  understood,  a  large 
amount  of  British  property  was  de- 
stroyed at  Sfax,  and  a  Commission  of 
officers  had  been  appointed  by  France 
and  Italy  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances. But  he  also  understood  that  as 
soon  as  the  investigation  seemed  to  in- 
volve the  conduct  of  the  French  soldieiy, 
the  French  Associate  closed  the  Com- 
mission, stating  that  he  would  not  allow 
any  inquiry  to  be  made  which  reflected 
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on  the  honour  of  the  French  Army. 
The  Investigation  Commission  was, 
therefore,  no  Commission  at  all;  and  he 
now  asked  whether  there  was  any  esti- 
mate of  British  loss ;  if  so,  how  was  it 
arrived  at,  and  had  the  French  Govern- 
ment consented  to  pay  any  indemnity 
for  such  loss  ?  He  had  endeavoured  to 
obtain  some  information  on  the  subject 
from  the  Predecessor  of  the  noble  Lord, 
who,  however,  was  not  remarkable  for 
the  readiness  with  which  he  commu- 
nicated or  volunteered  information  ;  and 
he  now  asked  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaira 
if  he  was  in  a  position  to  furnish  the 
desired  information?  Of  course,  if  it 
was  inconvenient  to  reply  to  the  question 
at  the  moment,  he  would  defer  it  till  an- 
other day. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAUEICE 
said,  he  would  do  his  best  to  answer  the 
question  on  Notice. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  G^CONNOR  said,  the 
Committee  would,  in  his  opinion,  do 
well  to  obtain  information  with  respect 
to  the  Special  Mission  to  assist  at  the 
Coronation  of  the  Czar.  If  he  understood 
the  noble  Lord,  there  would  afterwards 
be  submitted  to  the  Committee  what 
might  be  called  an  Estimate — that  was 
to  say,  after  the  Coronation  had  taken 
place,  and  this  interesting  family  gather- 
ing had  been  brought  to  an  end.  Now, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  to  apply  the  term 
Estimate  to  money  that  had  been  already 
spent,  and  which  the  Gk)vernment,  with- 
out any  previous  explanation,  said  must 
be  paid  because  it  had  been  spent,  was 
to  make  a  strange  use  of  words. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
said,  he  admitted  the  inconvenience  of 
Supplementary  Estimates,  and  the  re- 
mark applied  not  only  to  this  particular 
Supplementary  Vote,  but  to  all  of  them 
generally.  It  would,  no  doubt,  be  de- 
sirable that  every  item  of  this  kind 
should  be  brought  forward  only  once  in 
the  year.  At  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  any  greater  objection  to 
the  present  charge  than  that  which 
applied  to  all  Supplementary  Estimates. 
As  already  explained,  it  was  not  possible 
to  insert  it  in  the  regular  Estimates, 
because  the  decision  of  the  Covernment 
was  only  arrived  at  a  few  days  ago. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  the  Estimate  might  be  issued  in 
amended  form.  They  had  a  similar 
Paper  issued  when  the  Government  came 
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into  Office.  Their  Predecessors  had  pre- 
pared the  Estimates,  and  the  changes 
made  at  the  time  necessitated  alterations 
in  the  Estimates.  On  that  occasion  the 
Prime  Minister  caused  an  amended 
Estimate  to  be  inserted  in  the  Estimate 
already  issued.  That  year  there  was  an 
amended  form  of  a  particular  Vote,  and 
he  could  not  understand  why  there  could 
not  be  an  amended  form  issued  as  a 
separate  Paper — Class  V.,  Vote  1,  Diplo- 
matic Services,  which  would  enable  the 
Committee  to  come  to  a  decision  with 
regard  to  that  branch  of  the  Service,  not 
in  a  Supplementary  Estimate,  but  in  due 
course,  when  the  Vote  in  question  came 
on  in  the  regular  Estimates. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  18  ; 
Noes  59  :  Majority  41 .  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  24.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

18.)  £1,750,  Consular  Services. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  want  to  raise  any  objection  to 
the  Yote,  but  merely  rose  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Oovemment  as  to  their  inten- 
tions regarding  subsequent  Yotes.  He 
wished  to  ask  if  the  G-overnment  would 
consent  to  postpone  Yote  3,  Class  YII., 
and  also  Yote  3  in  the  Revenue  Depart- 
ment ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  if  it  was  found 
there  was  any  serious  objection  to  those 
Yotes,  the  Government  would  not  press 
them  now.  Perhaps,  however,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  raise  the  point  when 
the  Yotes  were  reached. 

Yote  agreed  to, 

(9.)  £1,182,  Suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade. 

(10.)  £3,500,  Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid. 

(11.)  £6,600,  Subsidies  to  Telegraph 
Companies. 

Class  YI. — Non-Effective  and  Chari- 
table Sebvices. 

(12.)  £4,500,  Superannuations  and 
Retired  Allowances. 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*VThat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,060,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
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>vhich  will  como  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  at  day  of  March 
1883,  to  enable  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Treasury  to  commute,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  36  and  37  Vic.  c.  57»  or 
otherwise,  certain  Annuities  charged  on  the 
Exchequer.*' 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  found 
that  this  Vote  was — 

**  For  the  commutation  of  Annuities  payahle 
to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk ;  the  Lord  of  the  Manor 
of  Taynton  ;  the  Minister  of  the  Jjutheran 
Chapel,  lately  in  the  Savoy ;  and  the  Keeper 
of  St.  Swithin*8  Gate,  Winchester ;  and  of  a 
portion  of  the  Annuity  due  to  the  heirs  of  the 
Duke  of  Schomberg ;" 

a  nobleman  who  had  now  been  dead  a 
very  long  time.  It  seemed  to  him  the 
Committee  ought  to  refuse  to  grant  this 
money.  It  had  a  suspicious  appearance 
of  having  something  to  do  with  per- 
petual pensions.  They  would  have  to 
oppose  the  Vote  unless  they  received 
some  satisfactory  explanation. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  annuity 
to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  was  granted  so 
long  back  as  the  time  of  Henry  the 
Eighth.  The  Treasury  was  under  an 
obligation  to  pay  the  annuity.  The 
Duke  of  Norfolk,  however,  consented 
to  commute  it,  so  that  the  Treasury  were 
enabled  to  buy  it  up  and  redeem  it  for 
a  certain  number  of  years.  The  sum  in 
respect  to  the  Manor  of  Taynton  was 
very  small  indeed,  only  SOx.  The  allow- 
ance to  the  Minister  of  the  Lutheran 
Chapel,  in  the  Savoy,  was  £38,  and  was 
granted  a  long  time  ago  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  They  had  been 
able  to  redeem  the  annuity  at  the  rate 
of  10  years'  purchase.  The  annuity  to 
the  Keeper  of  St.  Swithin's  Gate,  Win- 
chester, was  £2  8«.  2d.  The  case  of  the 
Duke  of  Schomberg  was  certainly  more 
serious.  The  annuity  originally  was 
£4,000  a-year.  £2,616  of  this  had 
been  redeemed  at  different  times,  and 
of  the  remainder  it  was  now  proposed 
to  redeem  £72. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  thought 
they  could  allow  the  money  to  the  Lord 
of  the  Manor  of  Taynton,  to  the  Minister 
of  the  Lutheran  Chapel,  and  to  the 
Keeper  of  St.  Swithin's  Gate.  He 
should  move,  however,  that  the  Vote 
be  reduced  by  £3,948,  which  was  the 
amount  payable  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk, 
and  the  heirs  of  the  Duke  of  Schomberg. 
lie  need  not  enter  into  any  details  as  to 
the  reasons  why  he  proposed  this  re- 
duction. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1 12,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1883,  to 
enahle  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury  to  commute,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  30  and  37  Vic.  c.  57,  or  otherwise, 
certain  Annuities  charged  on  the  Exchequer." 
— (ifr.  Labouehere.) 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  inform  the  Committee  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  grant  made  to  the 
Duke  of  Norfolk  in  the  Reign  of  Henry 
the  Eighth,  and  whether  it  was  a  portion 
of  the  spoliation  of  the  property  of  the 
Church  which  the  present  Duke  of  Nor- 
folk, who  belonged  to  that  Church,  was 
still  enjoying  ? 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  there  were 
two  grants,  one  of  £40,  and  the  other 
of  £20.  The  first  was  granted  by  Henry 
the  Eighth,  and  the  second  by  Richard 
the  Third. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  U ; 
Noes  53  :  Majority  44.  —  (Dir.  List, 
No.  26.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  VII. — Miscellaneous. 
(14.)  £500,  Temporary  Commissions. 

(15.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  Supplementan'  sum,  not  exceeding 
£450,  be  granted  to  Her  liuijesty,  to  defra}'  the 
Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  paynccnt 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1883,  for  certain  Miscellaneous  Ex- 
penses." 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  it  vaa 
really  surprising  what  the  Government 
thought  they  could  get  at  this  Sitting. 
This  Vote  was  in  respect  of  arrears  of 
fees  due  to  the  Duke  of  Norfolk — for 
14^  years  at  £60  a-year.  The  Prime 
Minister  told  them  that  nothing  was  put 
down  in  these  Supplementary  Estimates 
but  what  was  absolutely  necessary.  The  ' 
Duke  of  Norfolk  had  waited  14 J  years;  ] 
surely  he  could  wait  a  few  days  more. 
If  he  (Mr.  Labouehere)  remembered 
rightly,  there  was  a  certain  thing  called 
the  Statute  of  Limitations,  under  which 
no  one  could  claim  a  debt  above  seven 
years  old.  He  was  glad  to  see  the  Law 
Adviser  of  the  Crown  present,  because, 
perhaps,  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-  -i 


2021     Supphj^Civil  Services,        {Mabch  9,  1883)  SfC.  Estimates,  2022 


man  -would  enligliten  his  mind  as  to 
whether  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  had  got  a 
legal  right  to  this  money.  Certainly,  the 
noble  Duke  had  not  got  any  moral  right 
to  it.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  intended  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  Committee,  no 
matter  what  explanation  of  the  Vote 
might  be  given. 

Mr.  AKTHUE  O'CONNOR  ex- 
pressed his  surprise  that  the  Financial 
Secretary  had  not  given  some  explana- 
tion on  this  matter.  Would  the  hon. 
Gentleman  state  whether  any  of  these 
fees  paid  on  the  installation  of  the  Kings 
of  Saxony  and  of  the  Netherlands  re- 
ferred to  the  Garter,  and  what  the  fees 
were  to  which  the  Duke  was  entitled  ? 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  wished  to  know 
how  it  happened  that  this  demand  had 
been  in  arrearfor  14  years  ?  If  the  Go- 
vernment had  had  some  dispute  with 
the  Duke  of  Norfolk  as  to  his  legal  or 
moral  right,  the  Committee  might  as  well 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government 
and  clear  away  this  tax  upon  the  public 
pocket.  It  was  a  most  melancholy  pic- 
ture that  the  Committee  should  be  en- 
gaged at  this  time  of  niffht  in  con- 
sidering a  matter  of  this  kind ;  and  he 
thought  they  would  be  acting  the  part 
of  mscreet  legislators  and  guardians 
of  the  public  purse  by  adjourning  the 
Committee  and  re- assembling  at  12 
o'clock. 

Mr.  COTJETNEY  said,  there  was  no 
intention  to  press  the  next  Vote,  and  ex- 
plained that  these  installation  fees  were 
not  involved  in  this  Vote.  These  fees 
were  given  to  Counts  or  Elarls  on  their 
installation. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  begged 
to  repeat  his  question  as  to  what  the 
creation  fees  were — what  was  created, 
and  who  was  created,  and  why  should 
the  Duke  get  these  fees  more  than  any- 
body else  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  the  fees  were 
not  paid  by  any  person.  On  succeeding 
to  his  title,  the  Duke  became  entitled  to 
the  annuity  granted  to  his  Fred  ecessor .  It 
represented  the  old  Third  Penny,  which 
was  given  to  every  Earl  on  his  taking 
charge  of  a  country. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  thought  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary knew  what  these  fees  were ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  anybody  else  had  the 
vaguest  notion,  except  that  the  Dukes 
of  Norfolk  and  the  Earls  of  Surrey  had 
received,  since  the  time  of  Eichard  III., 


a  sum  of  £60  a-year.  He  held  that 
those  families  had  received  quite  enough, 
and  that  the  fact  that  they  had  received 
this  money  so  long  was  sufficient  reason 
for  putting  an  end  to  the  payments. 
These  fees  were  utterly  untenable  in 
every  sense,  and  he  strongly  protested 
against  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  was  a  good  Eadical, 
would  have  argued  that  if  the  country 
was  not  legally  bound  to  pay  these  fees 
it  should  not  pay  them  ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, the  hon.  Gentleman  said — **  It 
would  be  unhandnome  not  to  pay  money 
to  the  Duke ;  let  us  do  it.  Let  us  make 
merry  Knights  for  the  sake  of  the  Duke 
of  Norfolk;  he  has  no  legal  right  to 
this  money  ;  but  let  us  give  it  to  him." 
That  was  not  his  idea,  and  he  should 
maintain  his  opposition. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  these  fees  had 
not  been  demanded  for  14  years,  and 
this  was  simply  a  Vote  for  the  arrears. 
The  fees  would  be  demanded  hence- 
forth. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  what  remedy  the  Duke 
of  Norfolk  would  have  if  this  money 
was  not  paid  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  replied,  that  he  had 
not  gone  deeply  into  this  matter ;  but 
he  imagined  the  Duke  would  have  a 
remedy  by  a  Petition  of  Eight,  in  the 
same  way  as  any  other  person  to  whom 
a  debt  was  due  from  the  Crown. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  wished 
to  know  when  the '  demand  was  made 
for  14  years'  arrears,  and  why  the  Go- 
vernment, when  the  Crown  was  already 
in  negotiations  with  the  Duke  of  Norfolk 
for  the  commutation  of  other  existing 
annuities,  did  not  seize  the  opportunity 
of  commuting  this  annuity  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY:  It  is  the  same 
annuity. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Statute  of  Limitations 
applied  or  not  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  it  would  not 

Mr!  ILLINGWOETH  thought  the 
Committee  were  not  in  a  position  to 
refuse  this  Yote,  as  the  figures  were 
manipulated. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  apparently  unaware  of  the 
power  of  the  Committee.    The  Treasury 
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could  not  pay  this  amount  without  the 
fianction  of  the  Ooramittee. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  thought  the  ex- 
travagant terms  on  which  the  commu- 
tation had  taken  place  justified  the  Com- 
mittee in  not  paying  anything  for  which 
they  were  not  fully  and  legfuly  respon- 
sible. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  42  ; 
Noes  17  :  Majority  25.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  26.) 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 
(16.)  £17,000,  Customs  Department. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  this 
was  a  Vote  which  must  provoke  length- 
ened comments,  because  of  an  item  of 
£15,200  for  retirements  and  re-organi- 
zation in  the  Department.  This  was  so 
large  a  question  that  from  selfish  motives 
lie  must  decline  to  enter  into  it ;  but  he 
hoped  the  Financial  Secretary  would 
agree  to  postpone  Vote  3,  as,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Postmaster  General,  it 
was  hardly  fair  to  go  on  with  that  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(17.)  £11,000,  Inland  Eevenue. 

(18.)  £14,000,  Post  Office  Packet  Ser- 
vice. 

(19.)  £87,000,  Post  Office  Telegraphs. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  EXCESSES,  1881-2. 

(20.)  Sesolved,  That  a  sam,  not  exceeding 
£3,706  7«.  2d.,  be  granted  to  Her  Hajeiity,  to 
make  good  Excesses  on  certain  Grants  for  Civil 
Services,  for  the  year  ended  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1882,  viz.  :— 

Glass  II. — Salabibs  and  Expenses  of 
OrvTL  Departments. 


Board  of  Trade 

Civil  Service  Conunission 

Fishery  Board,  Scotland 


•  * 


4     ».  d. 

553    5  6 

6  14  5 

20    6  10 


Glass  III. — Law  and  Justice. 


Law  Charges  and  Criminal  IVose- 

cntions,  Ireland 
Sapreme    Court  of   Judicature, 

Ireland 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 


222  17    0 


1,080  10 
1,661  16 


4 

0 


Glass  V. — Fokeign  and  Golonlal 

BSBYICES. 

Suppreasioii  of  the  Slave  Trade 

Orange  Biver  Territory  and  St. 

Helena  (Non-E£fective  Charges) 

^r,  Courtney 


142     5  11 
129     6     8 


Class  VI. — Non-Effectivb  and 
Charitable  Services. 


Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland 


0    5     6 


Total     ..   £3,706    7     2 


ARMY  EXCESSES,  1881-2. 

(21.)  Resolved,  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding: 
£44,197  2s.  (id.  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
make  good  Excesses  of  Army  Expenditure 
beyond  the  Grants  for  the  year  ended  on  the 
31st  day  of  March  1882. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow* 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

SUPPLY.-REPORT. 
Besolutions  [March  8]  reported, 

Besolution  I  agreed  to. 

Besolution  2. 

Mr.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  a 
question  as  to  this  Vote.  He  had  put  a 
civil  question  to  the  hon.  Member  about 
it  yesterday,  but  had  failed  to  obtain  a 
satisfactory  answer.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  would  secure 
an  annual  Beport  to  the  House,  such  as 
that  furnished  two  years  ago  by  the 
Controller  of  the  Stationery  Office  ?  The 
hon.  Member  had  yesteriiay  made  a 
statement  on  the  subject ;  but  no  one  had 
been  able  to  gather  from  it  what  he  in- 
tended to  do. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  that  what  he 
had  stated  yesterday  was  that  the  re- 
quest was  a  very  reasonable  one ;  but  he 
was  unable  to  pledge  himself  that  an 
annual  Beport  would  be  furnished. 

Besolution  agreed  to, 
Besolution  3  agreed  to. 

Besolution  4. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said, 
that  since  this  Vote  was  put  on  the 
Orders  yesterday  he  had  seen  the  Ac- 
counts of  the  Fishery  Board  (Scotland), 
and  he  found  that  whereas  in  1881  there 
was  a  balance  of  something  under 
£3,000  in  hand  at  the  end  of  the  finan- 
cial year,  and  of  £4,000  at  the  time  this 
money  was  supposed  to  be  required. 
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with  an  inoreasine  balance,  they  came 
for  an  unusually  large  Yote  from  the 
House.  It  was  perfectly  incomprehen- 
sible how  it  could  be  considered  justifi- 
able or  necessary  to  call  for  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates  of  large  amounts  when 
there  was  an  increasing  balance  at  their 
bankers. 

Besolution  agreed  io, 
Bemaining  Besolutions  agreed  to. 


MOTION. 

BOBOnOH    FBANCHISB    (IBELAND)    (nO.   2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dawson,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  regarding  the  Boioagh  Franchiae  in 
Ireland,  ord$red  to  be  bronght  in  by  Vtt, 
Dawson,  Mr.  Biggab,  Mr.  Lalob,  and  Mr. 
Kbknt. 

Billpiv«#M<«if,andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 16.] 

Hoase  adjoomed  at  a  quarter  before 
Fonr  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
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ABERCOEN,  Duke  of  I 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 
Answer  to,  43,  59  ' 


AcLAim,  Mr.  C.  T.  D.,  Cornwall^  E.  Div. 

Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875— Sec.  81,  Sub- 
section 2 — The  Independent  Mutual  Brethren  , 
Friendly  Society,  708 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  00 

Africa  {South) 

LOBDS 

The  Tramvaal 

Question,  Lord  Brabourne ;  Answer,  The  Earl 
of  Derby  Mar  6, 1564 

The  Boeri^Uee  of  Dynamite,  Question,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Brabourne ;  Reply,  The 
Earl  of  Derby  Feb  22,  566 ;  Question, 
Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ; 
Reply,  The  Earl  of  Derby  Mar  8,  1714 

VOL.  CCLXXVI.    [xHiaD  sbbibs.] 


Africa  {South) 
Commons  {Q^ettient) 

Baeutotand,    Question,  Mr.  W.   E.  Forster ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  10,  305 
Ponddand,  Question,  Mr.  Cropper ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Mar  1,  1162 ;  — T^rri- 
tOTxal  Authority  of  the  Cape  Oovemment, 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  ifor  8,  1740 

The  Tramvaal 

Question,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Evelyn  Astiiej  Feb  16,168;  Question, 
Mr.  Dawnay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 
Feb  10,  314 
The  Tramvaal  Boere — Loan  of  Cannon,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler,  Mr.  Gorst ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  20,  401  ;— 
Crueltiei  of  the  Boers,  Questions,  Lord  Eustace 
Cecil,  Lord  George  Uamilton ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  ilfar  0,  1004 
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Afriea^  Southr—The  Tramvaal—eont. 

Th€  Transvaal  Loan—Payment  of  Interest, 
^e,,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shea;  Answer,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  19.  315 ;  Question, 
Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  22,  680 

Zubdand—CetevoayOt  Question,  Mr.  Dawnay  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  20,  408 
Zubdand    and    P(mdoland,    Questions,    Mr. 

Dillwyn,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;   Answers, 

Mr.  Eyelyn  Ashley  Mar  1, 1164 

J/rica  (  West  Coast) 
Slavery  on  the  Niger,  Question,  Mr.  Dawnay  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  20,  408 

The  Congo 

Question,  Obserrations,  Lord  Mount-Temple  ; 
Reply,  Earl  Granville  Mar  9, 1889 

Portugal  and  the  Congo,  Questions,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster,  Mr.  Bourke ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice  Feb  26,  830 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Bourke ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe 
Mar  6,  1429  :  Questions,  Baron  Henry  De 
Worms,  Mr.  Bourke  ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice  Mar  8,  1724 

Th^  French  Expedition  to  the  Congo,  Question, 
Mr.  Bourke ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice Mar  8,  1725 

Agrictdtural  Depression — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Heneage ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Mar  8,  1755 

Agricultural  Holdiiigs  Bill 

(Mr,  Staveley  Sill,  Mr,  Monckton) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •FebU  [Bill  42] 

Agricidtaral  Holdings  (No.  2)  BiU 

(Mr,  Seneage,  Mr,  Duekham,  Mr,  Fo^'ambe,  Mr- 

Ourdon,  Mr,  MeUor) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  Feb  16  [Bill  78] 

Agricultural  Tenants'  Compensation  Bill 

(Mr,  Chaplin,  Mr,  Edward  Stanhope,  Lord  Ran' 
dolph  Churehill,  Mr,  Birkbeck,  Mr,  Pell, 
Mr,  Cowen,  Mr,  Ritchie,  Mr,  Daumay,  Mr, 
Lawrence) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Fe6  16  [Bill  71] 

Agrieulture  and  Commerce,  Minister  of 
Question,    Colonel    Walrond ;    Answer,    The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  16,  176 

Alexakdeb,  Colonel  0.,  Ayrshire ,  8» 

Army  Returns,  1610 
Morocco-*Ill«treatment  of  Jewesses,  1434 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  KirhcaUy  RaU- 
way  BiU  {by  Order) 

e.  Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^  "  (Mr, 
Dodds)  Feb  27,  054 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *<now,"  add  "upon 
this  dny  six  months"  (Mr,  Chaplin);  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  •  now,'  Ac. ;  "  after 
short  debate.  Moved,  ««  That  the  1).  bate  be 

[cont. 


Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  KirkeMy  Railway  BiU 
— cont. 

now  adjourned"  (Mr,  E,  Stanhope) ;  after 
further  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  ;  De- 
bate adjourned 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6,  1587 ;  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday 
next"  (Mr,  ChamberUxin) ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  agreed  to 

AiTDBBSON,  Mr.  G.,  Glasgow 

Cruelty    to  Animals   Acts    Amendment,  2R« 

1648,  1657, 1688.  1600.  1691,  1692 
Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  3).  2R.  1006 
Sues  Oanal  Report,  No.  41,  1258 

Abmy  (Questions) 

Army  Medical  and  Transport  Departments- 
Report  of  Departmental  Committee,  Question, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Mar  8, 1157 

Army  Pay  Department — Paymasters,  Question, 
Captain  Aylmer ;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter 
Feb  22,  506 

The  Committee  on  Army  Dress,  Question, 
Colonel  Barne ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Mar  8,  1751 

Veterinary  Department — Position  of  Ofieers, 
Question,  Mr.  Greer  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Feb  26,  827 

Promotion-^The  Royal  Warrant,  Article  20, 

Questions,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Fowls ; 

Reply,  The  Earl  of  Morley  Feb  10.  281 
Promotion  of  Subalterns,  Question,  Mr.  Greer ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  8, 

1741 
Staff  Appointments ^LieutenaTU  Oeneral  Oage, 

C.B„  Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  1, 

1153 

Armxmred  Train  at  Alexandria,  The,  Question, 
Earl  Percy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Brand  Mar  8, 
1721 

Army  Returns,  Question,  Colonel  Alexander ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  6, 
1610 

Brigade  of  Guards,  T/ie,  Question,  Mr. 
Herbert ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Feb  10,  810 

Chelsea  Hospital — The  Departmental  Commit' 
tee.  Question,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Milne 
Home  ;  Answer,  Sir  Arthur  Hayter  Mar  8, 
1727 

EnnisHUen  Dragoons,  The,  Question,  Colonel 
Colthurst ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Mar  \,  1152 

Establishment  of  Military  Railway  Corps, 
Question,  Viscount  Newport;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  6,  1606 

Royal  Barracks,  Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  Artbur 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington Feb  20,  401 

Vaccination  of  Recruits,  Question,  Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart> 
ington  Mar  6, 1606 

Army  {India) 

The  Native  Indian  Army,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross 
Feb  22,  500 

1  %^MWft 
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Abict  (India) — cont. 

Veterinary  Department — Olanders  in  Cavalry 
Regimenti,  Question,  Dr.  Gameroo ;  Answer, 
Mr.  J.  K.  Crosi  Mar  5,  U08 

Auxiliary  Forces 

Antrim  Artillery — Major  Johmton,  Question, 

Mr.    Biggar;    Answer,    The    Marqaess    of 

Uartington  Mar  6,  1416 
Irish   Militia,    The,    Question,    Mr.    Greer ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  22, 

686 
Irish    Volunteers,  Questions,    Colonei    King- 

Ilarman,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;   Answers, 

The  Marquess  of  Hnrtington  Mar  8,  1788 
The  Martini' Benry  Rifle,  Question,  Viscount 

Lewisham  ;    Answer,     The     Marquess    of 

Hartington  Mar  5,  1418 
Volunteer   Uniforms,   Question,   Earl  Percy ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  1, 

1164 


Arnold,  Mr.  A.,  Salford 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  346,  894 

Trade  Marks,  2R.  600 

Turkey  in  Asia  —  Navigation  of  the  Tigris, 
800 


Ashley,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies),  Isle  of 
Wight 
Africa  (South) — Questions 
Basutoland,  305 
Pondoland,  1162 
Territorial  Authority  of  the  Cape  GoTcrn* 

ment,  1740 
Transvaal,  168,  814,  401 
TransTaal  Loan — Payment  of  Interest,  315, 

581 
Zululand — Cetewayo,  408 
Zululand  and  Pondoland,  1164 
Africa  (West  Coast)— Slavery  00   the  Niger, 

409 
Arabi  Pasha — Conditioniof  Detention  atCeylon, 

706 
India^ Coolie  Labour — Queensland,  573 

Ecclesiastical    Department  —  Circular    of 
the   Bishop    of  Colombo — ^Transmission 
through  the  Post,  171 
Jamaica — Legislatlye  Council,  801 

Seizure  of  the  "  Florence,"  1752,   1944, 
1953 
Opium  Smuggling  (ITong  Kong),  1018 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  106 
Spain — International  Law — Surrender  of  Cuban 

Refugees,  1256,  1257.  1731 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,  1882'd — 
Transvaal,  1514,  1518,  1529 

Ashmbad-Babtlett;  Mr.  E.,  Eye 

Africa  (South)— Zululand  and  Pondoland,  1164 
*    Army    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-8 — 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1350,  1352, 

1861 
East    India  —  Code   of    Criminal    Procedure 

(Native  Jurisdiction  over  British  Subjects), 

1024,  1025 

[eont. 


Ashiciad-Bartutt,  Mr.  E. — eont, 

Egypt— Earl  Granville's  Circular,  1166 

Lord  Dufferin'i  Despatch,  1910 
Egyptian    War  —  Distribution    of   Expenses, 

Ac.  410 
Ireland— Kilmainham  "Negotiations,"  1087 

Ministij,  The — Extra-Parliamentary  Speeches, 

704  ; — Speech  of  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone  at 

Leeds,  715 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer  to,  228,  233, 648,  647,  1228 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leaye,  261 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,    1882-3 — 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland,  dec.  1849 

Attobney General,  The  (Sir  H.  Jaheb) 

Taunton 
Law  and  Justice— Dormant  Funds  in  Chan- 
cer}', 1937 
OflSce  of  Public  Prosecutor,  829 
Parliament — Parliamentary    Elections  —  Mid 
Cheshire  Election,  1734,  1735,  1786 
Privilege — Interference  of  a  Peer  in  Elec- 
tions— Lord  Carrington,  1728  ; — Member 
Imprisoned  (Mr.  Uealy),  73 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leave,  253 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1832-8^- 
Board  of  Trade,  1557 

Atlmeb,  Captain  J.  E.  F.,  Maidstone 
Army — Army  Pay  Departments— Paymasters, 

596 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Leave,  888 
Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Industries,  299 
Supply — Supplementary    Estimates,  1882-8 — 
Board  of  Trade,  1555 
Diplomatic  and  Consular   Buildings,  Ao. 

1548 
ileuses  of  Parliament,  1538 
TransTaal,  1514 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  1784 

Balfoub,    Bight    Hon.    J.    B.    (Lord 

Advocate  for  Scotland),  Ciaekman- 

nan,  S^e. 
High  Court  of  Justice— New  Rules  of  Legal 

Procedure,  1025 
Judicature    Amendment    Act,    1875 — Judges' 
Uules— Jurisdiction  of  English  Uigh  Courts 
over  Domiciled  Scotchmen,  5S6,  1747 
Lunacy  Laws — Selxuro  of  Thomas  Harrison,  a 

Lunatic,  708 
Scotland — Questions 

Depopulation  of  Land  in  order  to  make 
Deer  Forests — Extension  of  the  Praetioo, 
576 
Destitution  in  the  Western  Islands — Seeds 

Advances  Bill,  1902 
Disturbances  at  Fraserburgh,  1789 
Glendale  Crofters,  405 
Main  Roads— Grant  in  Aid,  1482 
Procurator  Fiscal  of  Fraserburgh,   1745, 

1746 
Skye  Crofters,  109,  170,  816, 1721 
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Balpovr,  Right  Hon.  J.  B. — cent 

Seed  Adyanoes  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  2R.  1663 
Sqpply — Supplementarj   Estimates,    1883-8 — 

Fishery  Board*  Scotland,  1786, 1787, 1791, 

1794,1796,1797 

Balfottb,  General  Sir  G.,  Kincardine' 

shire 
Mercantile  Marine — Transports,  1155 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Fishery  Board,    Sootland,   1788,   1792, 
1795, 1799, 1800 
Stationery,  Printing,  die.  1765 
Works  and  Public  Buildings  OflBoe,  1784, 
1785 

Balfoub,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Hertford 

Dominion  of  Canada — Detention  of  the  "  Ata- 

laya,"  1902 
Egypt— The  Earl  of  Dnfferin's  Letter,  1168 
Parliament — ^Business  of  the  House,  1757 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer   to,   Motion    for    Adjournment,   151  ; 
Amendt.  178 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leaye,  259, 260,  268 
Seed  Adyances  (Scotland),  1907 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-3 — 
Criminal   Prosecutions,  die.  in  Ireland, 
1867,  1868 
Transyaal,  1521 

Ballot  Act  Gontinnance  and  Amendment 

Bill  {Sir  Charlei  Dilke,  Secretary  Sir 

William  Eareourt^  Mr,   Chamberlain^  Mr. 
Attorney  General) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^'*  Feb  16  [Bill  5] 


Banking  Laws  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Anderson,  Mr,  Barclay,  Mr,  MLaren) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1*  * 
Feb  16  [Bill  78] 

Bankruptcy  Bill  {Mr,  chamberlain,  Mr, 

Solieitor  General,  Mr,  John  Molms) 

€,  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  /*^  16  [Bill  4] 

Memorandum  of  Amendments,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  II.  Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
Mar  8, 1787 

Bankruptcy  CSo-  2)  BiU 

{Sir  John  Lubbock,   Mr,   Baring,  Mr,  Davey, 

Mr.  Samuel  Morley,  Mr,  Whitley) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !••  Feb  16  [Bill  82] 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  Gortt,  Sir  JSdmund 

Leehmere) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  !••  Feb  16  [Bill  43] 

Read  2«*  Feb  28 

Baaolay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,   and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 

2R.  964,  1592,  1593,  1594 
^"J*^  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway, 
2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  967,  968 

[cont. 


Babolat,  Mr.  J.  W.— eont. 

Ground  Game  Aot,  300 

Parliament — Private  Business — Railway  Bills 

— Increase  of  Rates,  834,  835 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  351 
Scotland— Crofters — Royal  Commission,  1901 
Depopulation  of  Land   in  order  to  mak« 
I)eer  Forests — Extension  of  the  Praoiioe, 
576 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-8 — 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland,  1786, 1787, 1790. 
1798 

Babns,  Oolonel  F.  St.  J.  N.,  Suffolk,  S. 

Army — Committee  on  Army  Dress,  1751 

Barry  Loch  and  Railways  BiU  (by  Order) 
e.  Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*'*  {Mr. 
Dodds)  Feb  27,  966  ;  Moved,  *'  That  the  De- 
bate be  now  adjourned "  ( VxHount  Folke- 
stone) ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjoorned 
Obseryations,    Viscount    Folliestone  ifar    2, 

1252 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6,  1598 ;  Debate  farther 
adjourned 

Barbt,  Itfr.  J.,   Wexford  Co. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  637 

Babttelot,  Oolonel  SirW.B. , Sussex  W. 
Army    (Supplementary   Estimate),    1883-3  — 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1356,  1469 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts    Amendment,    2R. 

1691 
Hull  and  Lincoln   Railway,  2R.    Motion  for 

Adjournment,  970 
Nayy    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-3  — 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1438 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1261, 1909 

Committee  of  Selection,  987 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  317,  321, 1139 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Civil  Service  Commission,    Motion   for 
reporting  Progress,  1558 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  1550,  1552 
Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  1763 

Baxter,  Bight  Hon.  W.E.,  Montrose^  ^e. 
Harbours    of  Refuge  —  North«£ast  Coast   of 

Scotland,  708 
Post  Office— Mails  to  the  United  Stotes,  572, 

1409 
Treaty    of   Berlin — Article    61 — Reforms   in 

Armenia,  299 

Bbaoh,  Bight  Hoif.  Sir  M.  E.  Hioks-, 

Gloucestershire,  JS, 
Africa  (South)— Transvaal,  168 

Beer  Adulteration  Bill 

{Colonel  Bame,  Mr.  Hicks,  Mr.  Storer) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Feb  16  [Bill  5S] 
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Belmobs,  Earl  of 

Contempts  of  Court,  1R.  1718 

Ireland — Land  Laws,  897 

Malta  (Constitution  and  Administration),  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1888 

Nayy — Paj  of  Naval  Officers,  136G 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  69 

Representatiye  Peers  (Scotland)  Election  Pro- 
cedure, IR.  949 

Bebbsfobd,  Mr.  G.  De  La  Poer,  Armagh 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1 122 

BiDDBLL,  Mr.  W.,  Suffolk,  W. 

Excise — Brewing  Licences,  1729 

Inland  Reyenue^English  and  Scotch  Income 
Tax,  1729 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  344 

BiaoAB,  Mr.  J.  Ot,,  Cavan  Co. 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Antrim  Artillerj— 

Major  Johnston,  1416 
Ireland  — Land    Law    Act,    1881 — Loans   to 
Occupiers,  1418 
Poor  Law— Cayan  Union,  1414, 1415 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  618  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  811 

Bill8  of  Sale  (Ireland)  Act  (1879)  Amend- 
ment Bill  i^f'  Monk,  Mr,  Patrick 
Martin,  Mr.  Corry,  Mr.  Eugem  Collins) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  26  [Bill  105] 

BiREBBOK,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  N. 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Impor- 
tation of  Diseased  Cattle  from  the  United 
SUtes,  299 

BlakBi  Mr.  T.  A.,  Water  ford  Co. 

Crueltj  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1670 
Ireland — Fisher j  Piers  and  Harbours,   411, 
714 
Irish  Reproductiye   Loan  Fund  Act — Re- 
pajment  of  Loans,  Ac. — Irregularities  of 
Board  of  Works  Local  Agents,  710 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  767,  1110 
Supply — Supplementarj  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Fuherj  Board,  Scotland,  1800 

Board  of  Trade 
Lighthouiteofthe  United  Kingdom — Communis 
eoHon  with  the  Eddystone  Lighthoute,  Ques- 
tions, The  Earl  of  Uardwicke,  The  Earl  of 
Monnt-Edgoumbe ;  Answers,  Lord  Sudelej 
Feb  26,  823  ;  Question,  Mr.  Stewart  Mao- 
liTcr;   Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Feb  27, 
1022 
The  Trinity  Bouee — CommunietUion  between 
Lighthoutet  and  the  Shore,  Question,  Mr. 
Vivian  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  2, 
1259 
^See  titlo  Mercantile  Marine"} 


Borongh  FranchiBe  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Biggar,  Mr,  Dawton,  Mr.  Oray,  Mr.  CattaHf 

Mr.  Zeamy) 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Feb  16  [Bill  22] 

Moved,    "That  the   Bill  be  now   read    2°'' 

Mar  7,  1692 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  <*  it 
is  inexpedient,  in  the  present  unsettled 
condition  of  Ireland,  to  introduce  anj  mea- 
sure making  large  changes  in  the  present 
Irish  Parliamentary  Franchise ''  {Mr.  Mul* 
holland)  V. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  d(o. ; "  after  debate.  Debate  adjourned 
Adjourned  Debate  resumed  Mar  8,  1879 ;  after 
short  debate.  Debate  further  adjourned 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland)  (Ko.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Dawton,  Mr.  JBiggar,  Mr.  Lalor,  Mr, 

Kenny) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Mar  9  [BiU  1 16] 

BoxTBXE,  Eight  Hon.  B.,  Lynn  Begie 

Africa  (West  Coast)— The  Congo,  830 ;— French 
Expedition  to  the  Congo,  1726 ;— Portugal 
and  the  Congo,  1724,  1725 

Egypt— Prisons,  838 

The  Earl  of  Dufferin's  Letter,  1167,  1168, 
1169,  1170 

Military  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1320 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  160,  164,  213,  220,  226,  226 ;  Re- 
port, 1227 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3^ 
Foreign  Office,  1552,  1555 

Bbabottbxe,  Lord 

Africa  (South]— Transvaal  Boers,  566,  1564 
Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1574 

Braithwaite  and  Buttermere  Bailway  Bill 
I.  Moyed,   "That  the  Bill  be  now    read    2>" 
( The  Earl  of  Redeedale)  Mar  5, 1364 
Amendt.  to  leaye  out  ("  now,")  add  ("  this 
day  six  months  ")  ( The  Lord  Mount-Temple)  ; 
after  short  debate,  on  Question,  That  ("now,") 
d(C.  r  Cont.  46,  Not-Cont.  11 ;  M.  35 ;  re- 
solved in  the  affirmatiye  ;  BiU  read  2* 
List  of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.,  1366 

Bbamwell,  Lord 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Publio-housef  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  Amendt.  1567 

Bband,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.   B.   W. 
{eee  Sfsakeb^  The) 

Bbaio),  Mr.  H.  B.  (Suzrejor  General  of 
the  Ordnance),  Stroud 

Army — Armoured  Train  at  Aleiandria,  1722 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1882-3— Ex- 
peditionary Force  to  Egypt,  1360, 1363 

Egyptian  War — Distribution  of  Expenses,  Ac. 
410 

Navy — Armament-^Brceoh-loading  Guns,  296, 
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Breach  of  Promise  of  Marriage  Bill 

(Mr,  Cainef  Mr.  Bryee,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Coloml 

Makim,  Mr.  Meldon) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  l^  [Bill  28] 

Bbioht,  Mr.  J,,  IfanehesUr 

Ireland — Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882 — Mr. 
T.  Harrington,  712,  713 

BrUiol  and  London  and  South  We%tom 

Junction  Railtoay  Bill  {hy  Order) 
e.  Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Mar  8,  1717 

British    Colonies — Government  and  Ad- 
ministration 
Queation,    Obaerrationi,   Mr.    R.  N.  Fowler 
Mar  9,  1988 

Broadhttbst,  Mr.  H.,  Stohe-on-Trent 

Charitj  Oommissionera— Christ's  Jlospital,  581 

Oity  Liverj  Companies — Rojal  Commission, 
682 

Edooation  Department  —  Training  Colleges, 
1760 

Factory  and  Education  Acts  (Scotland),  Res. 
1931 

Institute  of  Survejors,  681 

Parliamentary  Elections — Mid  Cheshire  Elec- 
tion, 1733,  1736 

Railways— Workmen's  Tickets,  827 

Trade  and  Commerce — Ovor  sizing  of  Cotton 
Cloth,  1899 

Brodriok,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.,  Surrey,  W. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer tOy  661 

Brucb,  Hon.  R.  P.,  Fifeshire 

Education     (Scotland)     Acts  —  Compulsory 

Clauses,  686 
Factory  and  Education  Acts  (Scotland),  Res. 

1918 

Bryoe,  Mr.  T.,  Tower  Hamlets 

Public  Health  (Metropolis)* Bow  Cemetery, 
1164 

Buohakak,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Hdinhurgh 
Judicature    Amendment    Act,    1876 — Judges' 
Rules — Jurisdiction  of  English  High  Courts 
oyer  Domiciled  Scotchmen,  686, 1747 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  99 
Sopply^Supplomentary   Estimates,   1889-3— 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland,  1791 
Stationery,  Printing,  die.  1764 

BiTLWEB,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Cambridgeshire 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer  to,  468 

Burial  Fees  Bill 

{Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Mr.  Brinton) 
C.  Ordored  ;  rsad  !••  Feb  16  [Bill  66] 


BuHT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Africa  (West  Coast)— -Portugal  and  the  Congo, 

1429 
Law  and  Justice— Elisabeth  Wheeler,  Case  of, 

692 
Public  Health — Lead  Poisoning,  SU 

Buxton,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Andover 

Metropolitan  District  Railway — Ventilating 
Shafts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  1410, 
1747 

Parliament — Parliamentary  Papers,  Distribu- 
tion of,  1720 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addren  in  An* 
swer  to,  769,  700 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3-^ 
Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  Amendt.  1760, 
1778 

Oairks,  Earl 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  AddreM  in  An- 
swer  to,  39 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-booses  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1681 

Oallan,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 

Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  1010, 
1014 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  639,  618,  686,  929,  934,  942,  1070, 
1094,  1096, 1147 

Cambridoe,   Duke    of   (Field  Marshal 

Commandinc^-in-Chief) 
Metropolitan       Improyemcnts  —  Wellington 
Sutue,  286 

O.ucEROiv,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow 

Army  (India) — Veterinary  Department— Glan- 
ders in  Cavalry  Regiments,  1408 
Education  Department — Board  School  Attend- 

ance,  1264 
Ireland — Kilmainham  Prison  (Release  of  Mr. 

Parnell,  Ao.),  826 
Lunacy  Laws — Seisure  of  Thomas  Harrison,  a 

Lunatic,  703,  704 
Scotland — Questions 
Glendale  Crofters,  406 
Procurator  Fiscal  of  Fraserburgh,  1746, 

1746 
Skye  Crofters,  1721 
Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  603  ;  3R. 

1669,  1663 
Spain— International  Law— The  •*  Leon  XIIL," 
1736 
Steamship  <«  Tangier,"  1736 

Caheron,  Mr.  D.,  Inverness-shire 

Scotland— Destitution  in  the  Western  High- 
lands— Seed  Advances  Bill,  1902 

Campbell,  Lord  Colin,  Argyll 

Scotland— Main  Roads— Grant  in  Aid,  1432 

Skye  Crofters,  1721 
Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  1610, 1611 

Campbell,  Sir  Q.,  Kirkealdy,  ^e. 

Africa  (South)— Territorial  Authority  of  the 
Cape  Government,  1740 

IconL 
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Campbill,  Sir  O. — eont. 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,   and  Kirkoald/  Railway, 
2R.  955,  966, 1591, 1593 

Army    (Sapplementary  Estimate),  1882-3  — 
Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1357 

Coolie  (Indian)  Labour — Queensland,  573 

Egypt  (Indian    Contingent)— Expenses,  1163, 
1164 
Sale  of  the  Egyptian  Domain  Lands,  302 

Factory  and  Education  Acts  (Scotland),  Res. 
1934 

Ireland,  State  of— Migration  of  Agricultural 
Labourers,  303 

Irish  and  Scotch  Migratory  Agricultural  La- 
bour, 1431 

Law  and  Justiee— OiBoe  of  Public  Prosecutor, 
829 

Madagascar— Admiral  Gore  Jones's  Report, 
837 

Military  Operations  (Egypt),  1306,  1309 

Nary  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1882-3  — 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1472 

Parliament — Standing  Committees — Old  Law 
Courts,  170 

Parliament—  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  235 

Scotland — Disturbances  at  Fraserburgh,  1739 
Skye  Crofters,  169, 170,  853 

Supply— Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 
1882-3,  1342 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1538 

Oaupbell,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Olatgow,  ifc.  Uni- 

v&rtitiei 

Education  (Scotland)  Act— Compulsory  Glauses, 
585 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1242 

Campbell-Baknebman,  Mr.  H.  (Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty),  Stirling,  ^tf. 
Egypt  (Military  Expedition) — Purchase  of  a 

Building  at  Port  Said,  1753 
Murder  of  Professor  Palmer  and   Party, 

172,  173,  1428 
Mercantile  Marine— Signal  Stations,  595 
Navy — Questions 

Bowles,  W.,and  G.Munden,  Case  of,  1605 

Egyptian  ^ar  Medal,  846 

ILM.  S.  "Neptune,"  1258, 1421 

H.M.  Tacht  "Victoria  and  Albert,"  707, 

1413 
Mediterranean  Squadron,  1420 
Nayal  Auxiliaries  —  Merchant  Steamers, 

708 
Nayal  Promotion — Serrice  at  Alexandria, 

401 
Royal  Marines,  837, 1730 
Sick  Berth  Suff,  832 
Nary    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-3  — 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1443,1445, 
1454,  1458,  1468,   1469,  1471,  1475,  1476, 
1477,  1478,  1497,  1500,  1501,  1502,  1507, 
1509 

Canada,  Dominion  of-^Detmiion  of  the 

**Atalaya" 
Question,   Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour;   Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  Mar  9, 1902 


Canals 

Select  Committee  appointed,"  to  inquire  into  the 
condition  and  the  position  of  the  Canals  and 
internal  Nayigation  of  the  Country,  to  report 
thereupon,  and  to  make  such  recommenda- 
tions as  may  appear  necessary*'  (Mr.  SaU) 
Feb  22 

Oabungford,  Lord  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Charity  Commissioners  —  Scheme  for  St. 
Dunstan's-in-the-East.  1893 

Ireland — Peasant  Proprietary,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  1394. 1398 

Und  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  Res.  699,  700  ; 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1584 

National  Education  (Ireland),  Motion  for 
Papers,  388,  393 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  56,  57,  59,  60 

Oabbington,  Lord 

Highways,  571 

Cathedral  Statutes  Bill 

{Mr.  Bereiford  Eope,  Mr.   Cropper^  Mr.  DaU 

rymple,  Mr,  George  Buaull,  Mr.  John  Talbot) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  Id  [Bill  67] 

Oboil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  -£*#««,  W. 

Africa  (South)— Transraal— Cruelties  of  the 

Boers,  1904,  1905,  1907 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  578 
Egypt — Rehellion  in  the  Soudan,  580 

Cemeteries  Bill 

( Jfr.  Jiiehard,  Mr.  Jllingworth,  Mr.  Henry  M. 

Fowler,  Mr.  George  Susaell,  Mr.   JToodall, 

Mr.  Caine) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 

to,  and  reported  ;    Bill  ordered ;   read  1«  • 

Feb  16  [BiU  45] 

Census  Returns  {England  and  Scotland) 
Question,  Mr.  Ry lands ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Feb  23,  711 ;  Question,  Mr.  W. 
11.  James ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Feb  26,  834 

Chambbrlain,  Eight   Hon.  J.   (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 

mingham 
Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and   Kirkcaldy  Railway, 

2R.  959,  963,  965;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 

ment,  1587,  1594 
Bankruptcy    BiU — Memorandum    of   Amend- 
ments, 1738 
Barry  Dock  and  Railways,  2R.   Motion  for 

AcHournment,  1598 
Board  of  Trade— Trinity  House— Communica- 

tioB  ketween  Lighthouses  and  tho  Shore, 

1259 
Channel    Tunnel    Scheme,  578,  1436,   14879 

1809 
Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway, 

2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1598 
IJulI  and   Lincoln  Railway,  2R.   Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1509 
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CBAiiBiBLixif,  Right  Hon.  J.— cont. 

Lighthouses  of  the  United  Kingdom — Com- 
munication with  the  Eddystone  Lighthouse, 
1022 

Mercantile  Marine^Folkestone    and    Dover 
Packets,  1161 
Transports,  1155 

Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Rail- 
ways, 1157 

Metropolitan  District  Railway— Ventilating 
Shafts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  1411, 
1748 

Midland,  Birmingham,  Wolverhampton,  and 
Milford  Junction  Railway,  2R.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1500 

Oxfon),  Aylesbury,  and  Metropolitan  Junction 
Railway,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
1599 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ^Notices  of 
Motion,  Motion  for  Postponement,  40 0^ 
Private  Business — Railway  Bills — Increase 
of  Rates,  834,  835 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  441,  745,  747,  794,  796,  799 

Patents  and  Trade  Marks — Consolidation  of 
the  Law,  1163 

Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  2),  2R.  1096 

Railway  Companies,  Charges  of — Recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee,  298 

Railways  (Rates  and  Fares) — Select  Commit- 
tee, 594 

Railways-* Workmen's  Tickets,  827 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Durham),  Leave,  267 

Sea  Fisheries  Committee — The  Report,  177, 
816 

Seafield  Dock  and  Railway,  1600 

Sues  Canal  Report,  No.  41, 1258 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Wreck  Commission,  1851 

United  States-^The  New  Tariff,  1607 

Windsor,  Ascot,  and  Aldershot  Railway,  2R. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1600 

Chanobllob,  The  Lord  (Earl  of  Sel- 
bobne) 

ContempU  of  Court,  IR.  1707,  1714 
Egyptian  Expedition— Vote  of  Thanks  to  H.M. 

Naval  and  Military  Forces — Sir  Beanchamp 

Seymour's  Letter,  164 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  Res.  691,  692, 

702 
National    Education   (Ireland),    Motion    for 

Papers,  292 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  2,  3  j— Address 

in  Answer  to.  Personal  Eiplanation,  163 
Parliament — Roll  of  the  Lords,  393 
RopresenUtive    Peers    (Scotland),   IR.    815, 

816,  822,  823, 1586 
Representative  Peers  (Scotland)  Election  Pro- 

cedure,  IR.  948,  950,  951 

Ohanoellob  of  the  Exohequsb  (Bight 
Hon.  H.  0.  E.  Ohildbbs),  Fonte- 
fraet 
*  Army    (Supplementary   Estimate),   1882-3— 
Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1354, 1355, 
1356 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  1 430 
Customs  Re-organiiation— New  Warehousing 
Scheme — Surveyors,  841 


Chincillob  of  the  EzontuiB,  The— «<mf. 

Egypt  (Indian  Contingent) — Ezpensea,  1163, 

1164 
Excise — Brewing  Licences,  1729 
Inland  Revenue — English  and  Scotch  InoonM 

Tax,  1729 
Main  Roads  (England)— Grant  for  Mainten- 
ance, 579 
Metropolis— Regent's  Park,  1020 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimate),    1882-3  — 

MiliUry  Operations  in  Egypt,  1473, 1477 
Parliament — Business  of  the    House,    1167* 

1261,  1908 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  812, 937,  939,  1132 
Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  2R.  1562, 

1563,  1611 
Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1882-3,  1327, 1335,  1339,  1341 
Supply — Supplementary    Estimates,     1382-3, 
1611 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1558 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  ^.  in  Ireland,  1866, 

1868 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1549, 
1550,  1551,  1552 
Ways   and    Means — Estimates    of    Reyenae, 
1429 
Financial  Statement,  1163 


Channel  Tkinnel 
Question,  Lord  Eustaoe  Cecil ;  ^  Answer,  Mr 
Chamberlain  Feb  22,  578;  Qoestion,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlej,  The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury;  Reply,  E^rl  Gran- 
ville Feb  26,  813;  Question,  Mr.  W.  H. 
James ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  5, 
1435;  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote; 
Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  5,  1437; 
Question,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  6,  1609 

Ohapun,  Mr.  n.,  Lineohuhiret  Mid 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 
2R.  Amendt.  954 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  8R, 
1688 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  153,  193,  362,  369,  370,  371,  914 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion  for  Leave,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  254,  263,  266,  386 

Charity  Commiesioners 
Scheme  for  Chritft  SoepiUd,  Qaestion,  Mr. 

Broadhurst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Feb  22, 

581 
Scheme  for  SU  DuneUvtCi-xnihe^Eatt,  Ques< 

tion.  The  Earl  of  Redesdale ;  Answer,  Lord, 

Carlingford  Mar  9,  1893 

China 
Opium  Smuggling  (Bong  Kong),  Qneation,  Sir  - 

Joseph  Pease ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley 

Feb  27,  1018 
Treatg   of   Tim-Tsin—The    Opium   Duties, 

Question,  Sir  Joseph  Pease ;  Answer,  Lord 

Edmond  Fitsmaurioe  Feb  22, 579 
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Church  Boards  Bill 

(Mr.  Albert  Orey^  Mr,  Heid,  Mr.  JBuxiOH,  Mr. 

Stuart  WortUy,  Mr.  Stafford  Moward) 
a.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  Feb  16  [Bill  80] 

Church  Discipline,  ftc-  Acts  Amendment 
BiU 

(Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd^  Sir  Senry  ffusny  Vivian^ 

Baron  De  Ferrihres,  Mr,  Oreer) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  16  [Bill  75] 

Ohtjbohill,  Lord  B.,  JFbodstoek 

Graelty  to  Animals    Acts  Amendment,   2R. 

1683 
Egjpt  (Military  Expedition] — Purchase   of  a 
Building  at  Port  Said,  1753 
Prisons,  838 
Ireland,  State  of^Assassinations — Magisterial 

Inquiry  at  Kilmainham,  295 
Nayy    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-3  — 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1442,  1444 ; 
Amendt.  1445,  1449,  1468,  1502 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1758 
Parliamentary    Elections— Mid     Cheshire 
Election,  1735,  1736 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech.  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  131,  144,  146,  149, 150,  222,  427, 
481,494,681,686,799 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,   1882o3 — 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  dec.  1834,  1842 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  1586, 1537 
Stationery,  Printing,  dio.  1 780 
Transvaal,  1516, 1523,  1524 

Church    of   England — Dree  and  Appro- 
priated Sittings  in  Churches — Altera- 
tion of  a  Parliamentary  Paper 
Question,  Mr.  A.  Grey  :  Answer,  Sir  John  R. 
Mowbray  Mar  8,  1722 

Church  of  England  Patronage  Bill 

{Mr.  £dward  Leatham,  Mr.  Tfenry  H.  Fowler, 

Mr.  Oeorge  Outsell,  Mr.  Shield) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  16  [Bill  41] 

Churchwardens'  Admission  Bill 

{Sir  Gabriel  Ooldney,  Mr.  Monk) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'^^  Feb  18  [Bill  11] 

City  Livery  Companies^  The — The  Royal 

Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  Feb  22,  582 

Clabke,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Plymouth 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  201 

dmrical  Disabilities  (House  of  Commons) 

Bill     (^f'  Houndell,  Mr.   Lyon  Flayfair, 
Sir  Oairiel  Ooldney,  Mr,  ThoroH  Moyert, 
Mr,  Gregory) 
#,  Ordered ;  r^ad  !<>  •  ifor  5  [BUI  111] 


CoLEBRooKB,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire,  N, 

Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  2a.  1562 

OoLLiNGS,  Mr.  J.,  Ipswich 
Factory  and  Education  Acts  (Scotland),  Res. 

1Q35 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  552 

OoLTHURST,  Ool.  D.LaTouche,  Cork  Co, 

Army — Enniskillen  Dragoons,  1152 
Compulsory  Education  (Ireland),  Res.  1298 
Ireland — Questions 

Irish    Land    Commission  —  Payment    of 

Arrears,  594 
Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Sec.  31^  Applica- 
tions for  Loans,  575 
Poor  Law— Outdoor  Relief,  U18 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1044,  1107 

CoMMiNS,  Dr.  A.,  Roscommon 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  896,  1145 

Commons  and  Inclosnre  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

[Mr.  Jamee,  Mr,  Bryee,  Mr,  Cheetham) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Feb  16  [Bill  63] 

Comoro  Islands,  The — The  Slave  Trade 
Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answer,  Lord  Kdmond 
Fitzmaurice  Feb  26,  838 

Congo,   The  —  See    title    Africa    {West 
Coast) 

Consolidated  Fond,  Ac-  (Permanent 
Charges  Bedemption)  Act  (1873) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Flay  fair,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr.  Courtney) 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee  *  Feb  23 

Resolution     reported,    and    agreed    to ;    Bill 
ordered  ;  read  !»•  Feb  26  [Bill  107] 

Read  2»  •  Mar  1 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  2 

Read  3»  *  Mar  5 
I.  Read  !••  {Lord  Thurlow)  Mar  6     (No.  13) 

2R*. ;  Committee  negatived  Mar  8 

Read  d>  *  Mar  9 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts 
Importation  of  Diseased  Cattle  from  the  United 

States,  Question.  Mr.   Birkbeck ;   Answer, 

Mr.  Mundella  Feb  19,  299 
Foot'and' Mouth  Disease  {Ireland)^  Question, 

Mr.     Henry     Tollemache  ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Mundella  F#5  23,  711 

Contempt  of  Conrt  Bill 

(Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  EenryH.  Fowler,  Mr.  Tamell, 

Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) 
e.  Ordered  j  road  !•  •  Feb  16  (Uill  51] 
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Contempts  of  Conrt  BiU  [h.i.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1%  after  abort  debate  Mar  8, 
1707  (No.  15) 

Coolie  (Indian)  Labour 
La  Riumon^  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  An- 

swer,  Lord   Edmond   Fitzmaurice  Feb  26, 

845 
QueenMland,  Qoestion,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Eveljn  Ashlej  Feb  22,  573 

OooFE,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex 

Education— Science  and  Art — National  Gallery 

— InsuflBctenoy  of  Space,  577 
Metropolis — Metropolitan  Fire  Brigadoi  578 
Wellington  SUtae,  167 

Copyhold  Enfranchiflement  Bill 

(Mr.  JFaughf  Mr,  Oeorge  JSotoard,  Mr.  Stafford 

ffotoardf  Mr.  Aineicorth^  Mr,  Ferguson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  *  Feb  16  [Bill  50] 

GoBBBT,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wichlow  Co. 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Wioklow  Assises, 
1428,  1429 
Public  Health— Wakes,  1806 

Carea — Treaties  with  Great  Britain  and 
the  United  States 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Reed ;  Answer,  Lord 
Edmond  Fitsmaarioe  Feb  22,  584 

Com  Sales  Bill  {Mr.  nankin^  Sir  Joteph 

Bailey,  Mr.  Duekham,  Mr.  Biddell,  Mr.  H. 

T.  Davenport,  Mr.  Williamton) 

e.  Ordered  •  Feb  20 
Readl°*Ftf&21  [Bill  95] 

Corporation  Lands  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  MoUoy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Bichard  Bower) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Feb  16  [Bill  48] 

CoRKT,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Belfast 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1109 

OOTTBSLOB,  Tjord 
Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibi- 
tion. 2  K.  1575 

County  Court  Judges  Bill 

{Mr.  Sattinge,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot,  Mr,  Minde 

Balmer) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Mar  7  [BiU  112] 

County  Courts  Bill 

{Mr.  Ifonoood,  Mr.  Eenry  JET.  Fowler,  Mr. 
Rowley  Mill,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) 
€,  Ordered ;  read  ]'**  Feb22  [Bill  103] 


OoTTBTinBY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Financial  Seere- 
tary  to  the  Treasury),  Liskeard 

Oiyil  Serrice  and  Nayy  Estimates,  1610 
Dominion  of  Canada — Detention  of  the  ''  Ata- 

laya,"  1903 
Excise — Distillers  and  their  Employes,  403 
Retirement  of  Officers,  1255 

Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875— Section  31,  Sab- 
Section  2 — ^The  Independent  Mutual  Brethren 
Friendly  Society.  709 

Ireland — Questions 

Board  of  Works— Bel&st  Central  Railway, 
1427 

Drainage— Valley  of  the  Barrow,  i02, 
1743 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours,  411,  715 

Inland  Navigation — River  Fergud,  1431 ; — 
Sluices  on  the  Shannon,  306 

Irish  National  ManuseripU,  404,1409;— 
Facsimiles  of,  1603 

Irish  Reproductiye  Loan  Fund  Aet — Re- 
payment of  Loans,  kc. — Irregularitiea  of 
Board  of  Works  Local  Agents,  710 

Land  Law  Act,  1881— Sec.  31— Applica- 
tions for  Loans,  575,  584,  1419 

Report  of  the  Public  Works  CommissionerSy 
1740 

Naval  and  Military  Estimates,  307 
Parliament — Parliamentary  Papers,  Distribn- 

tion  of,  1720 
Post  Office  (Contracts) — Mails  between  London 

and  Dublin,  166,  167,853,  1601,  1602,  I6O3 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Charity  Commission,  1557, 1558 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lientenant  of 
Ireland,  Ac.  1815,  1816 

Civil  Service  Commission,  1558 

Consular  Services,  2018 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  ^.  1545 

Friendly  Societies  Registry,  1759 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  2021,  2022 

Rates  on  Government  Property,  1543 

Report,  Res.  2,  2024 

Royal  University  (Ireland)  Buildings,  1545 

Shannon  Navigation,  1544 

Stationery,  Printing,  d(0. 1769,  1776, 1780, 
1783,  1784 

Transvaal,  1509,  1529 

Treasury,  2019,  2020 

Ways  and  Means— Inland   Re  venae — Income 

Tax  Assessments,  &e.  402 
West    Indies  —  Jamaica  —  Seisura    of  the 

*<  Florence,"  1956,  1959 

Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Secretary  Sir  Willim 
Hareourt,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  16  [BUI  0] 

CoTJBTOWN,  Earl  of 
National    Education   (Ireland),    Motion    Ar 
Papers,  292 

OowiCK,  Mr.  T.,  NeweastU'On'J)fne 

Parliament —  Pubiic  Bills  —  Memorandain  of 
Purposes  and  Enactments,  1437 
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CowPBR,  Earl 

Ireland — Peaiant  Proprietar/i  Motion  for  an 
Addreta,  1403 

Parliament— Qaeen'i  Speeeh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  49 

Cbanbbook,  Yiscount 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal — Use  of  Djnamite 
by  the  Boers,  1716 

firaithwaite  and  Buttermere  Railwaj,  2R. 
1365 

Contempts  of  Court,  IR.  1714 

India — Local  Government — Criminal  Proce- 
dure Amendment  Bill,  304 

Cbeye:e,  Mr.  R.,  York 

Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway,  2R.  Amendt.  1508, 
1509 

Oboffer,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 
Africa  (South)— Pondoland,  1162 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1883-3— 
Stationery,  Printing,  d(0.  1780 
Transvaal,  1513 

Gboss,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.  A.,  Lanea- 
shiret  8.W. 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  1609 
Municipal    Corporations    (Unreformed),    2R. 

1559 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  66 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Leave,  380 
Railways— Workmen's  Tickets,  837 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday — Isle 

of  Wight,  312 
Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  2R.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1562 
Spain —  International  Law— Surrender  of  Cuban 

Refugees,  848  ;— Papers,  1600 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1558 
Criminal    Prosecutions,    Ao,   in    Ireland, 

1866, 1868 
Diplomatio  and  Consular  Buildings,  1551, 

1552 
Foreign  OiBce,  1554 

Rates  on  Government  Property,  1541, 1542 
SUtiooery,  Printing,  Ac.  1766,  1781 
Transvaal,     1882.3,    1634;    Motion    for 
reporting  Progress,  1435, 1436 
West  Indies  (Jamaica)— Seizure  of  the  "  Flo- 
renoe,"  1959 

Cross,  Mr.  J.  K.  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  India),  Bolton 
EUist  India — Code  of  Criminal  Procedure  (Na- 
tive Jurisdiction  over  British  Subjects),  710, 
848.  1436,  1723 
Egypt    (Indian     Contingent)  —  Expenses  — 

Correspondence,  1741 
India — Questions 

Army — Native  Indian  Army,  591  ; — Vete- 
rinary Department— Glanders  in  Cavalry 
Regiments,  1408 
Behar  and  Assam,  1158 
Cooper's  Hill  College,  576 
Death  of  Sir  Salar  Jung,  1910 
Hyderabad  —  The    Council    of   Regency, 
1749 

\catU, 


Cboss,  Mr.  J.  K. — earU, 

Law  and  Justice— Trial  of  Europeans  by 
Native  Judges,  304 

Native  States — Mohurbhunj,835 ; — Mysore, 
592, 836 

Newspaper    Press  —  Government    Adver- 
tising, 173, 174 

Press  Laws,  813 
India — Madras — Questions 

Gold  Mining  Companies  and  Government 
Officials,  591,1163 

Members  of  Council,  1161 

Tenure  of  Land  by  Relatives  of  Civil  Ser- 
vants, 1430 

Gmell7*to  Animals  Acts  Amendment 

Bill  {Jtfr,  AndertoH,  Sir 

Frederick  Milbank,  Mr.  Samuel  Mbrley,  Mr* 

Jacob  Bright^  Mr.  Paeemore  Edwarde,  Mr. 

Buchanan) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  16  [Bill  13] 

Moved,  "That    the  Bill    be  now    read   2«»" 

Mar  7,  1648 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  add 
"although  the  Legislature  is  willing  and 
anxious  to  give  further  assistance  in  the 
suppression  of  Cruelty  to  Animals,  this 
House  cannot  approve  of  a  Bill  which 
threatens  seriously  to  interfere  with  recog- 
nised and  legitimate  sport"  {Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  v. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  dsc. ; "  after  long  debate,  Question 
put;  A.  195,  N.  40;  M.  155  (D.  L.  19) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2<> 

OuBiTT,  Right  Hon.  G.,  Surrey,  TT. 
Parliament— Committee  of  Selection,  093 

OxjBRiB,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  768 

Cmtome  Re-organitatum — The  New  Ware* 
housing  Scheme — Surveyors 
Question,  Mr.  Ritchie ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Feb  26,  841 

Dalbtmple,  Mr.  0.,  Buteshire 

East  India  —  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure 
(Native  Jurisdiction  over  British  Subjects), 
848 

Banuhian  Canfer&nee,  The 

Claim  of  Boumama  to  Vote,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fits- 
maurice  Feb  16, 171 

Roumania  and  Bulgaria — Protest,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Donncll ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice  Feb  19,  313 

The  Danube-^  Treaty  of  Paris,  1856— -Rce/u- 
sive  Right  of  Russia  over  the  Kilia  Mouth, 
Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fits* 
maurioe  Feb  19,  311  ;-^The  Danube  Com- 
mission, Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ; 
Answer.  Lord  Edmond>  Fitxmaurico  Feb  26, 
840 : — Questions,  Baron  Henry  Do  Worms  ; 
Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitimnuilco  .IAti*  1, 
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DanuHan  Conference,  The — oont. 

1170;  Mar  9,  1900;  Questions,  Baron 
Hent7  Do  Worms ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone, 
1908 

Davby,  Mr.  H.,   ChrUtchwreh 

Parliament — Private  Bill  Legislation — Resolu- 
tions, 1629 
Trade  Marks,  2  a.  601 

Dawnay,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  Thirsh 

'    Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  690 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-8 — 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  do.  1822 

Dawway,  Hon.  Q.  C,   York^  N,R. 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal,  314 
Zululand^Cetewayo,  408 

Africa  (West  Coast)— Slavery  on  the  Niger, 
408 

Law  and  Police — Murder  in  a  Police  Cell, 
North  Shields,  842 

Parliamentary  Elections— Mid  Cheshire  Elec- 
tion, 1734 

Dawson,  Mr.  0.,  Carloto 

Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  1692,  1880 
Ireland — Drainage  of  Rivers — River  Barrow, 

1743 
Post  Office  (Contracts)— Mail  Service  between 

London  and  Dublin,  1602 
Supply — Supplementary    Estimates,   1882-3 — 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  d(C.  1823,  1843 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  &c.  in  Ireland,  1874, 

1081,  1988,1994,2001- 
Embassies    and    Missions    Abroad,  2011, 

2014 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland,  1707,  1799,  1802 

Db  La  Wabr,  Earl 

Highways,  069 

Malta  (Constitution  and  Administration),  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1881 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  61 

Tunis,  Regency  of.  Motion  for  an  Address,  395 

Denmak,  Lord 

Ireland — Peasant  Proprietary,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  1405 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1580  ; — Nomination  of,  1893 

Derby,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State  for 
tlie  Colonies) 

Africa  (South)— Trans vaaLBoers,  568,  1564 

Use  of  Dynamite  by  the  Boers,  1715 
Malta  (Constitution  and  Administration),  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1885, 1889 

Ds  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Oreenmeh 

Africa  (South)  —  Transvaal  —  Repayment  of 

Advances,  580 
Africa  (West  Coast)— Portugal  and  the  Congo, 
1724  /  «  6  » 
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Army — Staff  Appointments — Lieutenant  Gme- 
ralGage,  C.B.,  1153 

Danubian  Conference  —  Exclusive  Right  of 
Russia  over  the  Kilia  Mouth,  311 »  840, 
1170,  1171,  1000.  1901,  1908 

Ireland — Local  Self-Government,  Explan&tioo, 
828 

Parliament — (Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
swer to,  250 

West  Indies  (Jamaica) — Seixure  of  the  "  Flo- 
rence," 1752 

DiOKSON,  Major  A.  G.,  Dover 
Ireland — Aasaasinations — Magisterial    Inquiry 
at  Kilmainham^  407 

Dickson,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Tyrone 

Ireland — Questions 

Board  of  Works— Belfast  Central  Railway, 

1427 
Drainage  of  Rivers — River  Barrow,  1743 
Irish  Church  Act,  1869— Purchasers — ^'«  Fair 

Rents,"  574,  1425 
Land  Law   Act,  1881— Antrim  Co.  Sub- 
Commission,  803 
Poor  Law — Union  Rating,  313 
Parliament— Private  Bill  Legislation — Resolu- 
tions, 1647 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  765,  1126 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates^    1882-3— 
Shannon  Navigation,  1544 

DiLKB,  Right  Hon.  Sir  0.  W.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  GFovemment 
Board),  Chelsea,  Sfo. 

Census  Returns  (England  and  Scotland),  711, 
834 

Municipal  Corporations  (Unreformed),  2R. 
1559 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  217,  225  ;  Report,  1246 

Poor  Law — Deportation  of  Paupers,  1727 
Vaccination  of  Pauper  Children,  1607 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Africa  (South)— Zululand  and  Pondoland,  1164 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  974 
Supply — Supplementary    Estimates,   1882^ — 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  Ae. 
1548 
Stationery,  Printing,  Ao.  1765 

Diplomatic  ServicOf  The 
Sir  Auffuthu  Paget,  Questions,  Mr.  Laboo- 

chere.  Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolfl^  Mr.  Rylandi ; 

Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurioe  Feb  19, 

308;  Question,  Sir  II.  Drummond  Wolff; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitxmaorioe  Feb  26^ 

831 
BM,  Minion  in  Pertia,  Question,  Mr.  Wartoo ; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurioe  Fdf  32, 

588 
Diplomalie  Pention  List,  Question,  Mr.  U- 

bouchere;    Answer,    Lord    Edmond    Fitf- 

maurice  Feb  22,  589 
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Distress  Law  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Eenry  Holland,  Mr,  Sen$agt,  Sir   WaUtr 

JBarUelci,  Mr.  Cropper^  Sir  Joteph  Pease) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  I'* '  Feb  16  [Bill  44] 

Dixow-Haetland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Evesham 

Metropolis— Theatres  and  Masio  Halls— Pre- 
oaations  against  Fire — Captain  Shaw's  Re- 
port, 297 

Na?T— Royal  Marines,  1730 

DoDDSy  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 

Alloa.  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkoald/  Railway, 
9R.  954 

Barry  Dock  and  Railways,  2R.  966 

Bristol  and  London  and  South  Western  Junc- 
tion Railway,  2R.  1717 

Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway, 

2R.967 
Kingston-upon-Hull  Docks,  2R.  1719 
Midland,   Birmingham,   Wolverhampton,  -and 

Milford  Junction  Railway,  2R.  1600 
Oxford,  Aylesbury,  and  Metropolitan  Junction 

Railway,  2R.  971 
Seafield  Dock  and  Railway,  2R.  971 
Windsor,  Ascot,  and  Aldershot  Railway,  2R. 

971 

D0D8OW,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.  (Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Sear- 

borough 
Parliament— PriTate  Bill  Legislation— Resolu- 
tions, Amendt.  1640 

Donaldson-Hudson,  Mr.  C,  Newcastle- 

under-Lyne 
Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery, 
1938 

DoNouGHMOBE,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  Res.  689; 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  1683; 
Nomination  of,  1893 

DuoKHAH,  Mr.  T.,  Herefordshire 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  336 

DuNRAYEN,  Earl  of 

Ireland— Peasant  Proprietary,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  1386 

DuBHAM,  Earl  of 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  7 

Dykb,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  STent,  Mid 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1691 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  304 

Supply- Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland,  1791 

EoBOTD,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Preston 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  2  R.  1676 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  756 


Education  Department 
Board  School  AUendanee,  Question,  Dr.  Came- 
ron ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  2, 1254 
Training  Colleges,  Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst ; 
Answer,  Mr.' Mundella  Mar  8, 1750 

Education,  Science,  and  Art 

The  National  QaUerg^Intuffideney  of  Space, 
Question,  Mr.  Coope ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
UfcTre  Feb  22,  577 
The  Royal  Committion  on  Teehnieal  Education 
— The  Report,  Question,  Mr.  Lea ;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Harcourt  Feb  23, 711 

Education  {Scotland)  Acts—The  Comput- 

sory  Clauses 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  A.  Campbell,  Mr.  Preston 
Bruce  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mundella  Feb  22,  585 

Edwards,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Salisbury 

Egypt  —  Re-organization  —  Cadastral  Survey, 

1725 
Ireland— English  Policy—"  Echo  "  Newspaper 

841 

EoEBTON,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Wigan 
Nayy    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-3  — 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1460 
Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 
1882-3,  1347 

Egypt 

LOBDS 

Egyptian  Affairs  —  The  Earl  of  D\ifferin*s 
Despatch,  Question,  Lord  Lawrence  ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granyille  Mar  2, 1251 

Egyptian  Expedition — Vote  of  Thanki  to  Her 
Majesty*s  Naval  and  Military  Forces,  Letter 
received  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  Sir 
Beauchamp  Seymour,  now  Lord  Alcester 
Feb  16, 164 

Egypt 
CoMMOxs  {Questions) 

Arabi  Pasha  —  Conditions  of  Detention  ai 
Ceylon,  Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Sir  U. 
Drnmmond  Wolff ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice  Feb  19,  305  ;  Question,  Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  Feb  28,  706 ;  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 
chere ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurice 
Mar  1, 1153  ;  Questions,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answers,  Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice  Mar  8,  1737 

Charges  of  Expedition,  Observations,  Mr. 
Onslow ;  Reply,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton  Feb  19,  390 

Distribution  of  Expenses,  ire— The  Indian 
Contribution,  Questions,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler, 
Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett :  Answers,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington,  Mr.  Brand  F^  20,  409 

Finance,  ire. 
Revenue  Aeeounls  of  the  Egyptian  Oovemment, 
Questions,  Mr.  Molloy,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawsoii ; 
Answers,  \4>rd  Edmond  Fitzmaurice  Mar  5, 
1432 
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J^yp<— CoHMONi — Finance,  ^tf.— eont. 

Airier  Egyptian  Indemnity  Loan,  Questions,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitimaurioe  Mar  6, 1607  :  Mar  S,  1754 

Indian  Contingent 

Expenses,  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell : 
Answer,  The  Chanoelior  of  the  Ezoheqaer 
Mar  1,  1163;  Questions,  Mr.  Onslow;  An- 
swers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  1165, 
1171;  Question,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  6, 
1606; — The  Correspondence,  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Mar  B, 
1741 

Payment  of  Indian  Troops  in  Egypt,  Notice 
of  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Observations, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Mr.  Onslow 
Mar  3,  1253 

Re-organigaiion 

Representative  Oovemment,  Question,  Sir  11. 

Drummond  Wolff;    Answer,  Lord  Edmond 

Fitzmnurioe  Feb  22,  579 
The  Budget  and  Control,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid 

Lawson;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurico ; 

Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  [no  reply]  Mar  5, 

1423 
The  Cadastral  Survey,  Question,  Mr.  Passmore 

Edwards ;  Answer,  T^rd  Edmond  Fitzmau- 
rico Mar  8,  1725 

Earl  OranviUe^s  Circular,  Question,  Mr.  Asb- 
mead-Bartlett ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice  Mar  1,  1166 

The  Earl  of  Dufferin*s  Despatch,  Questions, 
Mr.  Bourko,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Sir  II. 
Drummond  Wolff,  Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  Labou- 
chcre  ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe 
Mar  1,  1167;  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice 
Mar  9, 1010 

Foreign  and  European  Emplcyis,  Question, 
Mr.  MoUoj ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice Mar  1,  1160 

Murder  of  Professor  Palmer  and  Party, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Oonnell ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Campbell- Ban  norma  n  Feb  16,  172  ;  Mar  5, 
1427 

Miiitaru  Expedition — Purchase  of  a  Building 
at  Port  Said,  Questions,  Lord  Randolph 
Ghurohill;  Answers,  Mr.  Campbell- Banner- 
man  Mar  8,  1753 

Neutralisation  of  the  Sues  Canal,  Question, 
Mr.  Gourlej ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurioe Feb  22,  587 

Omar  Sufki Pasha,  Question,  Mr.  Labouchcre ; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurioe  Feb  22, 
590 

PrisonSf  Questions,  Mr.  Bourke,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill ;  Answers,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice  Feb  26,  838 

Rebellion  in  the  Soudan,  Questions,  Lord 
Eustace  Cecil,  Mr.  O'Donnell;  Answers, 
]x>rd  Edmond  Fitzmaurico  Feb  22,  580 

Sale  of  the  Egyptian  Domain  Lands,  Question, 
Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice  Feb  19,  302;  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice Feb  22.  590 

[cont^ 


Egypt^CoMionn^eonU 

The  Egyptian  Egpedition — Oraves  of  Soldiers 

and' Sailors,  Question,  Sir  Henrj  WiLnaot; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  1, 

1157 
The  Egyptian    Slave    Trade,  Question,  Mr. 

W.    £.    Forster ;    Answer,    Lord    Edmond 

Fitzmaurioe  Feb  22,  574 
The  Kourbash,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ; 

Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaarice  Mar  5, 

1421 
The  Mbukabalah,  Question,  Mr.  Molloy  :  An- 

swer,  Lord   Edmond    Fitzmaarice   Mar   1, 

1159 

£ffypt  {Military  Operations) 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  2,  To 
leaye  out  from  **  That,"  add  *'  this  Hoose 
regrets  that  it  should  be  oalled  on  to  plaoe 
increased  burdens  upon  the  people*  in  eonse- 
quenoe  of  the  late  Military  operations  in 
Egypt"  {Sir  Wilfrid  Laweon)  v. ;  Qaestion 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao. ;  "  after 
debate.  Question  pat ;  A.  94,  N.  24 ;  M.  70 
(D.  L.  15) 

Elective  Councils  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Barry,  Mr.  Ssaly,  Mr,  Justin  McCarthy, 

Mr,  T.  F,  (y  Connor,  Mr.  Sexton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  Feb  16  [BUI  16] 

Elementary  Education  Aets  —  Galmpton 
School — Dismiesal  of  a  Pupil 
Question,  Mr.  Stewart  Maoliver  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Mnndella  Mar  5,  1415 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  B.  D.,  Roxhurgh 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  648 

Elfhikbtokb,  Lord 

Representatife  Peers  (Sootland),  IR.  822 

Emlyn,  Viscount,  Carmarthenshire 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,    ISSS-S-- 
kouses  of  Parliament,  Amendt.  1541 

Employers'  Liabilily  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Broadkunt, 
Mr.  Bich  Feddis,  Mr,  0^  Connor  Power,  Mr. 
Passmore  Edwards,  Mr.  Madirer) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  ^  •  Feb  16  [Bill  3S] 

Fxeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Rail' 

way  Bill  {by  Order) 
c.  Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3»" 
(Mr.  Dodds)  Feb  27,  967 ;  MoTod,  "Thatths 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Mr.  /.  W* 
Barclay) ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agiM^ 
to. 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6,  1598;  Debate  farther 
adjourned 

Extraordinary  Tithe — Legislation 

Questions,    Mr.    InJerwick ;      Answers,    S^r 
William  Uarcourt  Feb  37. 1017 
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Factory  and  Workshop  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Mr.  Broadhurti,  Sir 
Charlet  Fonter,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  Henry  H. 
FowUr,  Mr,  Bowky  Sill) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  19  [Bill  91] 

Fasqtjhabbok,  Dr.  B.,  Aberdeenshire,  W, 
Orutlty  to  Animali    Acts  Amendmtnt,  2R. 
1665 

Fawobtt,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Postmaster 
Qeneral),  Hackney 
Ireland — Poor  Law — Oavan  Union,  1110 
Pott  Office — American  Mail  Ser?ice,  1410 
Sayings    Bank  Department,    1604,    1608, 
1609, 1744 

Firearms  Bill  (Mr,  Morgan  Lloyd, 

Mr.  Inderioick) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  Feb  16  [Bill  72] 

FiTZMATTRioE,  Lord   E.  (Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs), 

Calne 
Africa  (West  Coast)— The  Congo,  830,  831, 
1724,    1725; — French    Expedition    to  the, 
1725 
Arabi    Pasha  —  Conditions    of  Detention    at 

Ceylon,  805,  806,  1154,  1787 
Comoro  Islands,  838 
Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  lUunion,  845 
Corea — Treaties  with  Great  Britain  and  the 

United  States,  584 
Danubian    Conference  —  Exolusire  Right    of 
Russia  over  the  Kilia  Mouth,  311,  811, 
1170, 1171,  1900 
Claim  of  Ronmania  to  Vote,  171,  314 
Diplomatic  Pension  List,  589 
Diplomatic  Ser?ice~H.M.  Mission  in   Persia, 
589 
Sir  Augustus  Paget,  308, 310,  831 
Egypt — Questions 

Earl  Granyille's  Circular,  1166 

Earl  of  Dufferin's  Letter,  1167,  1108,  1160, 

1170, 1910 
Egyptian  SUto  Trade,  575 
Finance,  &c. — Revenue  Accounts  of  the 

Egyptian  GoTernment,  1433,  1434 
Foreign  and  European  Employes,  1160 
Indemnity  Loan,  1754 
Kourbash,  The,  1422 
Moukabalah,  The,  1160 
New  Egyptian  Indemnity  Loan,  1608 
Omar  Sufki  Pasha,  590 
Prisons,  838 

Rebellion  in  the  Soudan,  580 
Sale  of  Egyptian  Domain  Lands,  302,  590 
Sues  Canal,  Neutralisation  of,  587 
Egypt —  Re-  organisation — Questions 
Budget  and  Control,  1423 
Cadastral  Survey,  1526 
Representative  Government,  579 
England  and  Mexico — Diplomatic  Communica- 
tion, 307 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice-^Extradition  of  P. 

J.  Sheridan,  1417 
Madagnsoar — Admiral   Gore    Jones's   Report, 
838 
Treaty  with—Article  5,  586 


FiTSMAUBiox,  I^ord  E. — eonl. 

Military  Operations  (Egypt),  Ret.  1312,  1814, 
1315 

Morocco — Ill-treatment  of  Jewesses,  1434 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  143,  154  ;  Report,  1231,  1239,  1240 

Portugal— Congo,  The,  1419 
Moiambique— Tariff  1877,  848 

Spain — Questions 

International    Law — Surrender  of   Cuban 
Refugees,  596,  843,  1166;— The  **  Leon 
XIII.,"  1737 
Slavery  in  Cuba,  826 
Steamship  *•  Tangier,"  1736 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1558 

Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  2008, 
2011.  2013,  2014.  2015,  2017 

Foreign  Office,  1552, 1554,  1555 

Swiss  Republic — Salvation  Army,  1156 
Trade  and  Commerce — Commercial  Negotia- 
tions with  Spain,  1414 
Treaty   of  Berlin — Article    61 — Reforms    in 

Armenia,  298 
Treaty  of  Tein-Tsin— The  Opium  Duties,  573 
Turkey  in  Asia — Jews  in  Palestine,  833 

Navigation  of  the  Tigris,  800 
Turkey— Servia— Detention  of  Prisoners,  1420 

Pletoher,  Sir  H.,  Horsham 

Army  Medical  and  Transport  Departments— 
Report  of  Departmental  Committee,  1167 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate],  1882-3  — 
Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1358,  1360 

Egypt  (Indian  Contingent) — Expenses,  1600 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  812 

Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 
1882-3,  1347 

PoLKESTONB,  Yiscount,   Wilis,  S. 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 

2R.  964, 1589,  1592 
Barry  Dock  and  Railways,  2R.  966 ;  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  967,  1253 
Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway,  2R.  969 
Seafield  Dock  and  Railway,  2  EL  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  971 
Windsor,  Ascot,  and  Aldershot  Railway,  2R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  971 

FoRSTEB,  Bight  Hon.  W.  B.,  Bradford 
Africa  (South)— Basutoland,  305 
Africa  (West  Coast)— The  Congo,  830 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1601 
Egyptian  Slave  Trade,  574 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  421,  539,  607,  609,  Oil,  612,  618, 
621,  623,  627,  629,  630,  722,  779,  780,  781, 
782,  796, 1094 

PowLEB,  ]\ir.  H.  H.,  Woherhampton 
India — Ecclesiastical  I)epartment — Circular  of 

the    Bishop   of    Colombo  •—  Transmission 

through  the  Post,  171 
Military  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1310 
Supply — Kgyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1882-3,  1345,  1346 
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FowLiB,  Mr.  H.  H.— eonf. 

Supply — SupplemenUry  EtUmatef,  1883-8— 
Criminal  Proseoutions,  d^.  in   Ireland, 
1861^ 
Rates  on  GoTemment  Property,  1543 
Stationery,  Printing,  &c.   1777 ;  Amendt. 
1779 

FowLBB,  Mr.  S.  N.,  London 

Africa  (South )~TranflvaRl  Boers,  401 

Army    (Sapplementary    Estimate),    1883-3— 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1356 
British  Colonies— Government  and  Administra- 

tion,  1938 
Egyptian  War — Distribation  of  Expenses,  409 
Ireland — Kilmainham  "  Negotiations,"  1036 
Municipal    Corporations    (Unreformed),    3R. 

1559 
Parliament — Queen*s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  105,  106 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leave,  353 
Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  3),  3a.  1096 
Prisons  (England  and  Wales) — Warders    in 

Convict  Prisons,  589 
Supply— Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1883^,  1348 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,   1883-3 — 

Transvaal,  1513 

FowLEBy  Mr.  W.y  Cambridge 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  334 
Supply— Transvaal,  1883-3,  1530 

Free  Libraries  Bill 

(Mr.  ffopufwd,  Mr,  Birley,  Mr.  Rathbone^  Mr. 

Slagg,  Mr.  Summers) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •Feb  16  [Bill  85] 

Friendly    SoeieCies    Act,    1875  —  Section 
31,   8uh'8ection  2 — The  Independent 
Mutual  Brethren  Friendly  Society 
Question,  Mr.  Acland ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
Feb  33,  708 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

Representative  Peers  (Scotland),  1585 
Representative  Peers  (Sootland)  Election  Pro- 
cedure, IR.  941,943,  951 

General  Police  and  Improvement  (Scot- 
land) Provisional  Order  (Bronghty 
Ferry  Paving)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Secretary  Sir  William 

Hareouri) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  I''*  Feb  16  [Bill  1] 

GissoN,   Eight  Hon.  E.|    Dublin    Uni- 
versity 
Compulsory  Education  (Ireland),  Res.  1385, 
1387 

Cruelty   to    Animals   Acts   Amcmlmeut,   3R. 
1690 

[eont. 


GiBSOir,  Right  Hon.  E.- 

Ireland  —Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Aoi,  1411 

Irish    Land    Gommissioo  —  Sab-Commie- 

sioners— Mr.  P.  Fitzpatriek,  833 
Irish  National  Manuscripts,  403, 404 
Land  Law  Act,  1881, 1756 
Medical    Acta  —  Examinations   for    Medieal 
Appointments  in  the  Army,  Navy,  and  India, 
705 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  435,  443,  443,  451,  453»  809,  938, 
939, 1073,  1078 
Post  Office  (Contracts) — Mail  Senrioe  between 

London  and  Dublin,  1601,  1603,  1603 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,   1882^^ — 
Criminal   Prosecutions,  dtc.  in   Ireland, 
1988 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1548 
Irish  Land  Commission,  3007 
Transvaal,  1883^,  1531 

GiVAN,  Mr.  J.,  Monaghan 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  653 


Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.  (First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury),  Edinhurgh- 
shire ' 
Africa  (South) — Transvaal — Cruelties   of  the 

Boers,  1904,  1905,  1906, 1907 
Agricultural  Depression,  1756 
Danubian  Conference — Kilia  Mouth,  1908 
Factory  and  Education  Acts  (Sootland),  Res. 

1935 
Ireland — Kilmainham  Prison  (Release  of  Mr. 
Parnell,  d(c.)— Sir  Stafford   Northoote's 
Motion,  1755 
Land  l^w  Act,  1881, 1757 
Navy     (Supplementary     Estimate),    1883-3— 

MiliUry  Operations  in  Egypt,  1448,  1449 
Parliament — Adjournment  —Easter    Holidayi^ 
1759 
Business  of  the  House,  1436,  1757, 1758, 
1904,  1909 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-3— 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 
1971 
Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  1537 
Transvaal,  1533, 1533,  1534,  1534,  1535 
West    Indies    (Jamaica)  —  Seixure    of   the 
■*  Florence,"  1963 


G0R8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 

A  fr ica   ( Sou th) — Transvaal    Boers,    40 1 ;  — 

Cruelties  of,  1907 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  1439, 1430 
Egypt— Earl  of  Dufferin's  Letter,  1169 
Law  and  Police— Office  of  Pablio  Proeecator, 

839 
MiliUry  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1319 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimate),    1883-3 — 

MiliUry  Operations  in  Egypt,  1460,  1473, 

U76 
Parliament — Privilege— Member    Imprisoned 

(Mr.  Healy),  79 
Parliament— Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  198,  199;  Motion  for  Adjoommtst. 

384  ;  Amendt.  414,  421,  436,  687 
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GoRtT,  Mr.  J.  E. — cant. 

Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 
1882.8,  1843 
TraniTMl,  1682-8,  1509,  1524,  1529 
Weit  Indies  (Jamaica) — Seiiore  of  the  '*  Flo- 
renoe/'  1939 

GoscHEN,  Eight  Hon.  O.  J.,  Ripon 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  856,  494 

OoxTBLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.y  Sunderland 

Egypt — Neutralization  of  the  Suez  Canal,  587 
Navy— -H.M.   Yacht  "Victoria  and  Albert, 
707, 1412 

Naval    Auxiliaries— Merchant     Steamerp, 
707 
Navy    (Supplementary    FDstimate),    1882-3  — 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1440 

Or  ANT,  Mr.  D.,  Marylehone 
Metropolis — Regent's  Park,  1010 

Grantham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey ^  E, 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  772 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion  for  Leave,  256,  257  ;  I..eave,  889 

Granville,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs) 

Africa  (West  Coast)— Congo  River,  1889 

Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  813,  814 

Egyptian  Affairs — Earl  of  Dufferin's  Despatch, 
1251 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouse,  280 
Easter  Recess,  1251 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  34,  38, 39  ;  Personal  Explanation, 
159,  160,  161 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibition, 
2R.  1580 

Tunis,  Regency  of.  Motion  for  an  Address, 
397 

Greer,  Mr.  T.,  Carriekfergu» 

Army — Questions 

Auxiliary  Forces — Irish  Militia,  586 
Promotion  of  Subalterns,  1741 
Veterinary  Department— -Position  of  Offi- 
cers, 837 

Greqory,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex^  E, 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 
2R.  056, 1597 

Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chan- 
cery, 1937 

Parliament — Private  Bill  Legislation — Resolu- 
tions, 1645,  1647 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  334 

Grey,  Mr.  A.  H.  G.,  Nbrthumherland,  5. 

Church  of  England — Free  and  Appropriated 
Sittings  in  Churches— Alteration  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  1722, 1723 
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Ground  Game  Act — LegUlation 
Question,  Mr.  J.   W.   Barclay ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Harconrt  Feb  19, 800 

Guest,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Wareham 

Parks  ( Metropolis) —St.  James's  Park.  1 750 
Parliament — Adjournment — Easter    Holidays, 

1759 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Report,  1 243 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1882-8— 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  &c. 
1547 
Ileuses  of  Parliament,  1540 

Hamilton,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool 

India — Death  of  Sir  Salar  Jun)?,  1910 
Mercantile  Marine — Signal  Stations,  595 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  760 
Parliamentary    Elections — ^The    Mid  Cheshii-e 

Election,  1734,  1735 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leave,  258 
Post  Office  (Contracts) — Mails  between  London 
and  Dublin,  166,  167,  853 

Hamilton,    Eight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F., 

Middlesex 
Africa  (South)— Transyaal— Cruelties  of  the 

Boers,  1005 
Array    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-3  — - 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1359 
Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1882-3.  1335,  1346 
Supply— Supplementary   Estimates,    1882-3^ 

Transvaal,  1526 

ff arbours  of  Refuge  {East  Coast) 

Barbour    at    Filey,  Question,    Sir    Eardley 

Wilmot;    Answer,  Sir    William    Harcouri 
Feb  23,  708 

Xorth-East  Coast  of  Scotland,  Question,  Mr. 

Baxter ;    Answer,  Sir    William    Harcourt 
Feb  23,  708 

Harooxjrt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V.  V. 

(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department),  Derby 
City  Livery    Companies — Royal  Commission, 

582 
Cruelty  to    Animals    Acts   Amendment,  2R. 

1680 
Extraordinary  Tithe,  1017,  1018 
Ground  Game  Act,  300 

Harbours  of  Refuge  (East  Coast)— Harbour  of 
Filey,  708 
North-East  Coast  of  Scotland,  708 
Ireland  —  English     Policy—* '  Echo  "    Newt- 
paper,  844 
Kilmainham  "  Negotiations,"  1034 
Law  and  Justice— Elizabeth  Wheeler,  Case  of, 
593 
Truck  Act,  589 
Law  and    Police —Murder  in  a  Police   Cell, 

North  Shields,  842 
Licensing  Laws — Local  Option,  312,  313 
Lunacy  Laws — Seisure  of  Thomas  Harrison,  a 
Lunatic,  704 
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Habcourt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V.  V.^eont, 

Metropolis — QuoBtions 

Law    and    Police — Public  Thorcoghfarei, 

802 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  678 
Mnnicipal  Reform,  1419 
Public  Health— Bow  Cemetery,  1154 
Theatres   and     Music    Halls,  Precautions 
against   Fire— Captain    Shaw's    Report, 
207 
Parliament — PriTilege—  Member   Imprisoned 

(Mr.  Healy),  82.  83.  85 
Parliament—  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  425,  441,  442,  448,  408,  609,  686, 
686.  687 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leave,  262 
Prisons  (England    and  Wales) — Warders    in 

Gonrict  Prisons,  689 
Public  Health— Lead  Poisoning,  312 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday— Isle 

of  Wight,  312 
Science  and  Art — Royal  Commission  on  Techni- 
cal Education — Report,  711 
Scotland— Crofters  in  the  Island  of  Skye,  868  : 

—  Royal  Commission,  1023,  1901,  1902 
Trade  and  Commerce— Ofer-sising  of  Cotton 
Cloih,  1890 

Hakcourt,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Ireland,  State  of — Assassinations — Magisterial 

Inquiry  at  Kilmniubam,  408 
Main   Roads  (England) — Grant  for   Mainten- 
ance, 679 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  331 

Habdwickb,  Earl  of 

Eddy  stone  Lighthouse,  823,  825 

IlABTiKQTONy  Bight  Hozi.  Marquosfl  of 
(Secretary  of  State  for  War),  Lan- 
eaahire,  N.E, 
A  rm  J — Questions 

Army  Medical  and  Transport  Departments 
—  Report  of   Departmental   Committee, 
1167 
Army  Returns.  1610 
Brigade  of  Guards,  310 
Committee  on  Army  Dress,  1751 
Enniskillen  Dragoons,  1162 
Military  Railway  Corps,  Establishment  of, 

1606 
Promotion  of  Subalterns,  1742 
Royal  Barracks,  Dublin,  401 
Staff    Appointments—  Lieutenant    General 

Gage,  C.B.  1163 
Vaccination  of  Recruits,  1606 
Veterinary   Department- Position  of  OflB- 
cers,  828 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Questions 

Antrim  Artillery — Major  Johnston,  1410 
Irish  Militia,  686 
Irish  Volunteers,  1738,  1730 
Martini-Henry  Uifles,  1418 
Volunteer  Uniforms,  1164 
Army  l&stimates— Militia  Vote,  1610 
Army   (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-8  — 
Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1362, 1360, 
iau3 
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IIabtikotov,  Right  Hon.  Marqaest  of— cenl. 

Army  and  Nary  Estimates,  1023 
East   India — Code  of   Criminal    Procedore — 
NatiTC  Jurisdiction  over  British  Sobjecia, 
833,  1024.  1026 
Egypt— Chnrges  of  Ezpe<lirion.  301,  409 

Indian  Contingent — Expenses,  11G5,  1171, 
1253,  1606 
Egyptian  Expedition — Grates  of  Soldiers  and 

Sailors,  1167 
Ireland — Kilmainham  Prison  (Releaso  of  Mr. 
Parnell,  dMsO—^u*   Stafford  Noriheote'a 
Motion.  860,  1026,  1030, 1031,  1035 
Local  Self-Goyemment — Explanation,  823 
Medical  Acts — Examinations  for  Medical  Ap- 
pointments in  the  Army,  Nary,  and  India,  706 
Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce,  176 
Ministry,  The — Extra- Parliamentary  Speeches, 

706 
Parliament—  Questions 

Committee  of  Selection,  090 

Election  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 

1321,  1326 
New  Rules  of  Procedure — Standing  Com- 
mittees, 412,  418,  414.604,  1172 
Orders  of  the  Day,  Motion  for  Postpone- 
ment, 1007 
Privilege — Member  Imprisoned  (Mr.  Healy), 
68 
Parlinment — Business  of  the  House — Questions 
308.714.1167.  1260.  1261 
Ministerial  Statement,  1148 
Notices  of  Motions,  Motion  for  Postpone- 
ment, 300,  400 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech.  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  118,  125,   120,162,243,247,260, 
884,  498,  628,  666,  667,  668,  678,  679,  8O6, 
807.  811,  986,  988,  989,  941,  1093,  1226 
Parliament — Resignation  ot   the   Right   Hon. 
Lyon   Play  fair   (Chairman   of  Committees), 
Statement,  1248,  1249 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaogh),  66,  177 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendmtot, 

Motion  for  Leave,  250,  260,  204,  266 
Public    Departments — Employment    of    Pen- 
sioners, 1761 
Seed  Advances  (Scotland),  603 
Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1882-3,  1848 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1882-3— 
Criminal  Prosecutions,   Ac.  in   Ireland, 
1878 
Irish  Land  Commission,  2007 

Hay,  Admiral  Hight  Hon.  Sir  J.  C.  D., 
Wigtown^  Sfe. 
Comoro  Islands,  838 
Navy —  Questions 

Bowles,  W.,  and  G.  Munden,  Case  of,  1605 
H.M.S.  •*  Neptune,"  1268 
Mediterranean  Squadron,  1420 
Navy    (Supplementary    Estimate).    1882-8  — 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1461 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  480,  618,  1061 
Swiss  Republic — Salvation  Army,  1166 

Hatter,  Oolonel  Sir  A.  D.  (Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office),  Both 

Army — Army    Pay   Department — Paymastera, 
596 


HAY       HOL 


{ SESStON    188^) 
276. 


HOM        INO 


IIattsb,  Oolonel  Sir  A,D,-^eonL 

Armj  (SapplemenUry  Estimate),  1883-S  — 
Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1307,  1362 

Chelsea  Hospital— Departmental  Committee, 
1727 

Henderson,  Mr.  F.,  Dundee 

Factory  and  Edacation  Act  (Scotland),  Res. 
1920, 1930 

Heneaoe,  Mr.  E.,  Great  Grimsby 
Agricoltural  Depression,  1755 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  1677 
Sea  Fisheries  Committee — The  Report,  177 

Herbebt,  Hon.  S.,  Wilton 
Army— Brigade  of  Guards,  810 

Hebschell,  Sir  P.  {see  Solicitoe  Obne- 
BALy  The) 

Hebtfobd,  Marquess  of 
Highways,  570 

HiBBEBT,  Mr.  J.  T.  (Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board),  Oldham 

Police  Force — Superannuation,  178 
Vaccination  Acts — Case  of  Mr.  Armfield,  1758 

Hicks,  Mr.  E.,  Cambridgeshire 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and   Kirkcaldy  Railway, 

2R.  1594 
Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway, 

2R.  968 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1903 

Highway* — Legislation 

Question,  Obserrations,  Earl  De  La  Warr, 
The  Marquess  of  Hertford ;  Reply,  Lord 
Carrington  Feb  22,  569 

Hill,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire,  JT. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  348 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhurst 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-3— 
Foreign  Office,  1553 

Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  1764 

Transvaal,  1882-3,  1527 
Thames  Navigation,  2  R.  1152 

HoLLOND,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Brighton 

Supply  — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3— 
Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  1766 

Holms,  Mr.  J.  (Parliamentary  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade),  Hackney 
Isle    of  Man  (Harbours),   Motion  for  Leave, 

688;  2R.  1879 
Parliament— Committee  of  Selection,  983 
Supply— Supplementary   Estimates,    1882-3— 
Board  of  Trade,  1555,  1556.  1557 


Home,    lieutenant-Oolonel    D.  Milne, 
Berwiek'On-  Tweed 
Chelsea  Hospital— Departmental   Oommittee». 
1727 

Hope,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 
Cambridge  University 
Irish  International  Manuscripts.  403 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion  for  Leave,  258,  266 

HopwooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Ireland— Kilmainham  "Negotiations,'*  1036 
Parliament — Privilege  —  Member    Imprisoned 

(Mr.  Uealy).  85 
Poor  Law — Vaccination  of  Pauper  Children, 

1607 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Bedfordshire 
Alloa,   Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy   Railway, 

2R.  1589 
Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway,  2R.  970 
Parliament— Queen*8  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  330 

Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway  Btll  {by  Order) 
e.  Moved,    *<That    the    Bill    be  now   read   2«" 
{Mr,  Xorwood)  Feb  27,   908;   after  short 
debate.   Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned"    {Sir     Walter   B.   Barttelot); 
Motion  agreed  to 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6,  1598 
Ameodt.    to    leave   out    "  now,"  add   "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Creyke) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  '  now,'  Aq,  ;  "  Moved, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till 
Tuesday  next "  {Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  Amend- 
ment withdrawn ;  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  Debate  further  adjourned 

Htjntlt,  Marquess  of 

Representative  Peers  (Scotland),  1 R.  822 
Illingworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Military  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1318 
Supply — Supplementary    Estimates,   1882-3 — 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  2016 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  2021,  2022,  2023 

Stationery,  Printing,  &to,  1782 

Imprisoiiment  for  Debt  Bill 

{Mr.  Andersottf   Mr,  Michael  Bats,    Sir  Benry 

Wolff,  Mr,  Broadhurst) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  I**  •  Feb  16  [Bill  79] 

Income  Tax  Administration  Bill 

{Mr,  Hubbard,  Mr.  Whitley,  Sir  Charles  Foreter^ 

Mr.  Edward  Leathatn) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  Feb  21  [BiU  98] 

Incmnbrances  on  Land  Begistration  Bill 

{Mr.  Ear  court.  Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr,  Roundell, 

Mr.  Staveley  Hilt) 
e  Ordered  :  read  V  Feb  10  [Bill  77] 
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Indskwick,  Mr.  A.,  F.  Rye 

Extraordinary  Tithe,  1017 
PftrHament — (^ueen'«  Speech,  Addi-ess  in  An- 
iwer  to,  333,341 

India  { Quesiiotis) 

Behar  and  Assam,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell : 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Mar  I,  1158 

Cooper's  Hill  College,  Question,  Mr.  B.  Samuel- 
son  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  22,  575 

Deaik  of  Sir  Salar  Jung,  Question,  Lord 
Claud  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross 
ifar  0,1910 

Eeclesiasiioal  Department  —  Circular  of  the 
Mishap  of  Colombo~^Transmission  through 
the  Pott^  Question,  Mr.  H.  11.  Fowler ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Erelyn  Ashley  Feb  16,  171 

Gold  Mining  Companies,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  22, 
591 ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  K.  Gross  ifor  1,  1163 

Hyderabad — The  Council  of  Regency,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M' Lagan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K. 
Cross  Mar  8,  1749 

Madras — Men^fers  of  Council,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
O'Donnell  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Mar  1, 
1161  ;  —  Tenure  of  Land  by  Relative*  of  Civil 
Servants,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer, 
Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Mar  5,  1430 

Katire  States — Mohurbhwn,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb2G, 
835  i^Mysore,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 
Answers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  22,  592  ; 
Feb  26.  835 

Newspaper   Press— Oovemmtnt   Advertising, 
Questions,   Mr.    O'Donnell.    Mr.    Onslow ; 
Answers,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  16, 173 
Press    Laws,    Question.    Mr.     O'Donnell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Gross  Feb  19,  813 

I.,oeal  Government  —  Criminal  Procedure 
Amendment  Bill,  Questions,  Viscount  Cran- 
brook,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury;  An- 
swers, The  Earl  of  Kimberloy  Feb  20,  394 

Code  of  Criminal  Procedure  (yative  Jurisdic- 
tion over  British  Subjects),  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  19, 
804;  Question,  Sir  William  M'Arthnr ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Feb  23,  710; 
Question,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Ilartington  Feb  86,  833 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Dairy mple  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
K.  Gross  Feb  26,  848  ;  Questions,  Sir  Treyur 
Lawrence,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  27,  1023 ; 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  ;  An- 
swer, The  Earl  of  Kimberley  Marb,  1364  ; 
Question,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  K.  Cross  Mar  5,  1436 :  Question,  Mr. 
Maofarlane  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross  Mar  8. 
1723 

Indictable  Offences  (Procedure)  Bill 

{Mr,  Attorney  General,   Mr,   Solicitor   General, 

Mr*  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !*>•  Feb  16  [Bill  8] 

Indnstrial  Resources  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Captain  Ayhner,  Viscount  CrichUm,  Mr.  Carry) 
c.  Ordered  ;  nnd  !«•  /V4  10  [Bill  34] 


Infections  Diseases  Hotiflcation  Bill 

{Mr,  Hastings,  Sir  Trevor  Laurence,  Dr, 
Farquharson,  Mr,  Brinton) 

e.  Ordered  •  Feb  20 

Read  l«»F^6  2l  [Bill  100] 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Off  Licences)  Bill 

{Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  Roberts,  Mr,  StaveUy  Hillf 

Lord  Moretun) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  :  read  P  * 
Feb  16  [Bill  25J 

Ibeland  ( Questicm) 

Atrears  of  Rent  Act,  1862 — PaymenU  to 
Landlords,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trefelyan  Mar  6,  141 1 

English  Policy-^  The  ''Echo'*  Newspaper, 
Questions,  Sir  Ilerbert  Maxwell,  Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan:  Answers,  Sir  William  Ilarcourt; 
Observations,  Mr.  Passmore  Edwards  ^tfi  26, 
843 

Extra  Police  Tax^  Grean  and  Ballineulaugh, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre* 
velyan  Feb  26,  8I6  ;^Co.  Kerry,  Questions, 
Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr.  Parnell  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Jl/ar5, 1423 

Irish  Church  Act,  1860— The  Purchasers^ 
**Fair  /?i5n/i," Questions, Mr.  T.  A.Dickson  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  22,  574; 
Mar  6,  1425 

Irish  national  Manuscripts,  Questions,  Mr. 
Gibson,  Mr.  Beresiord  Uope ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Courtney  Feb  20,  403  ;  Question,  Mr.  11.  S. 
Northcote ;  Answer,  .Mr.  Coortnoj  Mar  5. 
1409  \— Facsimiles  of  Irish  Manuscripts^ 
Question,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  *\far  6,  1603 

Local  Self' Government,  Qwiiion,  Baron  Henry 
De  Worms  ;  Answer,  'J'ho  Marquess  it 
Hartington  Feb  26,  828 

Police  ProUction^The  Earl  of  Kenmare^s 
Kerry  Estate,  Question,  Mr.  O'Brien;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  8.  1746 

Registration  of  Voters—  Legislation,  Question, 
Mr.  Meldon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelvan  Feb  20, 
404 

Relief  of  Distress  Act—Seed  Loans,  Qnestion, 
Mr.  O'Connor  Power;  Answer,  Mr.  Tr«« 
▼elyan  Feb  22,  583 
Seeds  Act  —  Supply  of  Seeds,  Question, 
Mr.  Lea  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  8, 
1754 

Royal  Commission  on  Iri&h  Industries,  Ques- 
tion, Captain  Aylmer  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Feb  19,290 

Statute  34  Edward  III.  cap.  \— Imprisonment 
of  Messrs.  Bealy,  Davitt,  and  Quttin,  Qnet- 
tions,  Mr.  Leamy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Aiuwers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Mr. 
Trevelyan  Feb  16,  174 

The  Irish  Famine  of  \Si7— Payment  of  tJU 
Debt  resulting,  Qnestion,  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  1,  1 171 

The  Irish  Reproductive  Loan    Fund 


-Repayment  of  Loans  and  ImtalmenU  of 
Loans— Irregutaritieo  of  Board  of  Works 
Local  AgenU,  Question,  Mr.  UUko ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Courtney  Feb  23,  710 

[cont. 
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1%^  Royal  IrUh  Canslahulary — Return  show- 
ing the  EetabUihment,  ywmer,  and  StrefMih, 
(Question,  Mr.  Kenny;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
▼tljran  Feb  20,  847 

Board  of  Public  Worke 

Report  of  tke  Commi»iioner$f  Qaettion,  Mr. 

Arthar  O'Connor;  Aniwer,  Mr.   Goartnej 

Mar  8,  1740 
The  Belfast  Ceniral  Railway,  Qaestion.  Mr. 

T.   A.   Dickson ;    Answer,    Mr.    Courtney 

ifor  5,1427 

National  Education 

Salariee  of  National  School  Teaehere,  Quaa- 
tion,  Mr.  Marum ;  Answer,  ICr.  Tre? eljan 
Mar  2,  1256 

Fishery  Piers  and  Barbours 

(^nestiont,  Mr.  BInke,  Mr.  Leamy ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  20,  411 ; 
Qaestions,  Mr.  Blake,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith; 
Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  Feb  28,  714 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage 

Sluices  on  the  Shannon,  Question,  Colonel 
Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Feb  19,  806 

The  River  Fergus,  Question,  Mr.  Kenny  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Courtney  Mar  5, 1431 

The  Valley  of  the  Barrow,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
Feb  20,  402;  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Dawson;  Answers,  Mi*. 
Courtney  Mar  8, 1743 

Law  and  Justice 

Extradition  of  P.  J,  Sheridan,  Question,  Mr. 

Puleston ;    Answer,    Lord     Edmond    Fiti- 

maurloe  Mar  5,  1417 
Imprisonment  of  Mr,  MPhiljnn,  Question,  Mr. 

T.   P.    O'Connor;  Answer,   Mr.  Trevelyan 

Mar  8, 1742 
Mr,  Bolton,  Crown  Solicitor  for   Tipperary 

Co.,  Question,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Tretelyan  Feb  22,  587 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  \%%2 — See,  IQ^Kxa- 

mintUion  of  Witnesses,  Question,  Mr.  0'  Brien ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trefelyan  Feb  22,  582 
Verdicts  of  Coroners*  Juries,  Questions,  Mr. 

O'Donneil ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland  Feb  26,  838 
Wicklow  Assises,  Question,  Mr.  W.J.  Corbet ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Treyelyan  Mar  6, 1428 

[See  title  Prevention  of  Crime  {Ireland) 
Act,  1882] 

Law  and  Police 

lU-treatment  by  the  Police -^ Michael  Banican, 
Questions,  Mr.  0*  Brien  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan Mar  5,  1424 ;  Mar  8, 1743 

Terence  Grealish,  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answer,  l^r.  Trefelyan  Mar  8,  1732 

The  Magistracy 

Justices  of  BaUymahon,  Question,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy;  Answer,  Mr.  TroTelyan  Mar  5, 
1417 

Londonderry  Petty  Sessions --Mr,  O^Neill, 
Question,  Mr.  Macartney ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  Genetml  for  Ireland  Feb  23,  706 

[eont. 


laiLAND— 7%tf  Magistracy-^coni. 

Stoneyford   Petty   Sessions— Case   of  James 

Walsh,  Question,  Mr.  MHrum  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

TroTolyan  Ifar  2,  1255 
Mr.  Ferguson  {Cork  Co.  W.  R),  Qtiesilon.  Mr. 

O'Donneil ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  26, 

830 
The  Queen's  County,  Question,  Mr.  Marum  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  23,  714 

Prisons 

Mr,  Timothy  Harrington,  Question,  Mr.  T.  D. 

Sullivan ;  Answer,   Mr.   Trevelyan  Mar  1 , 

1154 
Midlingar    Oaol— Pollution    of  the    Brosna, 

Question,  Bf  r.  T.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Bir. 

Trevelyan  Mar  8, 1730 

Poor  Law 

Cavan  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Trevelyan.  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  5, 1414 
Outdoor  Relief,  Question,  Colonel  Colthurst 

Answer.  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  5,  1418 
The  Loughrea  Board  of  Guardians,  Question, 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 

Mar  8, 1731 
Union  Rating,  Question,  Mr.  T.  A.  Dickson  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  19,  313 
Workhouses  in  Donegal,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  8, 1726 

Public  Bealth 

Wakes,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  9,  1806 

Water  Supply  to  Cardonagh,  Donegal,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  0  Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Feb  22,  592 

State  of 

Alleged  Intimidation,    Question,    Mr.  Justin 

M*Carthy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  27, 

1018 
Alleged  Posting  of  a  Letter^  containing  Dyna- 

mite  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  Question,  Mr. 

O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  26, 854 
Deaths  by  Starvation,  Question,  Mr.  Parnell ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  10,  315 
Extra   Police  at  KilnuUlock,   Questions,  Mr. 

O'Sullivan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  23, 

709 
Irish    and     Scotch    migratory   Agricultural 

Labour,  Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 

Answers,    Mr.    Trevelyan    Feb     19,   308; 

Mar  5,  1431 
Reported  Murder  of  Lord  Ardilaun's  Bailiff, 

Question,  Mr.  liea ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland  ifor  6, 1609 

Apprehended  Distress,  Question,  Mr.  O'Don- 
neil :  Answer,  Mr.  'frevelyan  Mar  8,  1750 

Distress  in  Co,  Clare,  Question,  Mr.  O'Shea ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  19,  315 

Distress  in  Sligo,  Question,  Mr.  Parnell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  5, 1434 

Distress  in  tho  West^The  Deputation  of 
CathoUe  Bishops,  Question,  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  22, 584 

Distress  in  the   West  and  North-  West,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan 
Mar  9, 1908 
[See  titln^Lnnd  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1881 
— Prevention  of  Crime   (Ireland)  Aet^ 
1882 
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Ireland — Compuhory  Edueatiwi 

.Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  2,  to 
leave  out  from  "  That."  add  **  it  is  expedient 
to  introduce  into  Ireland  the  principle  of 
Compalsory  Education,  with  luch  modifica- 
tions as  the  social  and  religious  conditions 
of  the  Country  require"  {Mr.  &  Shaughnetsy) 
v.,  1262;  Question  proposed,  ''That  the 
words,  d(0. ; "  after  debate,  (Question  put,  and 
negatived 
Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended; 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Inland — Kilmainham  Prison  {Release  of 
Mr,  Farnelly  ifc) 

Notice  of  Motion,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
Feb  23,  703 

Nbtiee  of  Motion  (Sir  S.  Northcote),  Notices, 
Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Laboachere  Feb  26,  826  ; 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Ilartinf^ton  ;  ObserTations, 
Sir  Stafford  Northoote  Feb  26,  850  ;  Notice 
of  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  Feb  27, 
1017;  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  8,  1754 

Ireland — National  Education 

Moved, "  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House — 
Copy  of  Rule  72,  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
in  Ireland : 

•*  Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th  November  1882, 
from  the  Enrl  of  Longfoi'l  to  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  (on  appeal  from  a 
decision  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland) 
respecting  the  appointment  of  a  sister  of 
mercy  as  teacher  in  a  national  school  open 
to  non-Catholic  children : 

"Copy  of  any  reply  thereto"  (The  Earl  of 
Longford)  Feb  19,  286  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Ireland — National  Education 

Moved  for—"  Copy  of  Rule  72.  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commissioners  of 
National  Education  in  Ireland  : 

"Copy  of  letter,  dated  8th  November,  1882, 
from  the  Earl  of  Longford  to  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  (on  apppeal  from  a 
decision  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland) 
respecting  the  appointment  of  a  sister  of 
mercy  as  teacher  in  a  national  school  open 
to  non-Catholic  children : 

"  Copy  of  Correspondence  between  the  Earl  of 
I<ongford,  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  in  Ireland,  and  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment on  the  same  subject "  ( The  Earl  of 
Longford)  Feb  20,  303  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 

Ireland — Peasant  Proprietary 

Moved,  <*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  a  Royal  Com- 
mission m^y  be  appointed  to  report  aa  to  the 
most  effective  means  of  giving  to  a  larger 
portion  of  the  people  of  Ireland  a  permanent 
proprietary  interest  in  the  soil  by  purchase 
of  their  \\o\dvxk^t'*  {Tke  Marque$$  of  Lant- 
rfoiwie)  Mar  5, 1372  ;  after  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 


Irish  Beproductive  Loan  Fund  Act  (1874) 
Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Blake,  Mr,   0*Kelly,   Dr.  Commit,    Mr, 

T,  P.  O'Connor) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Feb  16  [Bill  39] 

Isle  of  Han  (Harbours)  Bill 

(Mr.  John  Molmtf  Mr.  Chamberlain) 

€.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported,  after  short  debate ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  !<>•  Feb  22  [Bill  101] 

Read  2«  Mar  8,  1870 

Jamaica — I%e  Legislative  Council 

Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley  Feb  19,  301 

James,  Sir  H.  (see  Attorney  Gekebal, 
The) 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oateshead 
Census  Returns,  834 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  1435 

Kenkard,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Salisbury 

Bristol  and  London  and  South  Western  Jane- 

tion  Railway,  2R.  1719 
Parliament — Order — Alteration  of  Questions, 

306 
Post  Office-~Letters  for  India,  307 

Post   Office  Savings   Banks,   1020,    1604, 
1744 

Kbnnaway,  Sir  J.  H.,-  Devon,  E. 
Parliament — Private  Bill  Legislation ~ Resolu- 
tions, 1639 

Keknt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Ennis 
Ireland— Questions 

Inland  Navigation — River  Fergus,  1431 
Land  Law  Act,  1881— Applications.  1425; 

— Sub-Commissions,  1899 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —Returns  show* 
ing    the    Establishment.   Number,  and 
Strength,  847 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  io  An- 
swer to,  884,  886,  889,  942,  1184 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1882-3  — 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1994 

Kbnbtnqton,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  (Comp« 
troller  of  the  Household),  Saver^ 
fordwest 
Parliament — Queen's    Speech — H.M.  Answer 
to  the  Address,  1437 

Kimberley,  Earl  of  (Secretaxy  of  State 
for  India) 
East  India  —  Code  of   Crimihal    Procedure 
(Native  Jurisdiction  over  Brititth  Subjects). 
1364 
India — Local   Government  —  Criminal  Proc^ 
dure  Anendn^eot  Bill,  394 
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gnfChTTAHMAN,  Colonel  E.  B.,  DuhUn 

County 

Anny  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Irish    Volnnteers, 

1788 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  1705 
Cruelty  to  Animals    Acts    Amendment,  2R. 

1671.  1672 
Ireland  —  Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882— 
'  Harrington,  Mr.  T.,  1897 
O'Brien,  Gilhooly,  and  Hodnett,   Messrs., 
1897 
Ireland— Compulsory  Education,  Res.  1272 

EiKOSOOTE,  Oolonel  B.  N.  F.,  Qlouceiier- 

sht're,  W. 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,    2R. 
1687 

JStngsion-upon-MuU  Docks  Bill  (hy  Order) 
e.  Read  2°,  after  short  debate  Mar  8,  1719 

Labouchebe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Arabi    Pasha  —  Conditions   of   Detention   at 

Ceylon,  305, 1153.  1154,  1737 
Army    (Supplementary  Estimate),    1882-3  — 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1349 
Cruelty  to   Animals   Acts   Amendment,  2R. 

1678 
Diplomatic  Service — Sir  Augustus  Paget,  308, 

310 
Diplomatic  Service  List,  589 
Egypt— Earl  of  Dufferin's  Letter,  1169 

Omar  Sufki  Pasha,  590 
Egypt— Military  Operations,  Res.  1309,  1314 
Ireland— Kilmainham  Prison  (Release  of  Mr. 

Pamell,  Ac),  826 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimate),    1882-3  — 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1441 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  141 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  66 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  &c.   in  Ireland, 
1873,  1984,  1985 
Diplomatic  and  Consular   Buildings,    &c. 

1548 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  Amendt. 

2009,  2015 
Irish  Land  Commission,  2006,  2007 
Miscellaneous  Expensee,  2020,  2021 
Stetionery,  Printing,  dec.  1771, 1783 
Treasury,  Amendt.  2019 

LabonrerB  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  T,  P.  0*  Connor,  Mr,  Pamell^  Sir  Joseph 
M*Kenna,  Mr,  CcUlan,  Mr.  Lalor) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  16  [Bill  29] 

Land  Drainage  Provisional  Order  Bill 

{Mr,  Sibbertf  Secretary  Sir  William  Sareourt) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l*  •  Mar  8  [Bill  114] 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  Act,  1881 

Questions,*Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy,  Mr.  Gibson  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  8,  1766 
'*  Fair  Rents"— AppUeationi,  Question,  Mr. 
Kenny;    Answer,   Mr.  Trevelyan    Mar   5, 

[eont^ 


Land  Law  (Irehnd)  Act,  1881~cont. 

Loans  to  Occupiers ^  Qae»tion,  Mr.  Biggar : 
Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Mar  5,  1418 

Provisions  as  to  Labourers*  Cottages— Minutes 
of  the  Commissioners,  Quosticn,  Mr.  Metge  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  26,  849 

jSi^.  31 — Applications  for  Loans,  Question, 
Colonel  Colthnrst;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney 
Feb  22,  575 ;  Question,  Mr.  O'Connor 
Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Feb  22,  583 

Land  Law    (Ireland)  Act,    1881 — Irish 

Land  Commission 
Antrim  Co.  Sub-Cominissionf   Question,  Mr, 

T.   A.   Dickson;    Answer,  Mr.   Trevelyan 

Feb  19,  303 
Appeals    at   Ennishillen,   Question,    Colonel 

O'Beirne;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  2, 

1257 
Assistant  Land  Commissioners,  Question,  Mr. 

M'Coan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  20, 

410 
Payment  of  Arrears,  Question,  Colonel  Col- 

thurst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  22,  594 
Stth-Commissioners  in  County  Kerry,  Question, 

Mr.  Tottenham;    Answer,    Mr,   Trevelyan 

Mar  8, 1748 
Sub  -  Commissions,    Question,    Mr.    Kenny  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  9,  1899 
The    Sub.Commissioners^Mr,    PeUr  Fits* 

Patrick,    Questions,    Mr.    Tottenham,   Mr. 

Gibson ;  Answers,   Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  26, 

832 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  Aet,  1881 — Resolu* 
iions  of  Land  Conference  in  Belfast 
Observations,  The    Earl    of   Delmore,   Lord 

Waveney  Feb  20,  897 
Moved,  '*That  Resolutions  2  and  3  be  in« 
corporated  in  an  Act  supplementary  to  the 
Land  Act,  1881"  {The  Lord  JTaveney) 
Feb  23,  689  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn 

Land  Law  {Ireland) 

Moved, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  continue  tiie  inquiry,  commenced  by  the 
Select  Committee  of  last  Session,  into  the 
working  of  recent  legislation  in  reference  to 
land  in  Ireland  and  its  e£fect  upon  the 
condition  of  the  country"  {The  Earl  of 
Donoughmore)  Mar  6,  1583;  after  short 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  be  re- appointed  '* 
( The  Earl  of  Donoughmore)  Mar  9 :  Motion 
agreed  to ;  List  of  the  Committee  1893 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Givan,  Mr,  Thomas  Dickson,   Mr.  Shaw, 

Mr.  Jjca,  Mr,  Findlater,  Mr.  Richardson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  Feb  16  [Bill  68] 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1881)  Amend 

ment  Bill  ^^^^  Famell,  Mr. 

Mealy,  Mr,  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.' Sexton, 
Mr,  Lalor) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  fei  ;0  [Bill  UJ 
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Laksdowke,  Marquess  of 

Ireland — Peasant  Troprictarx,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  1372,  1381,  1406 

I'nrment  of  Wages  in  Public-bouses  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1671 

Law  and  Ju$t%ce  ( England  and  Wales) 
Case  of  Eligahelh    WhetUr,  Questions,  Mr. 

Burt,  Mr.  Maofarlane ;  Answers,  Sir  William 

Harcourt  Feb  22,  692 
Dormant  Funds  in  Chancery^  Observations, 

Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  ;  Reply,  The  Attorney 

General ;  short  debate  thereon  Mar  9,  1 936 
Judicature  Amendment  Aet^  1876—  The  Judges* 

Rules — Jurisdietion  of  English  High  Courts 

over  Domiciled  Scotchmen,  Questions,  Mr. 

Buchanan ;    Answers,  The  I^rd    Advocate 

Feb  22,  686;    Mar    8,  1747;— T^  ^ew 

Rules   of  Lrgdl  Procedure,  Question,   Mr. 

J.  Stewart ;   Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 

Feb  27,  1026 
Offieeof  Public  Prosecutor,  Question,  Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

Feb  26,  829 
The    Truck    Act,    Question,   Mr.   M*Laren  ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  Feb  22,  689 

Law  and  Police 

Murder  in  a  Police  Cell,  North  Shields, 
Question,  Mr.Dawnay  ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  Feb  26,  842 

The  Police  Force-^  Superannuation,  Question, 
Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Uibbert  Feb  16,  178 

The  Public  Thoroughfares  {Metropolis),  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  M:tkins  ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt /V6  19,301 

LAWRBKOSy  Lord 

Egyptian  Aflkin— Earl  of  Dufferin's  Despatch, 
1261 

Laweenoe,  Sir  J.  J,  T.,  Surrey,  Mid, 
East  India  —  Code  of    Criminal   Procedure 
(Native  Jurisdiction  over  British  Subjects). 
1028  ' 

Kew  Gardens^Eztension  of  Hours  of  Open- 
ing. 810 

Public  Departments —  Employment  of  Pen- 
sioners, 1761 

Lawrbnoe,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  London 
Thames  Navigation,  2R.  1160 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Carlisle 
Egypt — Questions 

Finance,  Ac. — Revenue  Accounts  of  the 

Egyptian  Government,  1483 
Kourbash,  The,  1421 
New  Egyptian  Indemnity  Loan,  1607, 1608, 

1764 
Re-organisation— Budget  and  Control,  1423 
Licensing  Laws— Local  Option,  312,  813 
Military  OperaUous  (Egypt),  Res.  1300,  1814, 

1816,  1817 
Navy    (Supplementary   Estimate),    1883-3  — 
Aliliury  Operations  In  Egypt,  1467,  1462, 

[eonti 


Lawsoit,  Sir  W. — eont. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Amendt.  138,  153 

Supply ~  Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-S^ 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  2022 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 

Ireland ~ Crime  and  Outrage— Reported>  Mur- 
der of  Lord  Ardilaun's  Bailiff,  1609 
Seeds  Act  — Supply  of  Seeds,  1761 
Science  and  Art — Royal  Commission  on  Tech- 
nical Education^  Report,  711 
Supply— Supplementary   Estimates,   1882-3 — 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Ao,  1833 

LEAiiY,  Mr.  E.,  Water  ford 

Ireland — Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours,  411 
Statute  34   Edward   III.  c.    1 — Imprison- 
ment of  Messrs.  Dealy,  Davitt,and  Quinn, 
174 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  tH^6, 1003 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  941,  1170 
Supply  —  Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-S^ 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  hm,  in  Ireland,  1803 

Lefevbb,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw  (Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works),  Reading 
Education— Science  and   Art — National   Gal- 
lery— Insufficiency  of  Space,  677 
General  Post  Office— Extension  of  Buildings, 

167 
House  of  Commons — Telephonic  Communica- 
tion with  the  Exchange,  1261,  1262 
Kew  Gardens— Extension  of  Hours  of  Open- 
ing, 310 
Metropolis — Questions 

Metropolitan    ImproTementa— Old   Temple 

Bar,  1781 
Parks— Hyde    Park,    1268  ;~St.   Jamee'i 

Park,  1760 
Wellington  Statue,  107 
Parliament— Standing  Committees— Old  Law 

Courts,  170 
Post  Office— Questions 

Dublin  Mail  Packets.  412 
Letters  for  India,  808 
Mails  to  the  United  SUtes,  672 
Post  Office  SaviDgs  Banks,  1020 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-3 — 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  ^. 
1546,  1647,  1648,  1649, 1660 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1638,  1640,  1641 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  1784, 1786 

Leiohton,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  S. 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 
2R.  983,  1694 

Midland,  Birmingham,  WolTcrhampton,  and 
Milford  Junction  iiailwaj,  2R.  1600 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1176,  1176 

Leighton,  Mr.  8.,  Shropshire,  N. 

Law  and  Justice — Dormant  Funds  in  Chanoerr, 
1036 
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Leitbim,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  Res.  605,  609, 
700,  702 

Lennox,    Right    Hon.    Lord    H.    G., 
Chieheater 
Army  (Supplcmentarjr  Eslimate),  1882-3 — Mili- 
tary Expedition  to  Egypti  1854 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion  for  Leare,  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
258,  260 

Lbwisham,  Viscount,  Kent^  W, 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forcesj-^Martini- Henry  Rifle, 

1418 
Navy — Royal  Marines,  836 

Ztesnsing  Laws—  Loeal  Option 

(^nestions.  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answers,  Sir 
William  Ilarcourt  Ffh  19,  S12 

LiMSBicK,  Earl  of 

National    Eduoation    (Ireland),    Motion     for 

Papers,  291 
Representative  Peers  (Sootland),  IR.  815 

Limited  Partnerships  Bill 

(Mr.  Monk,  Mr,  Norwood,  Mr.  Lewis  Fry) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered ;  road  1^  * 
Feb  10  [bill  18] 

Local  Government  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Order  (Limerick  Waterworks)  Bill 

[H.L.]  ( The  Lord  Carlingford) 

I.  Presented;  read  1'*,  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  Feb  22  (No.  3) 

Read2>*ifar  8 

London  Brokers'  Relief  Act  (1870)  Repeal 

Bill  (Mr,  Richard  B,  Martin, 

Mr,  Magniae,  Mr.  Buxton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  i^*  Feb  16  [Bill  10] 

LoNGFORDy  Earl  of 

National    Education    (Ireland),    Motion    for 
Papers,  286,  200,  394 

LoFES,  Sir  M.y  Devonshire,  S, 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  827 

Lothian,  Marquess  of 

Representative  Peers  (Sootiand),  IR.  822 

LowTHEB,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Linoolmhiref 

N. 

Ireland—Kilmainbam  "  Negotistions,"  1033, 
1034,  1085 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1908 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  376,  377,  878,  432  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  564,  507,  678,  679 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  ^o,  1825 


LxTBBOCK,  Sir  J,f  London  UhiversHy 
Bristol  and  London  and  South  Western  Junc- 
tion Railway,  2R.  1717 
Patents    for   Inventions  (No.   2),   2R.   1005, 

1006 
Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 
1882-3,  1338 

Lunacy  Laws — Seizure  of  Thomai  HoT' 
rizon,  a  Lunatie 
Questions,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answers,  Tho  Lord 
Advocate,  Sir  William   Harcourt  Feb  23, 
703 

LYMiNGTOKy  Viscount,  Bam^tapU 

Compulsory  Eduoation  (Ireland),  Res,  1267» 
1287 

Parliament —Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  478 

McAbthub,  Sir  William,  Lamheih 

East  India  —  Code  of  Criminal  Procedure 
(Native  Jurisdiction  over  British  Suhjects), 
710 

Turkey  —  Servia  —  Detention  of  Prisoners, 
1426 

MoAbthub,  Mr.  A.,  Leicester 

Treaty  with  Madagascar — Article  5,  536 

M'Cabthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 
Ireland— Questions 

Lnnd  Law  Act,  1881, 1756 

Law    and     Justice — Mr.    Bolton,    Crown 

Solicitor  for  Tipperary  Co.,  587 
Magistracy — Justices  of  Bally mahon,  1417 
State  of— Alleged  Intimidation,  1018 
Parliament — Privilege — Member     Imprisoned 

(Mr.  Uealy),  74,  83 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  627.  774,  779,  783;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  936,  938,  940,  941,  1049 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3— 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  1875 

Macartney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrone 

Cruelty    to    Animals    Acts  Amendment,  2R. 

1691 
Ireland  •—  Magistracy  —  Londonderry     Petty 

Sessions— Air.  O'Neill,  706 

M'OoAN,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Wiehlow 

Ireland — Land  Law  Act,  1881 — Assistant  Land 
Commissioners,  410 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1119 

Maofablane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co, 

East  India — Code  of  Criminal  Procedure 
(Native  Jurisdiction  over  British  Subjects), 
1723 

Law  and  Justice — Eltnbeth  MTheeler,  Case  of, 
593 

Parliament—Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1129,  1130  ;  Report,  1242 
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Macvaslams,  Mr.  D.  U.-^eont, 

Scotland— Skye  Crofters,  170.  316.  858;— 
Ro?al  Comroission,  1022,  1023,  1720, 1721, 

1901 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimatei,   1882-3— 

Stationery,  Printing,  Ao.  1781 
McGabel-Hogg,  Sir  J.  M.,  Truro 

MetropoliUn  District  Railway— Ventilating 
Shafts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  1410, 

un 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-8— 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  dco. 
1619 

MoKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Parliament— Committee  of  Selection,  1001, 
1010 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1173 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  0.  Frasee-,  Invernesi, 

See. 
Scotland— Glendale  Crofters,  405 

MoLagan,  Mr,  P.,  Linlithgomhirs 
India— Hyderabad— The  Council  of  Regency, 
1749 

McLaren,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 

Law  and  Justice— The  Truck  Act,  589 
United  States— New  Tariff,  1607 

Macliver,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Plymouth 

ElemenUry  Education  Acts— Galmpton  School 
—Dismissal  of  a  Pupil,  1415 

Lighthouses  of  the  United  Kingdom— Com- 
munication with  the  Eddystone  Lighthouse, 
1022 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  517 

Madagascar 

Admiral  Oore  Joneia  Report,  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurico  Feb  26,  837 
Treaty  with — Article  5,  Question,  Mr.  A. 
M' Arthur ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fiti- 
maurice  Feb  22,  586 

Main  Roads  {England)-- Chrant  for  Main- 
tenance 

Questions  ,  Mr.  E.  W.  Harcourt ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  22, 
579 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Ebsbx,  8, 

Law  and  Police— Public  Thoroughfares  (Me- 
tropolis), 301 

Malta  ( Constitution  and  Administration) 
MoTed,'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  further  papers  and 
correspondence  respecting  the  constitution 
and  administration  of  Malta  "  ( The  Earl  De 
La  Warr)  Mar  9,  1881  ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawij 


Mannebs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B.» 
Loicestershiro,  N. 
Factory  and  Education  Acts  (ScotUnd),  Ret. 

1934 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House — Gorefii* 
ment  Measures,  308 

Marriage  (Hours  of  Solemnization)  Bill 

{Mr,  Caine,  Mr,  Morley,  Mr.  WiUU) 

e.  Ordered  •  Feb  20 
Readl«*/'ei23  [BUI  104] 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

Bill  {Sir  Thomas  Chambers,  Mr^ 

Alderman  Cotton,  Mr.  Morley,  Dr.  Cameron, 
Mr.  Causton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  I*'  •  Feb  16  [Bill  86] 

Martin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkonny  Co. 
Parliament  —  Privilege— Member  Imprisoned 
(Mr.  Healy),  81 

Mabum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny  Co. 
Ireland— Magistracy— Queen's  Co.  7U 

Stoneyford  Petty  Sessions— Case  of  Jamet 
Walsh,  1265 
Ireland— National    Education  —  Salaries   of 

National  School  Teachers,  1256 
Parliament  —  Privilege— Member  Imprisoned 

(Mr.  Healy).  89  . 

Parliament — Queen's  Speceh,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  339 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,   Wigtonshiro 
Cruelty  to   Animals  Acts    Amendment,  2R. 

A  mend 1. 1656 
Ireland— English  Policy— "  Echo"  Newspaper, 

843  844 
State '  of—  Assassinations  —  Magisterial 
Inquiry  at  Kilmainham,  295,  406 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  498,  504, 
507 

Medical  Act  Amendment  Bill  [h-i»] 

{The  Lord  Carlingfor^ 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  Mar  8  (No.  19) 

Medical  Acts-- Examination  for  Medical 
Appointments  in  the  Army,  Navy, 

and  India 
Question,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Feb  23,  705 

Mbldon,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Ktldare 

Excise— Distillers  and  their  Employ6s,  403 
Ireland— Registration  of  Voters,  404 

Mercantile  Marine 
Siffnal  Stations,  Question.  Lord  CUad  HamU. 

ton :     Answer,    Mr.    CampbelUBanncmiaii 

Feb  22,  595 
The  Folkestone  and  Dover  Paehfis,  Question, 

Mr.    Molloy ;    Answer,    Mr.    Cbamberlain 

J^arl,  UOO 
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Mereantile  Marine — cont. 

Transports,  Question,  General  Sir  George 
BalfoQr;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlftin  Mar  1, 
1 1 55  [See  title  Board  of  Trade] 

Metoe,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Heath 

Ireland — Land  Law  Act,  1881~Proviaion9  as 
to  labourers'  Cottages  —  Minutes  of  the 
Commissioners,  849 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  749,  755 

Metbofolis       ( Questions) 

Kew  Gardens  ^Extension  of  Hours  of  Opening, 

Question,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Shaw  LefoTro  Feb  19,  310 
Metropolitan    Fire   Brigade,    Question,    Mr. 

Coope;    Answer,    Sir    William    Harcourt 

Feb  22,  578 
Metropolitan  Improvements^  Old  Temple  Bar, 

Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Shaw  LefoTre  Mar  8, 1731 
Municipal    Reform,    Question,    Mr.     Stuart- 

Wortley ;    Answer,   Sir  William   Harcourt 

Mar  5,  U19 
PubHe^  Health — Bow  Cemetery ^  Question,  Mr. 

Brjoe;    Answer,    Sir    William    Harcourt 

Mar  ],  1154 
Theatres  and  Music  Halls— Precautions  against 

Fire — Captain  Shauf*s  Report,  Question,  Mr. 

Dixon- Uartland  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  liar- 

court  Feb  19,  297 
The  Wellington  Statue,  Question,  Mr.  Coope  ; 

Answer,   Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Feb  16,  167 ; 

Question,  Observations,  Lord  Mount-Temple; 

Replj,  Lord  Sudelej ;  short  debate  thereon 

Feb  19,  283 

The  Parks 

Hyde  Park,  Question,  Sir  Eardlej  Wilmot ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Mar  2,  1258 
Regent's  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Daniel  Grant ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Feb  27,  1019 
St.  James* s  Park,   Question,  Mr.  Montague 

Guest ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Mar  8, 

1750 

Metropolitan    and   Metropolitan  Disiriet 
Railway 
Question,    Sir    Henrj    Peek ;    Answer,    Mr. 

Chamberlain  Mar  1,  1156 
Ventilating  Shafts  on  (he  Thames  Embankment, 
Questions,  Mr.  Buxton,  Lord  Algernon 
Peroj,  Mr.  J.  B.  Torke ;  Answers,  Sir  James 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Mr.  Chnmberlain  Mar  5, 
1410  ;  Notice,  The  Earl  of  Milltown  ifar8, 
1706  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  Puleston  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  8,  1747 

Mexico    and    England — Diplomatic   Com" 
munieatians 
Questions,  Mr.  Puleston;  Answers,  Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitimaurice  Feb  19,  307 

Midland,  Birmingham,  Wolverhampton, 
and  Milford  Junction  Railway  BUI 
{by  Order) 

^.  SB,  deferred,  f^fter  ihort  ^\^\a  Hwr  6,  10 00 


Milltown,  Earl  of 

Metropolitan   District  Railway  —  Ventilating 
Shafts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  1706 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  C,  King*s  Co, 

^%yV^ — Questions 

Finance,  d(o. — Revenue  Accounts   of  th« 

Eg:7ptian  Government,  1432,  1433 
Foreign  and  European  Employes,  1160 
The  Moukabalah,  1159 
Mercantile    Marine — Folkestone    and    Dorer 

Packets,  1160 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An« 
Bwer    to.  Motion  for  Adjoamment,  1099, 
1098 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion    for   Leave,  Motion    for   reporting 
Progress,  264 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3— 
Fishery  Board,  Scotbind,  1790,  1796 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  1785 

Monk,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Gloucester  City 

Cruelty  to  Animals   Acts    Amendment,   2R. 

1669,  1678 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  628 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3~- 
Charity  Commission,  1557 
Criminal    Prosecutions,   d(0.    in    Ireland, 

1698 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  2011 
Transvaal.  1882-3,  1525 
Trade  and  Commerce — Commercial  Negotia- 
tions with  Spain,  1413 

Moore,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clonmel 

Compulsory  Education  (Ireland),  Res.  1297 

Morgan,  Bight  Hon.  G.  Osborne  (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Denbighshire 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  892 

MoRLBY,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  War) 
Army — Promotion— Royal    Warrant— Article 
20,  282 

MoRLBY,  Mr.  A.,  Nottingham 
Trade  Marks,  2R.  502 

Morocco — III' Treatment  of  Jewesses 
Questions,  Colonel  Alexander,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 
Answers,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurice  Mar  5, 
1434 

Mount-Edooumbe,  Earl  of 

Eddystone  Lighthouse,  823,  825 

Mount  Temple,  Lord 

Africa  (West  Coait) -Congo  River,  1889 
Braithwaite    and    Buttermere    Railway,   2R. 

Amend  t.  1364 
Metropolitan      Improvements  —  Wellin^toQ 

Slfttue,  28q 
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HowBa^Y,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  T.  B.,  Oxford 

University 
Church  of  England — Free  and   Appropriated 
Sittings    in    Churches  —  Alteration    of  a 
Parliamentary  Paper,  1722, 1723 
Nary — Karal    Promotion — Service    at  Alex- 
andria, 400 
Parliftmeni— Committee  of  Selection,  Amendt. 
972,  996,  1002.  1003,  1006,   1007,  1008, 
1011  ;— Special  Report,  1438 
Standing  Orders  and  Selection  Committees, 
898.  971 

HuLHOLLAKD,  Mr.  J.,  Downpatriek 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.   Amendt. 
1694, 1697 

MuKDBLLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  T.  (Yice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Oommittee  of  Council 

on  Education),  Sheffield 
Charity  Commissioners  —  Christ's    Hospital, 

682 
Contagious   Diseases   (Animals)   Acts — Foot- 
and-Mouth  Disease,  71 1 
Importation  of  Diseased  Animals  from  the 
United  SUtes,  299 
Edneation  Department — Board  School  Attend- 
ance, 1254 
Training  Colleges,  1760 
Education     (Scotland)    Acts  —  Compulsory 

Clauses,  686 
Elementary  Education  Acts — Galmpton  School 

—Dismissal  of  a  Pupil,  1416 
Factory  and  Education  Acts  (Scotland),  Res. 

1928,  1930,  1934 
Institute  of  Surveyors,  681 
Parliament — Order — Alteration  of  Questions, 

306 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  320,  368,  369,  370,  371,  376,  377, 
378 
Sale  of  Poisons — Legislation — Patent   Medi- 
cines, 1908 

Municipal  Boroughs  Bill 

{Mr,   Wiiliam  Fowler,  Mr,  Rylanda,  Mr,  Renry 

H.  Fowler) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  Feb  19  [Bill  98] 

Municipal    Corporationa    (Unreformed) 

Bill  (^iV  Charles  J>%lke,  Secretary 

Sir  William  Mareourt,  Mr,  Mundella,  Mr, 

Hibbert) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Feb  16  [Bill  6] 

Read  2^,  after  short  debate  Mar  6, 1669 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  0*  Connor  Power,  Mr,  Miehard  Power,  Mr, 

a  Sullivan,  Mr,  Sheil) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  l^  [Bill  27] 

Natt  ( Queetume) 

Amument^Bneeh-loading  Oun$,  Questions, 


Mr.  W.   II.   Smith;    Answers,   Mr. 
Fi:b  19,  296 


Brand 
[eont. 


Natt— «Mtf. 

Caee  of   WUUam  BewUe  and  G, 
Question,    Sir   John    Hay ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Campbell- Banuerman  Mar  6,  1606 

Doek  Accommodation  at  Malta^  Qoasiioa, 
Viscount  Sidmouth ;  Answer,  The  Earl  of 
Northbrook  Mar  8, 1707 

H.M,S,  •*  Neptune/*  Question,  Sir  John  Hay ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  Mar  2, 
1268 ;  Question,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Mar  6,  1480 

B,M.  Yacht "  Victoria  and  Albert,"  QoMtioa, 
Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman Feb  28,  707 
The  Royal  YachU,  Question,  Mr.    Gonrley ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Csmpbell-Bannerman  Mar  5 
U12  ' 

Naval  AMnliariee^Merchant  Steamers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Gourley  :  Answer,  Mr.  CanapbeU- 
Bannerman  Feb  23,  707 

Navai  Promotion  —  Service  at  AUaatuhria, 
Question,  Sir  John  R.  Mowbray;  Answer, 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Feb  20,  400 
The  Egyptian  War  Medall^ueuiXon,  Mr.  J.  R. 
Torke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- Baonerman 
Feb  26,  846 

Pay  of  Naval  Ofieere,  Question,  ObserTations, 
The  Earl  of  Belmore ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of 
Northbrook  Mar  6,  1366 

The  MedUerranean  Squadron,  Question,  Sir 
John  Hay  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man Jlfor6,  1420 

The  Royal  Marines,  Question,  Viscount  Lewis- 
ham;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Feb  26, 836  ;  Question,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  MarS, 
1730 

The  Siek  Berth  Staf,  Question,  Sir  H. 
Druromond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman  Feb  26,  831 

NswDEGATS,  Mr.  0.  N. ,  Warwickshire,  N. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Houses-Notices 
of  Motion,  Ac,  Motion  for  Postponement, 
899 
Committee  of  Selection,  1001 
Parliamentary    Oath    (Mr.   Bradlaugh),    176, 

177 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Motion  for  LesTO,  261,  264  ;  Leave,  889 

Nbwpobt,  Viscount,  Shropshire,  N, 
Army— Military  Railway  Corps,  EstablisboMnt 
of,  1606 

Nolan,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  Qakoay  Co, 

Ireland — Inland  Navigation — Sluioes  on  the 
Shannon,  806 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  466,  1105,  1107 

NoBTHBBooK,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Navy — Dock  Accommodation  at  Malta,  1707 
Pay  of  Naval  Officers,  1369 

NoBTHOoTB,  Bight    Hon.    Sir  8.    H., 
Devon,  N, 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  1437 
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NoBTHOon,  Right  Hon.  Sir  S.  H. — eant. 

Irelaod — Kilmainham  Prison  (Release  of  Mr. 
Pamell,  Ao.)  (Sir   Stofford  Northcote's 
Motion),  S50,  862.  1017,  1754, 1755 
State     of —  Assassinations  —  Magisterial 
Inqnirj  at  Kilmainham,  295 
Parliament — Business    of   the    House,   1166, 
1260,   1261 :— Notices  of  Motions,  Ao., 
Motion  for  Postponement,  400 
Chairman  of   Committees — ^Mr.    Plajfair, 
1260 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  107,  120,  125,  126,  152,  237,  247, 
384,  408,  685,  785,  706,  806  ;  Report,  1288, 
1239 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Leave,  887 
Pamell,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Ac, — Release  from  Kil- 
mainham, Notice  for  Appointment  of  Select 
Committee,  703 
Spain-^International  Jaw — Surrender  of  Cuban 
Refugees,  596 

NoRTHOOTB,  Mr,  H.  S.,  Exeter 
National  Manuscripts  of  Ireland,  1409 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  185,  534 
Parliament — Resignation  of  the  Right  Hon. 
Lyon  Plajfair  (Chairman  of  Committees), 
Statement,  1249 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-3 — 
Foreign  Office,  1554 

Norwood,    Mr.  0.  M.,   JKinffston-upon' 
Mull 

Hull  and  Lincoln  Railway,  2R.  968,  969 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Neptune,"  1420 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  992 

Notices  of  Removal  (Scotland)  BiU 

(^iV  Alexander  Gordon,  Mr.  M* Lagan) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°*  Feb  16  [Bill  74] 

O'Beirne,  Colonel  F.,  Leitrim 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Appeals  at 

Enniskillen,  1257 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  755,  1184 

O'Bbiew,  Sir  P.,  King'e  Co. 

Ireland— Extra  Police  Tax  in   Kerry,  1423, 
1424 
State    of— Interference  of  Police— -Michael 
Bantcan,  1424, 1425 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Mallow 
Ireland — Questions 

Extra  Police  Tax — Grean    and    Ballina- 

clough,  846, 847 
Law  and  J  ustice — J5  xaminalion  of  Witnesses, 

583 
Law  and  Police — IlUtreatment  by  the  Police 

— Michael  Banican,  1743; — Inquiries  in 

Dublin  Castle,  317 
Police  Protection— The  Earl  of  Kenmare*s 

Kerry  Estate,  1746 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1882— O'Brien, 

GUhooly,  and  Hodnett,  Messrs.,  1896 
State     uf  —  Assassinations  —  Magisterial 

Inquiry  at  Kilmainham,  847 
Parliament—Committee  of  Selection,  1011 

\cont. 


O'BiuBir,  Mr.  W.— «oiU. 

Parliament-^Queen's  Speech,  Addren  in  An- 
swer to,  512,  544,  562,  627.  731,  730,  738, 
907, 1195 
Supply 'Supplementary   Estimates,  1882-3  — 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of   Ireland,   Ac.    Amendt.   1803,   1810, 
1841 
Criminal     Prosecutions,    Ac.    in    Ireland, 
1872,  1969,  1971,  1975 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  A.,  QueenU  Co, 

Army   (Auxiliary    Forces) — Irish    Volunteers, 

1739 
Army — Royal  Barracks,  Dublin,  401 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  1696,  1697 
Excise  Department-— Retirement  of   Officers, 

1255 
Ireland — Drainage— Valley    of    the    Barrow, 
402,  1743 
Report  of  the  Public  Works  Commissioners, 
1740 
Nary    (Supplementary    Estimate),     18S2-3— 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1499,  1500, 
1501 
Parliament — Questions 

Committee  of  Seleotion.  979 

Election  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 

1325 
New  Rules  of  Procedure,  1261 ;— Standing 
Committees,  413 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  Amendt.  1038 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leare,  265 
Post  Office  (Sayings  Bank  Department),  1603 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Board  of  Trade,  1556 
Charity  Commission,  1557 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland,  Ac.  1844 
Consular  Services,  2018 
Customs  Department,  2023 
Diplomatic    and    Consular    Buildings,  &o. 

1549, 1550 
Embassies    and    Missions  T  A  broad,    2011 

2013,  2017 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  2021,  2022 
Report,  Res.  2,  2024  ;  Res.  4,  ib. 
Shannon  Navigation,  1543 
Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  1773, 1779 
Treasury,  2020 
Wreck  Commission,  1851 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  {Revenue — Income 
Tax  Assessments,  d(o.  402 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Galway 

Compulsory  Education  (Ireland),  Res.  1299 
Ireland — Questions 

Law    and   Justice — Imprisonment  of*  Mr. 

M'Philpin,  1742  ; 
l4iw  and  Police — Terence  Greali8h,''1732 
Poor  Law— Lottghrea. Board  *of  Guardians, 
1731 
Navy  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1883-3, 1493, 

1409 
Parliament— Committee  of   Seleotion,    1004, 
1008 
Privilege  —  Member    Imprisoned     (Mr. 
Iloaly),  87 
Puiliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An. 
swcr  to,  ld3,*210,  496,  618,  623,  655,  607: 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  940,  913,  1217 
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O'OoHHOB,  Mr.  T.  P.— €<m«. 

Post  OflBoe  (Contraotfl) — JMail  Service  between 

London  and  Dublin,  1601 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-3— 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  I^ord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.  Ac.  1838 
Criminal    Prosecutions,    Ac.,    in    Ireland, 

Amende.  1852,  1868.  1871,  1991 
Stationery,  Printing,  dto.  1783 


O'DoNWBLL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungartan 
Army  (India)— Native  Indian  Army,  590 
Danubian     Conference — Exclusive     Right    of 
Russia  over  the  Kilia  Mouth,  311 
Claim  of  Roumania  to  Vote.  171,  313 

Egypt—  Questions 

Murder  of  Professor  Palmer  and   Party, 

172, 173,  H27 
Rebellion  in  the  Soudan,  580 
Re-organization  —  Budget    and     Control, 

1423 
Sale  of  the  Egyptian  Domain  Lands,  590   ; 

India — Questions 

Beharand  Assam,  1158 

Coolies  at  La  Rdunion,  845 

Morocco — Ill-treatment  of  Jewesses,  1434 

Native  States— Mohurbhunj,835 ;— Mysore, 
592,  835 

Newspaper  Press  —  Government  Adver- 
tising, 173,  313 

India  (Madras) — Questions 

Gold  Mining  Companies  and   Government 

OfflcUls,  691 
Members  of  Council,  1161 
Tenure    of  Land    by    Relatives    of  Civil 

Servants,  1430 

Ireland — Questions 

Law  and  Justice— Verdicts   of  Coroners' 

Juries,  838,839 
Magistracy— Mr.  Ferguson,  839 
Prevention  of   Crime   Act,  1882— Mr.  T. 

Harrington,  712,  713 
Public  Health— Water  Supply  to  Cardonagh, 

Donegal,  592 
Stato  of— Apprehended  Distress,  1750 
Navy  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1882-3— Milt- 
tory    Operations    in    Egypt,    1466,    1476; 
Amendt.  1477,  1502,  1505,  1508 
Parliament — Questions 

Committee  of  Selection,  988,  1012 
Election  of  Mr.  T.  Harrington  for  West- 

meath,  1021  . 
Privilege— Member  Imprisoned  (Mr.  Healy), 
75 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  154,  207,  522,  612,  621,  629,  1073, 
1190 

Post  OflBce  (Contracts)— Mail  Service  between 
London  and  Dublin,  1603 
Savings  Bank  Department,  1600 
Scotland — Skye  Crofters,  170 

Supply— Supplementary   Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Ac.  1830 
Criminal    Prosecutions,    Ac,    in   Ireland, 

1858,1872,1979,2005 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  2016 
Fishery  Board,  Scotland,  1797 
West    Indies     (Jamaica)  -»  Seisure    of    the 
•'  Florence,"  1948 


O'DoNooHUE,  The,  TraUe 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1103 

O'Hagan,  Lord 
National     Education     (Ireland),    Motion    for 
Papers,  290,  291 

O'Kellt,  Mr.  J.,  Roscommon 

India — Gold  Mining  Companies,  1162 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  61 1,  616,  617,  618,  628 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Guildford 

Egypt— Charges  of  Eipedition,  390,  391,  1165, 
1171 
Payment  of  Indian  Troops  in  Egypt,  1353, 
1741 
India  —Law  and  Justice — Trial  of  Europeans 
by  Native  Judges,  304 
Newspaper    Press  —  Government    Adver- 
tising, 173 
Navy    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-3 — 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1465 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  AddrcM  in  An- 
swer to,  939  ;  Report,  1244 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 

Motion  for  Leave,  255 
Supply — Egyptian  Expedition  (Grant  in  Aid), 

1882-3,  1333 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-3 — 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  2008,  2014 

Orakmobe  and  Browne,  Lord 
National     Education    (Ireland),    Motion    for 
Leave,  287,  291 

O'Shaxtghnbssy,  Mr.  R.,  Limerick 
Compulsory  Education  (Ireland),  Res.  1262 

O'Shba,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 
Ireland — Crime — Alleged  Posting  of  a  Letter 
containing  Dynamite  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  854 
State  of— Distress  in  Co.  Clare,  315 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  722,  725,  1142 
Post  Office— Dublin  Mail  Packets,  411 
Transvaal  Loan — Payment  of  Interest,  315 

0' Sullivan,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Limerick  Co, 

Ireland,  State  of— Extra  Police  at  Eilmalloek, 
709 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  893,  1118 

Otway,  Sir  A.  J.  (Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees of  Ways  and  Means),  Bo- 

cheeter 
Navy  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1882-3— Mili- 
tary Operations  in  Egypt,  1457 
Private  Bills  (Referees),  1895 
Supply— SupplemenUry  Estimates,   1882-3-* 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Ao.  1808,  1838,  1841 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ao.,  in  Ireland,  1876 
Fishery  Board^  SootUfld^  1799 
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Oxford^     AyUthury^    and    Metropolitan 
Junction  Railway  Bill  {hy  Order) 

c.  Moved,  «That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
( Jfr.  /)oddf)  Ftf6  27,  971 ;  Moved,  '*  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned "  (Mr,  J,  R, 
Yorhe) ;  Motion  agreed  to 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6,  1599 ;  Debate  farther 
adjourned 

OjfiUst  and  Massel  Fisheries  Orders  Con- 
firmation Bill 

{Mr.  John  Solms,  Mr,  Chamberlain) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  /V5  19  [Bill  87] 

Read2«»F<r5  27 

Paobt,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Somersetshire,  Mid 
Alloa,    Dunfermline,  and   Kirkcaldj  Railwaj, 

2R.  1595,  1596 
Supplj — Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-3 — 

Stationery,  Printing,  &o.  1770 

Parish  Churches  Bill 

(ifr.  Albert  ffrey,  Mr,  Buxton^  Mr,  CourtaMf 

Mr,  Cropper,  Mr,  Stanley  Leiyhton,  Mr, 
William  Henry  Gladstone) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  16  [Bill  64] 

^Parliament 

LORDS-. 

MaaTiMo  ov  tub  Parliamknt  Feb  15 

The  Session  of  Parliament  was  opened  by 
Commission 

Jl^er  iPRajests'd  iBKxist  (Siraciotut  Speecf) 

deliTered  by  The  Loan  Crarcbllob  Feb  15, 3 

The  Queen's  Speech  baring  been  reported  by 
The  Lord  Chanckllob;  An  Address  to 
IlsB  Majbstt  thereon  moved  by  The  Earl 
of  DuBBAM  (the  Motion  being  seconded  by 
The  Lord  Rbat)  Feb  15,  7;  after  long 
debate.  Address  agreed  to,  nemine  diS' 
seniUnte 

Personal  Explanation,  The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury ;  Observations,  Earl  Granville,  The 
Lord  Chanoellor  Ftf&  16,  155 

Hbb  Majesty's  Amswbb  to  thb  Addrbsb 
reported  ^($&  19,280 

Chairman  of  Committees — The  Earl  of  Redes- 
dale  appointed,  nemine  ditsentienle,  to  take 
the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of  this  House 
•  for  this  Session  Feb  15 

Committee  for  Privileges — appointed /'<;5  15 

Sub-Committee  for  we  /oiima^«— appointed 
Feb  16 

Appeal  CommAtotf— appointed  Feb  15 

Ojfiee  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and 
Office  of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black 
Sod — Select  Committee  appointed  and  nomi- 
nated ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  22,  565 

Standing  Orders  Committee — Committee  ap- 
pointed and  nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee 
Feb  22,  566 

Committee  of  Selection — Committee  appointed 
and  nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee 
Feb  22,  566 
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Private  BiUs 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders  which 
shall  be  presented  during  the  present  Session 
referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Committee 
unless  otherwise  ordered  Feb  22 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from  the 
House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Thursday  the  2l8t  day  of  June 
next  [and  other  Orders]  Mar  2,  1250 

Business  of  t/ie  House — Legislation,  Questions, 
The  Earl  of  Redesdale,  Earl  Stanhope ; 
Answers,  Earl  Granville  Feb  19.  280 

The  Adjournment  for  t/te  Eatter  Recess,  Ques- 
tion, The  Marquess  of  Salisbury ;  Answer, 
Earl  Granville  Mar  2,  1251 

COMMONS— 
THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH 

The  Qubbh's  Spbbch  having  been  reported  by 
Mr.  Speaker ;  An  bumble  Address  thereon 
moved  by  Mr.  Aolard  (the  Motion  being 
seconded  by  Mr.  Buchanan)  Feb  15,  90 

After  debate,  Amendt.  at  end  of  the  third 
paragraph,  insert  "but  this  House  humbly 
expresses  its  opinion  that  no  sufficient  reason 
has  been  shown  for  the  employment  of 
British  Forces  in  reconstituting  the  Govern, 
ment  of  Egypt  and  reorganising  its  affairs 
under  the  authority  of  the  Khedive"  {Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson) ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
those  words  be  there  inserted  ; "  after  further 
debate.  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Second  Night]  Feb  16,  178  ; 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  " 

Amend,  to  the  proposed  Amendt.  To  leave  out 
from  "  but,"  add  '*  whilst  assuring  Her 
Majesty  of  our  support  in  such  Measures  as 
may  be  necessary  for  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  afl&iirs  of  Egypt,  humbly  to 
express  our  regret  that  steps  were  not  taken 
at  an  earlier  period  which  might  have  secured 
such  objects  as  are  of  importance  to  this 
Country,  without  involving  the  necessity  for 
military  operations "  {Mr.  Arthur  Balfour) 
V. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  long  debate.  Question  put,  and 
negatived 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  '  whilst  assuring 
Her  Majesty,  die.,'  bo  there  added ;"  A.  141, 
N.  179  ;  M.  85  (D.  L.  2) 

Main  Question  again  proposed ;  Debate  ad- 
iourned 

The  Address  —  Mr,  PameWs  Amendment, 
Question,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Pnrnell  Feb  19,  816 

Debate  resumed  [Third  Night]  Feb  19,  317; 
main  Question  again  proposed;  after  long 
debate.  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Fourth  Night]  Feb  20,  Hi  ; 
main  Question  again  proposed 

Amendt.  in  paragraph  10,  line  i.  to  leave  out 
from  "  upheld,"  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
insert  "  and  wo  venture  to  express  our 
earnest  hope  that  the  change  of  policy  which 
has  produced  these  results  will  be  main- 
Inir.cd,  nnd  that  110  further  attempts  will  b« 
mndo  to  purchase  the  support  of  persons 
disaffected  to  Her  Msjesty's  Rule,  by  con- 
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cessions  to  lawless  agitation ;  and  that  the 
eiistenoe  of  dant^erons  secret  societies  in 
Dublin  and  other  parts  of  the  Country  will 
continue  to  be  met  bj  unremitting  energy 
and  Tigilanco  on  the  part  of  the  Executive" 
{Mr»  Oortt)  v. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That 
the  words,  &o, ;  "  after  long  debate,  Debate 
further  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  [Fifth  Night]  Feb  21,  50i  ; 
Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the  words, 
d(c.  ;*'  after  long  debate,  Debate  further 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Sixth  Night]   Feb  22,  507 ; 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 

Ac.  : "    after  dubate,   Moved,   ••  That    Mr. 

0' Kelly  be  suspended  from  the  service  of  the 

House  *^  ( The  Marqueis  of  Hartington) ; 

Question   put ;    A.  805,   N.    20  ;    M.  285 

(D.  L.8) 
Question   again  proposed,   "That  the  words, 

Ac.,"  629  ;  after  long  debate.  Debate  further 

adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Serenth  Night]  Feb  23,  716 ; 
Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  long  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  259,  N.  176;  M.  88 

Div.  List,  A.  and  N.,  808 

Main  Question  again  proposed ;  after  short 
debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Eighth  Night]  Feb  26,  854  ; 
main  Question  again  proposed 

Amendt.  to  insert,  at  end  of  1 0th  paragraph,  after 
**  Executive,"  <'  And  humbly  to  assure  Her 
Majesty  that  the  manner  in  which  the  excep- 
tional legislation  known  as  the  Crimes  Act  has 
been  and  is  exercised  by  the  ofScials  of  the 
Crown  in  Ireland  is  tyrannical  and  unjust. 
That  gross  licence  of  oppression  is  granted 
to  persons  and  classes  bitterly  hostile  to  the 
mass  of  the  Irish  people.  That  Constitu- 
tional agitation  is  despotically  impeded  and 
persecuted.  That  justice  is  administered  in 
a  most  partial  and  prejudiced  spirit,  and  that 
the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Law  is  destroyed  by  a  system  of 
jury  packing  which  has  already,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish 
people,  led  to  many  iniquitous  sentences  and 
the  execution  of  innocent  persons,  while  it 
is  practically  impossible  to  obtain  justice  or 
protection  for  the  masses  of  the  people  from 
the  present  administrators  of  the  Law.  And 
that,  unless  the  Irish  Executive  abandon 
unconstitutional  and  tyrannical  courses,  and 
depend  upon  the  Constitutional  administra- 
tion of  the  ordinary  Law,  the  result  may  be 
prejudicial  in  an  extreme  degree  to  the  cause 
of  peace  and  order  in  Ireland  "  {Mr,  Par- 
ned)  I  Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted;"  after  long  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  15,  N.  183  ;  M.  118 
Div.  List,  A.  and  N.,  934 

Main  Question  again  proposed ;  after  long 
debate,  Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Ninth  Night]  Feb  27,  1038 ; 
main  Question  again  proposed 

Amendt.  to  insert,  at  end  of  10th  paragraph, 
after  *'  Executive,"  '*  Humbly  to  assure  Her 
Majesty,  that  the  state  of  distress  among  the 
population   of  rannr   parts  of  Ireland ;  the 
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inadequate  machinery  of  the  Land  Aot,  and 
its  partial  and  imperfect  character,  especially 
with  regard  to  leaseholders,  the  right  of 
tenants  to  their  improvements,  the  parchass 
system,  and  the  condition  of  the  agrienUural 
labourers ;  the  unsatisfactory  operation  of 
the  Arrears  Act ;  the  state  of  the  Law  of 
Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Franchises  in 
Ireland  ;  and  the  condition  of  Local  Govera- 
ment  in  that  Country,  are  all  questions 
demanding  the  urgent  attention  of  the  Legis- 
lature and  the  Government ;  and  that  the 
absence  of  any  undertaking  to  legislate  on 
any  of  these  questions,  or  on  any  question 
affecting  the  welfare  of  the  Irish  People, 
must  tend  to  promote  discontent  and  intensify 
disaflbction  in  Ireland  "  {Mr,  Arthur  (yCun- 
fier) ;  Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted ; "  after  long  debate, 
Debate  further  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  [Tenth  Night]  Feb  28,  1098 ; 
Question  again  proposed,"  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  ; "  Debate  adjoarned  at  0  of 
the  clock 

Debate  resumed  [Eleventh  Night]  Ifar  1, 1173 ; 
Question  again  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  ;  after  long  debate.  Ques- 
tion put;  A.  82,  N.  108;  M.  131  (D.  L. 
14) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  and,  after  short 
debate,  put,  and  agreed  to,  1228 

Committee  appointed,  "  to  draw  up  an  Addren 
to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  upon  the 
said  Resolution ; "  List  of  the  Committee^ 
1227 

Report  of  Address  brought  up,  and  read  if<zr  I, 
1227 

Moved,  "  That  the  said  Address  be  read  S«  " 
( The  Marquett  of  Hariinglon) ;  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address  reported 
Mar  5,  1437 

Privileget,    Ordered,    That    a  Committee  of 

Privileges  be  appointed  Feb  15 
Public  PetUiane,  Select  Committee  appointed 

and    nominated  ;    List    of    the  Committee 

Feb  19.  391 
Kitchen   and   Kefrethment  Roorm  {Bouse  «f 

Comnwns)»  Standing    Committee  appointed 

and    nominated;    List    of    the    Committee 

Feb  19,  892 
Standing  Ordere  Committee,  Nomination  de- 
ferred   Feb    20,    398  ;    Select    Committee 

nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  S7« 

971 
Public  Aeeounts  Committee,  Select  Committee 

nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  22, 

688 
Printing,  Select    Committee    appointed    and 

nominated ;  List  of  the  Committee  Feb  22, 

688 

PRIVATE  BILLS 

New  Standing  Order,  Moved,  ''Where  a  Bill 
having  been  brought  in  on  Motion  (not  being 
a  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  or 
Certificate)  is  read  the  first  time,  and  ordered 
to  be  read  a  second  time,  on  a  day  appointed, 
and  it  appears  that  the  Standing  Orders 
relative  to  Private  Bills  may  be  applicable 

[will. 
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to  the  Bill,  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills  shall,  on  an  Order  of  the 
House,  examine  the  Bill  with  respect  to 
compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders,  and 
shall  proceed  and  report  forthwith,  and  the 
Order  for  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
shall  not  he  affected  therehj ;  hot,  if  the 
Examiner  report  that  anj  Standing  Order 
appUcahle  to  the  Bill  has  not  heen  complied 
with,  and  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  report  that  such  Standing  Order 
ought  not  to  be  dispensed  with,  the  Order  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  or  the  Order 
for  Commitment  thereof,  as  the  case  may  be, 
shall  be  discharged "  ( The  Chairman  ojf 
Way 9  and  Meam)  Feb  19,  293  ;  Resolution 
agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House 

Ordered,  That  this  House  will  not  receive 
an  J  Petition  for  a  Private  Bill  after  Friday 
the  9th  day  of  March  next,  unless  such 
Private  Bill  shall  have  been  approved  by  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice ;  nor  any  petition  for  a  Private  Bill 
approved  by  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  after  Tuesday  the  8th 
day  of  May  next : 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  report 
from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented  to 
this  House  for  PriYate  Bills  after  Tuesday 
the  8th  day  of  May  next : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
published,  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this 
House  and  Westminster  Hall  (No.  4)  Feb  26 

Private  Brmneu^Railway  Billt — Inereate  of 
BaUi,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay; 
Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Feb  20,  834 

Private  BitU  {Reftreee),  Rules  for  the  Practice 
and  Procedure  of  the  Referees  on  Private 
Bills  Mar  9,  1896 

MULES  OF  DEBATE^QUESTIONS  AND 

ANSWERS 

Alteration  of  Queetiont — The  Kilmainham 
'<  Agreement"  Question,  Mr.  Kennard ; 
Answer.  Mr.  Mundella  Feb  19,  306 

PRIVILEGE 

'  Interferenee  of  a  Peer  in  Elections — Lord 
Carrington,  Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  8, 1727 

Controverted  Elections  —  Salisbury  Election, 
Judges'  Certificate  and  Report  received  by 
Mr.  Speaker ;  and  ordered  to  be  entered  in 
the  Journals  of  this  House  Feb  27, 1010 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  BOUSE 

Resignation  of  the  Right  Bon.  Lyon  Playfair 
{Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means),  Statement, 
Mr.  Lyon  Playfair  Mar  1,  1247;  Observa- 
tions, Sir  SUfford  Northcote  Mar  2, 1260 

Election  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
Moved,  *<That  Sir  Arthur  Otway  do  take 
the  Chair  of  the  Committee  "  ( The  Marquess 
of  Bartington)  Mar  2,  1321 ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

YOL.  GOLXXYI.  [thi&d  series.]  {eont. 
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Business  of  the   House^The  New  Rules   of 
Procedure 

The  Standing  Committees,  Questions,  Mr* 
Raikes,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answersi 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  Mr.  Speaker 
Feb  20,  412;  Question,  Mr.  Raikes;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  22, 
594;— 7V^  Old  Law  Cour£«,  Question.  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Ufevre  Feb  16, 170 

Reference  of  Bills  to  the  Grand  Committees, 
Question,  Mr.  Raikes;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  Mar  1,  1172 

Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  Mar  2,  1261 

Business  of  the  House — Order  of  Business 

Moved,  **  That  the  Notices  of  Motion  and  the 
1st  Order  of  the  Day  be  postponed  until  after 
the  Order  of  tho  Day  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty "  {The  Marquess  of  Hartington)  Feb  20, 
398  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Moved,  "That  the  first  four  Orders  of  the  Day 
be  postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate 
on  an  Amendment  to  the  Address  to  Her 
Majesty"  {The  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
Feb  21, 603  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  the  Notices  of  Motions  and  the 
first  six  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion  for  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  "  ( Tfte  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  Feb  27,  1025;  after  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
postponed  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the 
Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  and 
further  proceedings  thereon  '*  ( The  Marquess 
of  Bartington)  Feb  28, 1097  ;  Motion  agreed 
to 
Busnrxss  or  thx  Housx  and  Pdblio  Busiifxss 

Order  of  Public  Business,  Ministerial  State- 
ment, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  28, 
1148  ; — Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, 
Mr.  Raikes;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Mar  1,  1166  ;  Questions,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ; 
Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  2, 1260  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill,  Colonel  Makins,  Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot,  Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  9,  1908  ;— 77i0  Govern- 
ment  Measures,  Question,  Lord  John  Man* 
ners ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton Feb  19,  308  \— Parliamentary  Oaths  Act 
(1806)  Amendment  Bill,  Question,  Mr. 
Schreiber ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Feb  23,  714 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Schreiber;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  5, 
1436;  Question,  Mr.  Hicks;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Mar  9,  1903; — Seed  Advances 
{Scotland)  ^t7Z,  Question,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  8,  1757  •— 
Sittings  in  Supply,  Question,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glidstone 
iVar8,  1758 
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Adjowmm^nt-^The  Ea$ter  Holiday $,  Qaestiont 
Mr.  Monugae  Gaeit ;  Answer,  Mr.  GUd- 
Btone  Mar  8,  1759 

Diitrihuiion  of  Parliamentary  Papers,  Quee- 
tioD,  Mr.  BuztOD ;  Answer,  Mr.  Conrtnej 
ifar  8, 1730 

BleeHono/Mr.  Timothy  Barrinytan  for  West' 
meath,  Qaestions,  Mr.  T.  D.  SaUiTan,Mr.  P»r- 
nell :  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Feb  27,  1020 

The  Mid  Chethire  Election,  Questions,  Mr. 
Broadbnrst,  Mr.  Guj  Dawnsy,  Lord  Claud 
Hamilton,  Lord  Randolph  ChurohtU ;  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  Mar  8, 1738 

Public  BilU— Memorandum  of  Purpotei  and 
JSnaetmenfe,  Question,  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen : 
Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Mar  5, 1437 

The  Mimstry^Emtra'Parliamentary  Speeches 
-^  Speech  of  Mr,  Herbert  Gladstone  at  Leeds, 
Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  23,  704 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Courtney,  715 

This  House — Telephonic  Communication  with 
the  Exchange,  Question,  Mr.  Ritchie ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Mar  2,  1261 

Parliamentary  Oath  {Mr.  Bradlauqh) 
Letter  reoeired  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  one  of  the  Members  for  North- 
ampton 
Question,  Mr.  Labouehere ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  15,  65  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Newdegate;  Answers.  Mr.  Speaker, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ^06  16,  176 

Parliament —  Committee  of  Selection 

Standing  Order  No.  08  read,  as  followeth  :— 
"  There  shall  be  a  Committee,  to  be  desig- 
nated *  The  Committee  of  Selection,'  to 
consist  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders,  who  shall 
be  ex  ofieio  Chairman  thereof,  and  Five 
other  Members,  who  shall  be  nominated  at 
the  commencement  of  every  Session,  of 
which  Committee  Three  shall  be  a  quorum  " 
Feb  27,  972 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  FItc,"  insert  **  Seven  " 
(Sir  John  Mowbray)  v. ;  Question  proposed, 
'*That  'Five,'  Ac.;"  after  long  debate, 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

Question  proposed,  **  That '  Seven,'  Ac." 

Amendt.  to  the  said  proposed  Amendt.  to  leave 
out  *'  Seven,"  insert  "  Ten  "  {Mr,  Rylands) 
V, ;  Question  proposed, "  That ' Seven '  Ac.; " 
after  short  debate,  Question  put;  A.  213, 
N.  54 ;  M.  159  (D.  L.  12) 

Moved,  •*  That  Mr.  Cubitt  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  Committee"  {Sir  John  Mowbray), 
1007  ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Moved, "  That  Sir  Charles  Forster  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  Committee"  {Sir  John 
Mowbray) ;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  **Tbat  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  Committee  "  {Sir  John 
Mowbray) 

Amennt.  to  leave  out  th«  nam*  of  "Mr. 
Mitehell  Henry,"  insert  *'  Mr.  Justin  M'Car. 
thy  "  {Mr.  I'arnell)  v.  ;  Question  proposed, 

[eontf 


Parliammt—Commitiee  of8eloe$iom    eoni, 

«  That  -  Mr.  MitehoU  Henry,'  Ao. :  "  after 

short  debate,  Queetion  pat ;  A.  157,  N.  22 ; 

M.  135  (D.  L.  18) 
Other  Members  nominated 
Committee  of  Selection  (Special  Report) — The 

Chairmen's  Pond,  Mar  5, 1438 

Parliament — Private  Bill  Legislation 
Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hooae, 
the  system  of  Private  Bill  fiOgislation  eaUs 
for  the  attention  of  Parliament,  and  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  requires  reform  " 
{Mr,  Craig  SeUar)  Mar  6, 1611 
After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "ThAt," 
add  "  this  House  adheres  to  the  RasolDtion 
upon  Private  Bill  Legislation,  agreed  to  on 
the  22nd  of  Maroh  1872  "  {Mr,  Dodson)  v. ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao. ; " 
after  further  short  debate,  [Home  ooanted 
out] 


Parliament — Privilege — Member 

ioned  {Mr,  HeaW) 

Question,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker 
Fih  15,  66 ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  9,  1898 

Letter  received  by  Mr.  Speaker  from  the  Right 
Honourable  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  in  Ireland  Feb  15,  67 

Moved,  **  That  the  Letter  do  lie  on  the  Table" 
{The  Marquess  of  Hartington) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  do  lie  on  the  Table," 
add  "  informing  the  House  of  the  trial, 
arrest,  and  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Healy,  a 
Member  of  this  House,  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
quiring into  all  the  matters  connected  with 
the  proceedings  referred  to  therein,  and  of 
reporting  whether  they  demand  the  father 
attention  of  this  House  "  {Mr.  ParnsU)  v, : 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words,  Ac. : " 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A,  353,  N.  47 ; 
M.  306  (D.  L.  1) 

Main  Question  put ;  Ordered,  That  the  Letter 
of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Queen'a 
Bench  in  Ireland  do  lie  upon  the  Table 

pAJlLLAMEirr — HOUSB  OF  LOBBS 

Sat  First 
Feb  15— The  Lord  Keane,  alter  the  death  ef 

his  brother 
Mar  2 — The  Lord  Minster  (the  Marqueai  of 
Conyngham),  after  the  death  of  hii 
&ther 

New  Peers 
Feb  15— The  Lord  Chancellor— The  Eari 
Granville,  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Principal  Seoretariea  of  State, 
acquainted  the  Hoase  that  Her 
Migesty  had  been  pleased  to  oreate 
Roundell,  Tx>rd  Selbome,  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Great  Britain,  a 
Viscount  and  Earl  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  by  the  style  and  title  of 
Viscount  Wolmer  of  Blaekmoor,  in 
the  oonnty  of  Southampton,  and 
Earl  of  Selborne  In  the  said 
oonnty 

[cent. 
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PAKUAMBirT — Lords — New  Peen^eont. 

Sir  Garnet  Joseph  Woltelejr,  G.G3., 
G.C.M.6.,  Geneml  and  AdjutaDt- 
General  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces, 
and  late  General  Commanding-in- 
Chief  the  Expeditionary  Force  in 
Egypt,  created  Baron  Wolseley  of 
Cairo,  and  of  Wolseley  in  the 
county  of  Stafford 

Pablumunt — ^HousB  OF  Commons 

New  WriU  Issued 

During  Recea^For  Chelsea  Borough,  v. 
Right  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Wentworth 
Dilke,  baronet.  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board 
Far  Uaddington  County,  v.  lion, 
Francis  Charteris,  commonly  called 
Lord  Elcbo,  called  up  to  the  House 
of  Peers 
For  Mallow  Borough,  v.  Right  Hon. 
William  Moore  Johnson,  one  of 
the  Judges  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland 

Feb  16— For  the  County  of  Dublin,  v.  Right 
Hon.  Thomas  Edward  Taylor, 
deceased 

Feb  16— For  Newcastle  upon  Tyne,  v.  Ashton 
Wentworth  Dilke,  esquire,  Manor 
of  Northstead 
For  Westmeath  County,  v.  Hugh 
Joseph  Gill,  esquire,  Chiltern  Hun- 
dreds 
Feb  19 — Fw  Portarlingion,  v.  Hon. 
Bernard  Edward  Barnaby  Fits- 
patrick,  now  Lord  Castleton,  called 
up  to  the  House  of  Peers 

Jfar  1 — For  Wycombe  Borough,  v.  Lieutenant 
Colonel  William  Uenry  Peregrine 
Cariffgton,  commonly  called  the 
Hon.  William  Henry  Peregrine 
Carington,  Manor  of  Northstead 
For  Chester  County  (Mid  Division), 
V.  Hon.  Wilbraham  Kgerton,  called 
up  to  the  House  of  Peers 

Mar  7 — For  the  County  of  Tipperary,  v.  John 
Dillon,  esquire,  Chiltern  Hundreds 

lf$w  Mmbere  Sworn 

F06  10— Right  Hon.  Sir  Charles  Wentworth 
Dilke,  baronet,  Chelsea 
fion.  Algernon  Fulko  Egerton,  Wigan 
Samuel  Smith,  esquire,  Liverpool 
Lord  Elcbo,  ffaddington  County 
William  O'Brien,  esquire.  Mallow 
Feb  37— John  Morley,  esquire.  City  of  New' 

easHe  upon  Tyne 
Mar  I;— Edward  Robert  King-Harman,  esquire, 

County  of  Dublin 
Mar  5— Robert  Abraham    Brewster  French- 
Brewster,  esquire,  Borough  of  Port- 
arlington 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Closing  of 
PabUc  Houses)  Bill 

(Mr.  Cwhtti,  Mr,  Arthur  Pease,  Mr,  lOingworth, 
Mr,  Jacob  Bright,  Mr,  Anderson,  Mr,  Burt, 
Mr,  O'Connor  Power) 

9,  Ordeivd ;  read  I''  •  Feb  32  [Bill  102] 


Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt  and 
lUegal  Practices)  Bill 

(Mr.  Attorttey  General,  Secretary  Sir  William 

Hareourt,  Mr,  Chamberlain,  Sir  Charlee 
Dilke,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oenerat) 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  Feb  16  [Bill  7] 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

[Mr,  Attorney  General,  The  Marquess  of  Hart^ 

ington,  Secretary  Sir  William  Kar court,  Mr. 

Solieitor  General) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  (for  Committee  to  consider  of  amend- 
ing the  Law  relating  to  Parliamentary 
Oaths)"  Feb  16,  351;  Question  put;  A. 
160,  N.70  :  M.  90  (D.  L.  8);  Matter  oon- 
sidered  in  Committee 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Parliamentary  Oaths  "  (Mr,  Attorney  Gene- 
ral);  after  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again  "  {Mr.  Chaplin)  ;  after  further 
short  debate.  Question  put;  A.  60,  N.  166; 
M.  87  CD.  L.  4) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  368 ;  Moved, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair '*  (Lord  Henry  Lennox)-,  Question 
put ;  A.  68,  N.  161 ;  M.  83  (D.  L.  6) 

Original  Question  again  proposed ;  after  short 
debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  " 
{Mr,  Moltoy) ;  after  further  short  debate, 
Question  put;  A.  64,  N.  146;  M.  81  (D. 
L.  6) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  266  ;  after 
short  debate.  Moved,  "That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again"  (Mr.  Beres/ord  Hope);  Question 
put.  and  agreed  to ;  Committee — r.p. 

Matter  again  considered  in  Committee  Feb  19, 
884 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  Chairman 
be  direoted  to  move  the  House,  that  leave 
be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  I^aw 
relating  to  Parliamentary  Oaths"  (Mr. 
Attorney  General) ;  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  184,  N.  63  ;  M.  131  (D.  L.  7) ; 
ResolatioQ  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read 
10  •  [BUI  89] 

Pabnsll,  Mr.  G.  S.,  Cork  City 
Address,  The-*Mr.  Parnell's  Amendment,  316 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  3R.  1706,  1880 
Ireland — Questions 

Distress  in  Sligo,  1434 

Extra  Polioe  Tax  in  Kerry,  1434 

Prevention  of  Grime  Act,  1883— Uarring« 

ton,  Mr.  T.  713 
SUte  of— Deaths  by  SUrvation,  316 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,   996; 

Amendt.  1008 
Parliament— Election  of  Mr.  T.  Harringtoa 
for  Westmeath,  1033 
Privilege — Member  Impriadned  (Mr.TTo»ly), 
GG  ;  Amendt.  70,  76 

8  Y  3  [cont. 


PAR 


PAT 


pABHVLL,  Mr.  0.  S.— «m<. 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  449,  461,  462,  618,  622.  624,  627, 
628,  666,  668;  Motion  for  Adjoarnment, 
686,  716,  722.  742.  748,  864,  936.  1084, 
1196.  1204,  1210.  1211 
Post  Oflftce  (Contracts)— Mail  SerTico  between 

London  and  Bablin,  1602 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,    1882-3— 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Ac.  1808,  1816.  1840, 1841 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  dso.  in  Ireland,  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  1868, 1876, 
1986,  1989,  2004 
Irish  Land  Commission,  Motion  for  report- 
ing Progress,  2006 
Royal  UnlTorsity  (Ireland)  Buildings,  1644 

Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Baxter,  Jfr.  Barelay,  Mr. 

Maekintoth) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  !••  Feb  16  [Bill  12] 

Parochial  Charities  (London)  Bill 

(Mr.  Bryee,  Mr,  Pell,  Sir  Henry  Peek,  Mr. 
Walter  Jamee,  Mr,  Cohen,  Mr.  Davey) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1"  •  Feh  16  [Bill  23] 

Partnerships  Bill  (-ftf^-  Serjeant 

Simon,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Barran,  Mr.  Lewie 
Fry,  Mr.  Norwood) 
€,  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;   read  1"  • 
Feb  16  [Bill  40] 

Patents  and  Trade  Marks-- Consolidation 
of  the  Law 

Q^uestions,  Mr.  Stuart. Wortley,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  1, 
1163 

Patents  for  Inventions  Bill 

{Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Mr, 

John  Holme) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !"•  Feb  16  [Bill  3] 

Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  2)  Bill 

(Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  fFilliam  Henry  Smith, 

Mr.  J.  Lawrance) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Feb  16  [Bill  83] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Feb  27,  1096 

Patents  for  Inventions  (So.  3)  Bill 

{Mr.  Andereon,  Mr.  Brown,  Mr.  Broadhuret, 
Mr,  Jackeon,  Mr.  Hinde  Palmer) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V  Feb  21  [Bill  99] 

Read  2»  Feb  27,  1006 

'Patbiok,  Mr.  B.  W.  Coohban-i  Ayrshire, 
N. 
Factory  and  Education  Act  (Scotland),  Res. 
1910. 1936 
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Payment  of  Wi^es   in    Pnhlic-hoiues 
Prohibition  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Earl  Stanhope) 

I  Presented  ;  read  !••  Feb  16  (No.  I) 

MoTed,    "That    the    Bill  be  now    read   2«" 

Mar  6,  1666 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("now,")  add  ("this 
day  three  months  ")  ( The  Lord  BramweU) ; 
after  debate,  on  Question,  That  ("now,") 
Ac?  Cont.  68,  Not-Gont.  20;  M.  38; 
resolved  in  the  affirmative ;.  Bill  read  3» 
List  of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont,  1582 


Pbase,  Sir  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway.  2R. 

967,  966,  1696 
Parliament— Private  Bill  Le|^slation— RmoIb- 

tions,  1637 
Seed  Advances  (Scotland),  1907 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-3 — 

Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1981 
Treaty  of  Tien-Tsin— Opium  Duties,  673 

Pease,  Mr.  A.,  Whitby 

Opium  Smuggling  (Hong  Kong),  1018 
Spain— Slavery  in  Cuba,  826 

Peek,  Sir  H.  W.,  Surrey,  Hid 

General  Post  Office— Extension  of  Buildings, 

167 
Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Hail- 
ways,  1166 

Percy,  Eight  Hon.   Earl,  Nbrthumher- 

land,  if. 
Army — ^Armoured  Train  at  Alexandria,  1731 
Auxiliary   Forces  —  Volunteer    Uniforms, 
1164 
Cruelty  to  Animals  Acts    Amendment,    8R. 

1664  • 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,    1883-8 — 
Foreign  Office,  1665 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1689,  1640 

Percy,  Lord  A.,  Westminster 

Army    (Supplementary    Estimate),     1883-3>- 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1367 
Cruelty  to  AnioLiIs  Acts  Amendment,  3R.  1687 
Metropolitan   District  Railway  —  Ventilating 
Shafts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  llll 

Perpetual  Leases  Bill  { Jf>".  BarOay, 

Mr.  Howard,  Dr.  Farquhareon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«»•  Feh  21  [Bill  97] 

Playfaib,  Eight  Hon.  Lyon  (f  Chair- 
man of  Committees  of  W^js  and 
Means  and  Deputy  Speaker),  Edin-- 
burgh  and  St.  Andrew* s  Universities 

fBarry  Dock  and  Railways,  2R.  966 
Compulsory  Education  (Ireland),  Res.  1378 
Factory  and  Education  Act  (Scotland),  Ret. 

1926 
fParliament^B^signation  of  tho  Right  Hon. 

Lyon  Playfair  (Chairman  of  Committaet). 

Statement,  1247 
fParliamentary  Osths  Act  (1866)  Amendment. 

Motion  for  Leave,  257,  260,  366 
fPrirate  Bills— ^ew  Standing  Or^ler.  Rw.  293 
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PLTTinnBT,  Eight  Hon.  D.  E.,  Dublin 
'  University 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  aR.  1701 
Parliament—Qaeen's  Speech,  AddreM  in  An* 
8wer  to,  541,  614,  899,  1209, 1211 

PoM0n«,   Sale    of — ZegiskUian  —  Patent 
Hedieines 
Qaetiion,  Mr.  Warton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mandella 
Mar  9, 1908 

Police  Bill  (Mr.  mbbert,  Sterttarp 

Sir  William  Mareourt^  Tht  Lord  AdvoeaU) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  26  [Bill  106] 

Police  Foree^  The — Superannuation 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Selwin*lbhetson  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  llibbert  Feb  16,  178 

Poor  Law 

Deportation  of  Paupers,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Mar  8.  1726 
Vaeeination  of  Faxiper  Children,  Question, 

Mr.  Ilopwood ;    Answer,  Sir  Charles   W. 

Dilke  Mar  6, 1607 

Poor  Law  OnardianB  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  M*Ooan,  Mr,  Gray,  Mr.  (ySuUivan,  Mr. 

Maefarlane) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  V*^  Feb  16  [Bill  30] 

Poor  Bemoyal  and  Setttement  (Ireland^ 

Bill  (^t>  Mervsy  Bruee,  Mr. 

Carry,  Mr.  Lewis;  Mr.  0^  Sullivan) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  Feb  16  [Bill  20] 

PoRTBBy  Eight  Hon.  A.  M.  (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Londonderry 
Co. 
Ireland — Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage — Reported  Murder  of 

Lord  Ardilaun's  Bailiff,  1609 
Law  and  Justice — Verdicts  of  Coroners' 

Juries,  839 
Magistracy — Londonderry  Petty   Sessions 

—Mr.  O'Neill,  707 
Statute  34,  Edward  III.,  oap.  1— Inaprison- 
ment  of   Messrs.    Healy,    Davitt,    and 
Quinn,  174 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  567,  562,  875,  877,  878,  882 
Sapply*-Supplementary   Estimates,  1882-8 — 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1869, 
1871,  1872,  1983,  1985,  1987,  1988, 1993, 
1994 

Portugal 
Mosambiqus    Tariff,     1877,    Question,    Mr. 
StoTenson  ;    Answer,  Lord    Edmond  Fits- 
mauriee  Feb  26,  848 
The    River   Congo,    Question,    Mr.    Bourke; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurioe  Mar  5, 
1429 
[Set  title  Africa  ( West  Coast] 


Post  Offiob    (Questione) 

Coniraets^  The  Mail  Service  between  Jjondon 
and  Dublin,  Questions,  Lord  Claud  Hamil- 
ton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Courtney  Feb  10,  166  ; 
Question,  Mr.  O'Shca ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  Feb  20,  41 1  ;  Question,  Lord  Claud 
Hamilton;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  ^(06  20, 
853;  Questions,  Mr.  Gihson,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.  rarnell;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Courtney  Mar  6.  160] 

General  Post  Ofice — Extension  of  Buildings, 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Peek ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  Feb  16, 167 

Letters  for  India,  Question,  Mr.  Kennard  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Shnw  Lefieyre  Feb  10,  3i)7 

Mails  to  the  United  States,  Question,  Mr, 
Baxter ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shnw  Lefeyre  Feb  22. 
572 ;  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Fawcett  i/ar  5,  1409 

Savings  Bank  Department — Re-orgameaiion, 
Questions,  Mr.  Kennnrd ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Fawcett  Feb  27,  1020;  Mar  6,  1604; 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  6, 
1608 ;  Question,  Mr.  Kennard ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  8,  1744 

PoTTBB,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Rochdale 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  783 

PowBB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

Ireland —  Questions 

Irish  Famine  of  1847~Paymeot  of  the 

Debt  resulting,  1171,  1172 
Land  Law  ^ct,  1881— Sec.  31— Applica- 
tions for  Loans,  583 
Relief  of  Distress  Act — Seed  Loans,  583 
State  of— Distress  in  the  West— Deputa- 
tion of  Catholic  Bishops,  584 
Ireland — Compulsory  Education,  Res.  1294 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  471,  1068,  1077,  1078,  1081,  1084, 
1087,1001,  1176 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1882-3— 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Ac.  1828 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  ho,  in  Ireland,  1992 
Fishery  Boards,  Scotland,  1791 

PowEE,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  939,1123 

Powis,  Earl  of 

Army — Promotion — Royal  Warrant— Article 
20,  281 

Prevention  of  Crime  {Ireland)  Act,  1882 
^See  16 

The  Inquiries  in  Dublin  Castile,  Notioe  of 
Question,  Mr.  O'Brien  Fob  19,  317 

The  Astassinations — Magisterial  Inquiry  ai 
Kilnkoinham,  Notices,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill;  Question,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre?elyan 
Feb  19,  2d5;  Questions,  Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well, Major  Dickson ;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
▼elyan.  Sir  William  llarcourt  Feb  20,  406  ; 
Question,  Mr.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
▼elyan  Feb  26, 847 
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PrevinHenof  Crimt  {Ireland)  Aei,  1882— 5f«.  16 
~oont. 

Int€rview8  with  James  Carey,  the  Informer, 
Question,  Mr.  Georj^e  Rusiell ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Treveljran  Feb  20,  852 

Mr,  Timothy  Barrington,  Questions,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright,  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Parnell ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Trevelyan /V6  23, 712  ;  Question, 
Colonel  King-Harman  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tre- 
▼eljran  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  [no  replj] 
Mar  9,  1897 

Mettrt.  O'Brien,  Qilhocly,  and  Bodnett, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Colonel  King- 
Harman  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trereljan  Mar  9, 
1896 

Prevention  of  Crime  (Ireland)  Act  (1882) 
(Audience  to  Solicitors)  Bill 

{Mr,  Findlaterf  Mr,  Dodde,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr, 

Oivan) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l""  •  Feb  16  [Bill  61] 

Friiont  {England  and  WaUe) — Warders 

in  Convict  Prisom 
Question,  Mr.   R.  N.   Fowler  ;   Answer,  Sir 
William  Haroourt  Feb  22,  689 

Private  Lnnatio  Asylums  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Corbet,  Mr,  Blake,  Mr,  Lillwyn, 

Mr,  DawiOH,  Mr.  Riehard  Power) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  l^^  FeB  19  [Bill  90] 

Public  DepartmenU^-^Tke  Employment  of 

Pensioners 
Question,  Sir  Tre?or  Lawrence;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  8,  1751 

PMie  Health 
Lead  Poisoning,  Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer, 

Sir  William  Harcourt  Feb  19,  81 1 
Vaeeination    Aets^Case    of  Mr,   Arm/leld, 
Question,  Mr.  F.  A.  Taylor  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Hibbert  Mar  S,  1767 

Public    Health   (Scotland)    Provisional 
Order    (Fraserburgh    Waterworks) 

Bill  {The  Lord  Advocate,  Secretary 

Sir  William  Hareourt) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  16  [Bill  2] 

Public  House  Licensing  Committees  Bill 

{Mr,  Barran,  Mr,  Eenry  E,  Fowler,  Mr, 

Jackson) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  Mar  6  [Bill  110] 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Act  (1874) 
Amendment  Bill  {Mr,  Jt$id^ 

Mr.  Albert  Grey,  Mr.  Stuart-  Worthy) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  28  [Bill  109] 

PuLESTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 

Egypt— Earl  of  Dufferin's  Letter,  1170 
.   England  and  Mexico— Diplomatic  Communica- 
tion, a07 

Icont, 


PvLvsToir,  Mr.  J.  H.— «ml. 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice— Extraditioo  of  P. 

J.  Sheridan,  Ul 7 
Metropolitan   District   Railway  —  Ventilatinf 

Shnfts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  1747 
Naral  and  Military  Estimates,  307 
Nary    (Supplementary    Estimate),     1882-3 — 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1476,  1476 
Supply — Army  and  Na?y  Estimates,  1023 

Kaikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  C,  Preston 
Military  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1311 
Pari  inment — Quest  ions 

Business  or  the  House,  1167 
Committee  of  Selection,  975 
Election  of  a  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 

1321 
New  Rules  of  Procedure — Standing  Com 

mittees,  412,  418,  414,  594.  595, 1173 
Prirate  Bill  Legislation^-Retolations,  1833 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  803,  807 

Railways 
Rates  and  Fares— Reeommendatums  of  the 
Select  Committee,  Questions,  Mr.  Tomlinson  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Feb  19,  298; 
Feb  22,  693 
Workmen's  7Vc^«/«,  Questions,  Mr.  Broadhurst, 
Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Feb  28,  827 

Railways  (Ireland)  Bill  (Mr,  Callan, 

Mr,  Joseph  Cowen,  Mr,  Daly,  Mr.  Thomas 
Dickson,  Mr,  CSullivan,  Colonel  Nolan.  Sir 
Joseph  MKenna,  Mr,  Beresford) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1<>  •  F^  16  [Bill  53] 

Bathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshire 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  la  An- 
swer to,  1001 

Bbat,  Lord 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  15 

Bedesdale,  Earl  of  (Ohairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Braithwaite  and  Buttermere  Railway^  3R. 
1365 

Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  815 

Charity  Commissioners — Scheme  for  St.  Dnn- 
stanVin-the-East,  1893 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  Ret.  691,  703 

Metropolitan  Improyementa  —  Wellington 
SUtue,  285 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  980 

Bbed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Corea — Treaties  with   Great  Britain  and  the 
United  States,  584 

Registration  of  Firms  Bill 

{Mr,  Barran,  Mr,  Norwood,  Mr,  Monk) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1"*  •  Feb  18  [BUi  04] 
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Begutration  of  Voters  dreland)  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Corbet^  Mr,  Callan^  Mr,  Dawton, 

Mr,  miliam  (TBritn,  Mr,  Gray) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«  •  Feb  16  [Bill  24] 


Begistration  of  VotoTB  dreland)  (No.  2) 

Bill  {Mr.  MeldoH,  Mr.  Shuw,  Mr. 

MitcUUHmry,  Mr,  Findlattr,  Colonel  Nolan) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  Feb  16  [Bill  86] 

BxiD,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Bereford 

Cmelty    to    Animals  Acta  Amendment,  2R. 
1676 

Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Byrne,  Mr.  Farnell,  Mr.  0' Kelly,  Mr, 
William  Corbet) 
§.  Ordered  ;  read  l«*  Feb  16  [Bill  66] 

Bepresentative  Peers  (Scotland)  Bill  [ri-] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

2.  Presented  ;  read  1%  after  short  debate  Feb  26, 
815  (No.  6) 

Question,  Obserrations,  The  Earl  of  Galloway ; 
Replj,  The  Lord  Chancellor  Mar  6,  1685 

Bepresentative  Peers  (Scotland)  Election 
Procedure  Bill  iy^-h.] 

{The  Earl  of  OaUoway) 

I.  Presented  ;  read  1%  after  short  debate  Feb  27, 
944  (No.  6) 

BiCHABD,  Mr.  H.y  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  188,  199 

BiOHABDSON,  Itfr.  T.  N.,  Armagh  Co. 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  640, 1116 

BiTCHiE,  Mr.  G.  T.,  Tower  HamUU 
Customs  Re-organ  tzation — New   Warehousing 

Scheme— SnrrejorSt  841,  842 
House  of  Commons — Telephonic  Communica- 
tion with  the  Exchange,  1261,  1262 
NaTj   (Supplemenurj     Estimate),    1882-3^ 
Militarj  Operations  in  Egypt,  1455,  1457 

Bivers  Consenrancy  and  Floods  Preven- 
tion Bill 

{Mr.  Jhdeon,  Sir  Charlee  Dilke,  Mr.  ffibbert) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  Mar  7  [Bill  113] 

BoBXBTSONy  Mr.  H.,  Shrewehury 

Parliament — Private  Bill  Legislation— Resolu- 
tions, 1645 

BosBBBBT,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department) 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1575, 1577 

Boss,  Mr.  0.,  8t  Ivu 

Cruelty   to   Animals  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1668 


Aoyal  Dublin  Society  (Mnseom  of  Science 
and  Art)  Bill 

{Mr,  Courtney,  Mr.  Herbert  Olaittone) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Feb  16  [Bill  10] 


BussELL,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalh 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1056, 1061 

Russell,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.,  Ayleebury 
Irelnnd,  State  of— Assassinations — Interviews 

with  James  Carej,  the  Informer,  852 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer  to,  537,  539,  540 

Bylands,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Census  Returns  (England  and  Scotland),  711 
Diplomatic  Service — Sir  Augustus  Paget,  310 
Navjr    ( Supplementary    Estimate),    18823— > 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt.  1453 
Parliament — Committee    of    Selection,    978 ; 

Amendt.  1002 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  196 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,   1882-3— 
Diplomatic  and   Consular  Buildings,  Ac, 

Amendt.  1546 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1541 
Stationery,  Printing,  ^c.  1768 
Transvaal,  1882-3,  1519' 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland) 
Bill 

(ifr.  Meldon,  Mr.  Whitworth,  Mr,  Blake) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  Feb  16  [Bill  49] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Idqaors  on  Snnday 
Bill 

{Sir  Joeeph  Feate,  Vieeount  Caatlereagh) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  16  [BiU  47] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Idqnors  on  Snnday 
(Ko.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Steveneon,  Mr,  Birlty,  Sir  William  M^ Arthur 
Mr,  Charlee  Wileon,  Mr,  Walter  Jamee,  Mr. 
Charlee  Roee) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  Feb  16  [BiU  51] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Idqnors  on  Snnday 
(ComwaU)  Bill 

{Mr.  Vivian,  Sir  John  St.  Aubyn,  Mr.  BorUtee, 

Mr.  Adand) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  16  [BiU  60] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Snnday 
(Durham)  Bill 

{Mr.   Theodore  Fry,   Mr.    Walter   Jamee,   Mr, 

Lamhton,  Mr.  Dodde,  Mr,  Thomae  Biehardm 

eon,  Mr.  Oourley,  Mr.  Jamee  Thow^eon) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  Feb  10,  267  ;  afier  short  da* 
hate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  BUI  or- 
dered;  read  !•  •  [BiU  21] 
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Sale  of  Intozicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Isle  of  Wight)  Bill 

(J/r.  Ashley,  Mr,  Clifford) 

€.  Ordered ;  read  !«•  Feb  10  [Bill  84] 

Question,  Sir  11.  Assheton  Cross  ;  Answcri  Sir 
William  Harcourt  Ftb  19,  312 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Monmouth)  Bill 

(Mr,  Carbutt,  Sir  Hiuaey  Vivian,  Mr,  Richard) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  16  [Bill  26] 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Yorkshire)  Bill 

{Mr,  Charles  Wilson,  Mr,  Barran,  Mr,  Caine» 
Mr,  lUingworth,  Mr,  Isaac  Wilson,  Sir 
Matthew  Wilson,  Mr,  Pea*e) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  16  [Bill  56] 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Act 
(1878)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Richardson,  Mr.  Corry,  Mr.  Blake,  Lord 
Arthur  HiU,  Mr,  Thomas  Dickson,  Mr, 
Meldon,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr,  Ewart,  Mr,  Arthur 
G*  Connor,  Mr,  Redmond) 

«.  Ordered  ;  read  I''  •  Feb  16  [Bill  69] 

Sale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Ireland)  Bill 

[H.L.]        {The  Lord  Carlimford) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1>  •  Mar  9  (No.  17) 

Salisbxtby,  Marquess  of 

Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  814 

India— Local  Government — Criminal  Proce- 
dure Amendment  Bill,  394,  1304 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  Res.  701 

Parliament — Easter  Aceess,  1261 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  25,  38  ;  Personal  Explanation,  155, 
160,  161,162 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1577,  1578 

Representati?e  Peers  (Scotland),  IR.  816 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Navy    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882*3 — 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1470 
Supply— Supplementary   Estimates,   1882-3— 
Houses  of  Parliament,  1539 
Stationery,  Printing,  &c,  1769 
Transvaal,  1528 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  1163 
West  Indies  (Jamaica)— Seiiure  of  the  "  Flo- 
rence," 1967 

Saxttelson,  Mr.  B.,  Banhury 

India— Cooper's  Hill  College,  579 

SOHBEIBEB,  Mr.  0.,  Pooh 

Navy     (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-3— 

Military  Opemtions  in  Kgypt,  1468 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  714,  1436 
.    rnrliamrnt — Quooi/s  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  769 

[eont. 


SoHRKiBBB,  Mr.  C.-— eenf. 

Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1883-8^ 

Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  1772 
Ways    and    Means— Estimates   of    Reveane, 

1429 

Science  and  Art 

The  national  OaUery^Jmufficieney  of  Spaee, 
Question,  Mr.  Coope ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  Feb  22, 577 
7  he  Royal  Commission  on  Teehnieal  EdueaHem 
—  The  ^^poW,  Question,  Mr.  Lea;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Uarcourt  Feb  23,  711 
[See  title  Education,  Science,  and  Aril 

Solater-Booth;  Bight  Hon.  G.,  Hanit,  N. 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and   Kirkcaldy   Railway, 

2R.  958.  965,  1590 
Navy    (Supplementary     Estimate),    1882-3 — 

Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1 446 
Parliament — Committee  of  Selection,  987 
Resignation    of    the    Right     Hon.    Lyoo 
PKiyfair     (Chairman     of     Committees), 
Statement,  1249 
Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1882-3— 
Shannon  Navigation,  1542 
Transvaal,  1509> 

Scotland         {Queitioni) 

Depopulation  of  Land  to  make  Deer  Farette-^ 
Extension  0/  the  Practice,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
W.  Barclay  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Feb  22,  576 

Destitution  in  the  Western  Bighlande  — 
Seed  Advances  {Scotland)  BiU,  Qaestions, 
Mr.  D.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Mar  9,  1902 

Diiturbanees  at  Fraterburgh,  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Mar  8,  1739 ;  Qaestions,  Dr. 
Cameron  ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate, 
1745 

Main  Roade — The  Oread  in  Aid,  Quettioo, 
Lord  Colin  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Mar  5,  1432 

The  Highland  Crofters — The  Raged  Comume* 
Hon,  Question,  Mr.  Macforlane  ;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Harcourt  Feb  27,  1022  :  Qaes- 
tions, Mr.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay, 
Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers,  Sir  William 
Uarcourt  Mar  9,  1901 

The  Skye  Crofters^  Questions,  Sir  Georp 
Campbell,  Mr.  Macfarlane  ;  Answers,  The 
Lord  Advocate  Feb  16,  169 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Macfarlane;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
Feb  19.316;  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr. 
Fraser-Mackintosh ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Ftb  20,  405;  Questions,  Mr. 
Stewart,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Sir  George  Camp* 
bell ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Uarcourt  Feb  26, 
853  :  Questions,  Mr.  Macfarlane,  Lord  Colin 
Campbell,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Mar  8,  1720 

Scotland — Factory  and  JSducation  Acts 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  9,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That,"  add  **  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  that  the  want  of 
harmony  which  practically  exists  between  the 
.  Factory  and  Education  Acts  in  Scotland  be 
remedied  by  legislation  at  the  earliest  oppor. 
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SectUind^Factorp  and  Education  AeU^eoni, 

tunitj"  {}fr,  Cockran-Pairick)  v,,  1910; 
Question  proposed,  •*  That  the  words,  Ac. ;" 
afler  debate,  Qaestion  pot,  and  agreed  to 

Beafield  Dock  and  Railway  Bill  (hy  Order) 
€,  Mo?ed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  {Mr. 

Doddi)  Feb  27,   971  ;    Mo?ed,  "That  the 

Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (  VUeount  Folke- 

itone) ;  Motion  agreed  to 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6,  1699  ;  Debate  further 

adjourned 

Sea  Fisheries  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Whitlej ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gham- 
berlftin  Feb  19,  316 

Sea  FisherieM  Committee — The  Beport 
Question,  Mr.  Heneage;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham, 
berlain  Feb  10, 177 

Sea  FisherieB  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,    (fKeUy,    Mr.   Blake,    Mr,    Leamy,  Mr- 

O'Connor  Power,  Mr,  O'DonneU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  16  [BiU  81] 

Sea  FisherieB  (Irelaiid)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Lord  Arthur  Bill,  Sir  Hervey  Bruce,  Mr.  Corry) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  16  [Bill  62] 

Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Coehran-Patriek,  Mr.  Malayan 

Mr.  Maekintoeh) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Feb  16  [Bill  76] 

ObserTations,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Reply,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartinfifton  Feb  21,  608 
Bill  withdrawn  •  Feb  26 
Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour ;  Ques- 
tion,  Sir  Joseph  W.  Pease;   Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  Mar  9, 1907 

Seed  Advances  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Br.  Cameron,  Mr.  Coehran-Patriek,  Mr.  M'Zayant 

Mr.  Mackintoih) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Feb  26  [Bill  108] 

2R.,  after    short    debate.    Debate    adjourned 

Mar  5,}  569 
Question,  Lord  Colin  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  6, 1610 

Select  Vestries 

{.  Bill,  pro  form&,  read  1'  Feb  16 

Sbllab,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Haddington,  Sfe. 
Parliament— Prirate  Bill  Legislation— Resolu- 
tions, 1611, 1646 

Sklwiw-Ibbbtson,  Sir  H.  J.,  -&«#*,  W. 

Police  Force— Superannuation,  178 

Settled   Land  Act  (1882)  Amendment 

Bill        {Mr.  Borlaee,  Mr.  JFilliam  Fowler, 
Mr.  Jamee  Howard,  Mr.  Bopwood) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•*  Feb  19  [Bill  68] 


Sextow,  Mr.  T.,  Sliyo 

Ireland— Questions 

PreTcntion  of  Crime   Act,  1832— Mr.  T. 

Harrington,  1898 
State  of— Distress  in  the  West  and  North- 

West,  1903 
Statute  34,  Edward  III.,  eap.    1— Impri- 
sonment  of  Messrs.  Healy,  Dafitt,  and 
Quion,  174,176 
Parliament— Privilege — Member     Imprisoned 

(Mr.  Ilealy),  83,  85,  1898 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3— 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Ac.  1811,  1812,  1814,  1810, 
1816 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  So.  in  Ireland. 
1876,  1995,  2000 

Shaftesbttbt,  Earl  of 

Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibition, 
2R.  1569 

Shav,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 
Ireland — Poor  Law— Workhouses  in  Doneml, 

1726 
Poor  Law — Deportation  of  Paupers,  1726 

SiDMOXTTH,  Viscount 

Malta  (Constitution  and  Administration),  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1884 
NaTy— Dock  Accommodation  at  Malta,  1707 
Pay  of  NaTal  OflBcers,  1372 

Simon,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Dewehury 

Jamaica — Legislatire  Council,  301 

Seizure  of  the  "Florence,"   1960,  1961, 
1962 
Turkey  in  Asia— Jews  in  Palestine,  832 

Sites  for  Places  of  Worship,  ftc-  (Ireland) 

Bill  {Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Gray,  Sir 

Hervey  Bruce,  Mr.    Thomas  Bickaon,  Mr, 
Patrick  Martin,  Mr.  O^Shea,  Mr.   Biggar, 
Mr.  Meldon) 
c.  Ordered  *  Feb  20 
Read  l""  •  Feb  21  [Bill  96] 

Slave  Trade,  The— The  Comoro  hlande 
Question,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitunaurice  Feb  26,  838 

Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Liverpool 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-8— 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  dtc.  1821 

Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westminster 

Army  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1882-3— 
Eipeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1365, 1360, 
1362,  1363 

Bankruptcy  Bill — Memorandum  of  Amend- 
ments, 1737 

Ireland — Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours,  716 

Nary — Armament— Breech-loading  Guns,  296 

Navy  (Supplementary  Estimate),  1882.3 — 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1474 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  812,  1220 

Patents  and  Trade  Marks — Consolidation  of 
theLatr,  1163 
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Suits,  Right  Hon.  W,  H.<— «omI. 

Supply — CiTil  Senrioe  and  NaTf  EttimatM, 
1610 
"Egyptian    Expedition    (Grant    in    Aid), 
1882-3,  1839 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Board  of  Trade.  1050, 1000. 1007 
OiTil  Serrice  Commission,  1008 
Griminal    Prosecutions,    Ao.    in    Ireland, 

1867 
Rates  on  GoTemment  Property,  1042 
Stationery,  Printing,  Ac.  1774 
TransYaal,  1033,  1530 
Thames  Nayigation,  2R.  1100 

SoLXorroB  Gbnbbal^  The  (Sir  Fabbeb 
Hbbschell),  Durham 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimatos,  1882-3 — 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  2022 

Spain  (Qussttant) 

Exjpuhion  of  Cxthan  Refugeei  from  GibraUar^ 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote;  Answer, 
Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurioe  Feb  22,  096; 
Question,  Sir  R.  Assboton  Cross ;  Answer, 
Lord  Bdmond  Fitsmaurioo  Feb  26,  843; 
Question,  Sir  H.  Drumroond  Wolff;  An- 
swer, Lord  Edmond  Fitsmaurioe  Mar  1, 
1160  ;  Questions,  Sir  U.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Mar  2,  1206 ; 
ObserTations,  Sir  R.  Assbeton  Cross  Mar  6, 
1600;  Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff; 
Answer,  Mr.  Eyelyn  Ashley  Mar  8, 1730 

Slavery  in  Cufta,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Pease; 
Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fitimaurioe  Feb  26, 
826 

The  Spaniih  Steamer  «<  Leon  JT///.,"  Question, 
Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond  Fiti- 
maurice  Mar  8, 1736 

The  SUamship  "  Tangier,"  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron ;  Answer,  Lonl  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice  Mar  8,  1736 

Spbakeb,  The  (Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  B. 

W.  Bbakd),  Camhridge%hire 
Africa  (South)-— Transvaal — Cruelties  of  the 

Boers,  1900 
Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and   Kirkcaldy   Railway, 

2R.  964.  1093,  1096,  1098 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  1690,  1880 
Exeter,  Teign  Valley,  and  Chagford  Railway, 

2R.  968 
Ireland — Kilmainham  "  Negotiations,"  1034 
Military  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1309 
Ministry,  The— Extra-Parliamentary  Speeches 

— Mr.  Uerbert  Gladstone  at  Leeds,  710 
Parliament — Questions 

Election  of  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 

1321, 1320 
New  Rules  of  Procedure,  1261  ;~Standing 

Committees,  413 
PriTilege  —  Member     Imprisoned    (Mr. 

Healyj,  67 
Public   Bills— Memorandum  of  Purposes 
and  Enactments,  1437 
Parliament— Committee    of    Selection,   979, 

1008,  1010 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  90  ; — Address 
in  Answer  to,  232,  611,  617,  628,  629,  630, 
686,  687.  700,  803,  886,  889,  928,  934,  940, 
943,  1073,  100:>,  U30 

[eoni. 


Srakik,  The— mmI. 

ParliamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangh),  65, 176 
Seed  AdTsnces  (Scotland)  (No.  2),  1611, 1908 
West  Indies  (Jamaica] — Seisure  of  the  "  FUh 
renoe,"  1961, 1962 

Spirits  in  Bond  Bill 

(Mr,    (ySuUivan,    CoUmd  JSTolaH,  Mr.   Bichard 

Power,  Mr.  J)alf/,  Mr.  Jamet  Biehardton) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1** 
Feb  16  [BiU  38] 

Stage  Flays  (Oxford  and  Camliridge}  Bill 

{Mr.  Shield,  Mr.    WiUiam  FowUr,  Mr.  Sieke^ 

Mr.  Bulwer) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"*  Feb  16  [BiU  30] 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Eddystone  Lighthouse,  820 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  980 
Payment  of  Wages  in  Public-houses  Prohibition, 
2R.  1060 

Stakhopb,  Hen.  E.,  Lineolnihir9,  Mid 
Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and  Kirkcaldy  Railway, 

2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  961 
East    India— Code    of    Criminal    Procedure 

(NatiTc  Jurisdiction  over  British  Subjects), 

833,  1436 
Metropolitan  ImproTcments— Old  Temple  Bar, 

1731 

Stanley,  Bight  Hon.  Oolonel  F.  A., 

Laneaehire,  N. 
Army  (Supplementary   Estimate),   1882-S  — 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1803.  1862 
MUiUry  Operations  (Egypt),  Res.  1817 

Staklbt,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  470 

Staklbt  07  AxDBRLEY,  Lord 

Africa  (South)~TransTaal^Use  of  Dynamito 

by  the  Boers.  1714 
Channel  Tunnel  Scheme,  813 
Navy^Pay  of  Naval  Officers,  1360 
Payment  of  Wages  in  Poblio-hoases  Prohibi- 
tion, 2R.  1073 


Steam  Boilers  (Persons  in  Charge) 

(Mr.  Broadhuret,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Craig) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !••  Feb  16  [BiU  67] 

STBVXNSOif,  Mr.  J.  0.,  South  Shieidi 
Portugal— Mosambique— Tariff  of  1877,  848 

Stxwabt,  Mr.  J.,  Gr$enook 
High  Court  of  Justice— New  Rules  of  Legal 

Procedure,  1020 
Scotland— Skye  Crofters,  803 

SiTDELET,  Lord 

Eddystone  Lighthouse,  823,  820 
Metropolitan      ImproTomentt  —   WelUngtoB 
Sutue,  284 
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Sun  Canal  Risporty  No,  41 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Antwor,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain Mar  2,  1268 

SxTLLiVAN,  Mr.  T.  D.,  TFestmsath 

Ireland— EngUah    Folic/ —  *' Echo "    News- 
paper,  843 
Prisons — MulHogar  Gaol  spoliation  of  the 
Brosna,  1730 
Parliament — Election   of  Mr.  T.   Harrington 
for  Westmenth,  1020,  1021 
Prifilege—Member  Imprisoned  (Mr.  Heal/), 
80 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  440,  457.  511,  647,  920,  028,  1187 
Supply — Supplementar/   Estimates,    1882-3— 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  <bo.  1831 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1089, 
2001 

SUPPLY  (QusstionB) 

The  Navy  and  Army  EttimaUt,  Question,  Mr. 
Puleston  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Feb  19, 
307  ;  Question,  Mr.  Puleston  :  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  27, 1023 

Army  EttimaUt— The  Militia  Vote,  Question, 
Earl  Percy:  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Mar  6,  1610 

The  Civil  Service  and  Navy  Etthnatet,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  -  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  Mar  6,  1610 

The  Supplementary  Ettimatet,  Question,  Mr. 
Gorst ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Mar  6, 1611 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  2,  1327 — Eotp- 
TXAif  ExpsDiTioN  (Gbant  IN  Aid),  1882-3 — 

AbMT  (SuPPLXMXlfTABT  ESTDIATX),  1882-3 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  5 

Considered  in   Committee  Mar  6, 1438— Natt 

(SuPPLIIfXllTART   ESTIMATX),    1882-3— TbAHS- 

▼aal,    1882-3  (ExpiNsxs)— CiTiL  Sxbtioxs 

AHD  RxTXHVa  DiPABTMSHTS  (SUPPLBMXNTABT 

EsTiiCATxs),  1882-3  —  Class  I.  —  Fubuo 
WoBKs  Ann  BuiLDiROs— Class  II. — Salabiks 

AMD    ExPXNSBS    OP    CiTIL  DbPABTUXNTS 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  6 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  8,  1759— Citil 

SXBTICXS  AND  RXTBHUX  DbPABTMB1ITS(SuPPLB- 

ub!«tabt  Estimates),  1882-3 — Class  II.— 
Salabixs  and  Expbxsbb  op  Citil  DbPABT' 
MSNTs — Class  III. — Law  and  Justiox 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  9 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  0,  1967 — Citil 
Sbbticxs  AMD  Rbvbnub  Dbpabtmbiits(Suppiji- 

MBBTTABT     EsTIUATBS),    1882-3 — ClA88   III. — 

Law  and  Jubticb — Class  IV. — Eouoatior, 

SOIBKCX,   AMD    AbT — ClASS   V.  — FoBBIGM  AND 

Colonial  Sxbtioxs-^ Class  VI. — Nom-Efpko- 

TITX  AMD  ChaBITABLX  SbBTIOBS — ClaSS  VII. 
— MlSCELLAMXOnS  —  RxTXNUX    DXPABTMBMTS 

—Civil  Sbbtiox   Ezoxssxs,   1881-2 — Abut 
ExcBssxs,  1881-2 
Resolutions  reported  Mar  10 

Surrey  (Trial  of  Canses)  Bill 

{Mr,  Wartan,  Captain  Aylmer) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1  •  •  iV5  16  [BiU  65] 


Surifiyorif  Institute  of 

Question,  Mr.  Broadhurtt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mon- 
della  Feb  22,  581 

Swiss  RepnhltCf  The — The  Sahatton  Army 
Question,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Lord  Ed- 
mond  Fitxmaurice  Mar  1,  1156 

Sydney,  Earl  (Lord  Steward) 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech — Her  Majesty's 
Answer  to  the  Address,  280 

Taylor,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester 

Army — Vaccination  of  Recruits,  1606 
Vaccination  Acts — Case  of  Mr.  Armfield,  1757 

Thames  Navigation  BiU  {by  Order) 
e.  Read  2^  after  short  debate  Mar  1,  1150 

Theatres  Regalation  Bill 

{Mr.  Dixon'Hartland,  Mr,  J,  Lawranetj 
Mr,  Maefarlane) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  [Bill  81] 

Thompson,  Mr.  T.  C,  Durham 

Supply — Supplementary   Estimates,   1882-8-* 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1082 

Tithe  Rent  Charge  (Extraordinary)  BiU 

{Mr,  Inderwiekf  Mr,  Duekham,  Sir  Edward 
Filmer^  Mr,  Edward  Leaiham,  Sir  John 
Lubboek,  Mr,  Arthur  Vivian^  Mr,  Walter) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1^*  Feb  16  [Bill  52] 

ToLLEMACHE,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Cheshire,  W, 
Contagions  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Foot-and- 
Mouth  Disease,  71 1 

ToMLiKSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Alloa,  Dunfermline,  and   Kirkcaldy  Railway, 

2R.  963,  065,  1597,  1598 
Army    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-3— 

Expeditionary  Force  to  Egypt,  1362 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— -Notices 

of  Motions,  Ac,  Motion  for  Postponement, 

400 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  456,  462 
Railway  Companies,  Charges  of-~Recommen« 

dations  of  the  Select  Committee,  298 
Railways  (Rates  and  Fares),  Select  Committee, 

593 

Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Leitrim 
Ireland — Irish  Land    Commission — Sab-Com- 
missioners—Co. Kerry,  1748 
Fitzpatrick,  Mr.  Peter,  832 

TVade  and  Comfneree 
Commercial  Negotiations  tot'M  Spain,  Question, 

Mr.    Monk ;  Answer,   Lord   Edmond    Fitt- 

maurice  Mar  5,  1413 
Overtixing  of   Cotton   Cloth,    Question,    Mr. 

Broadhurst ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 

Mar  9,  1899 
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Trade  Harks  BiU       {Mfr.  Arthur  Arnold, 

Mr.  Armitage,   Mr,  Arnold  Morley,  Mr, 

Orr^Eioing) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I''*  Feb  16  [Bill  70] 

9R.,  after  short  debate,  [House  counted  oat] 
Feb  20,  600 

Treiity  of  Berlin^  Article  61 — B.eform%  in 
Armenia 
Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  Lord  Edmond 
Fitunaurice  Feb  19,  298 

Trees  Planting  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Corry^  Viteount  Oriehtan,  Sir  Servey  Bmee^ 

Captain  Aylnur) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  V*^  Feb  10  [BiU  17] 

Trees  Planting  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Marumf  Mr.  Pamellf  Sir  George  Campbell, 

Mr.  Patrick  Martin^  Mr.  Richard  Power) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  I''  •  Feb  16  [Bill  59] 

Tbbvblyak,  Et.  Hon.  Q.  0.  (Chief  Se- 

cretaiy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland),  Sdwiek,  Sco, 
Borough  Franchise  (Ireland),  2R.  1698 
Ireland —Questions 

Arrears  of  Rent  Act,  1882,  lill 

Crime— Alleged  Posting  of  a  Letter  con- 
taining Dynamite  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  854 

Distress  in  Sligo,  1435 

Extra  Police  Tax — Gxean  and  Ballina- 
olongh,  846,  847 

Extra  Police  Tax  in  Kerrj,  1424 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours,  411 

Irish  Church  Act,  1869— Purchasers— 
*•  Fair  Rents,"  574,  1425 

Irish  Famine  of  1847— Payment  of  Debt 
resulting,  1172 

National  Education— Salaries  of  National 
School  Teachers,  1256 

Police  Protection  —  Earl  of  Kenmare*s 
Kerry  Estate,  1746 

Public  Health  —  Water  Supply  to  Car- 
donagh,  Donegal,  692 ; — Wakes,  1896 

Registration  of  Voters,  405 

Relief  of  Distress  Act — Seed  Losns,  583 

Royal  Commission  on  Irish  Industries,  299 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Returns  show- 
ing Establishment,  Number,  and  Strength, 
848 

Seeds  Act — Supply  of  Seeds,  1754 

Statute  84  Edward  lIL.cap.  1— Imprison- 
ment   of   Messrs.   Healy,    Davitt,    and 
Quinn,  175 
Ireland — Compulsory  Education,  Res.  1288 
Ireland — Irisli  Land  Commission — Questions 

Appeals  at  Enniskillen,  1257 

Payment  of  Arrears,  594 

Peter  Fitcpa trick,  Mr.,  Sub-Committioner, 
832 

Sub-Commissioners  in  Co.  Kerry,  1749 
Ireland — Land  Law  Act,  1881— Questions 

Antrim  Co.  Sub-Commission,  304 

Applications,  1426 

Assistant  Land  Commissioners,  401 

Provisions  as  to  Labourers*  Cottages — 
Minutes  of  the  Commissioners,  840 

Sub-Commisftioiis,  1809 

\eeni. 


Tbitiltan,  Right  Hon.  G.  0.— eonf. 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Bolton,  Mr.,  Crown  Solicitor  for  Tippenry 

Co.  588 
Examination  of  Witnesses,  583 
Imprisonment  of  Mr.  M'Philpln,  1742 
Wicklow  Assiies,  1428,  1429 

Ireland— Law  and  Police — Ill-treatment  by  the 
Police— Michael  Banican,  1425,  1744 
Terence  Grealish,  1732 

Ireland— Magistracy — Questions 
Ferguson,  Mr.,  840 
Justices  of  Ballymahon,  1417 
Queen's  Co.  714 

Stoneyford  Petty  Sessions— Case  of  Jamet 
Walsh,  1255 

Ireland — Poor  Law — Questions 
CaTan  Union,  1414 
Loughrea  Board  of  Guardians,  1732 
Outdoor  Relief,  1418 
Union  Rating,  313 
Workhouses  in  Donegal,  1726 

Ireland — Pretention  of   Crime    Act,    1882— 
Harrington,  Mr.  Timothy,  712,  713,1808 
O'Brien,  Gilhooly,  and  Hodnett,  Messrs^ 
1897 

Ireland — Prisons— Harrington,  Mr.   Timothy, 
1155 
Mnllingar  Gaol— Pollution  of  the  Brosna, 
1730 

Ireland,  State  of— Questions 

Apprehended  Distress,  1751 

Assassinations  —  Interviews  with  James 
Carey  the  Informer,  852  ; — Magisterial 
Inquiry  at  Kilmainham,  296, 407,  847 

Deaths  by  Starvation,  315 

Distress  in  Co.  Clare,  315 

Distress  in  the  West — The  Deputation  of 
Catholic  Bishops,  584 

Distress  in  the  West  and  North- West,  1903 

Extra  Police  at  Kilmallock,  700 

Intimidation,  1019 

Migration  of  Agricultural  Labourers,  303 
Irish    and     Scotch     Migratory    Agricultural 
Labour,  1432 

Ministry,  The— Extra-Parliamentary  Spceehes 
— Speech  of  Mr.  Herbert  Gladatone  at 
Leeds,  715 

Parliament— Election  of  Mr.  T.   Harrington 
for  Westmeath,  1021,  1022  * 

Privilege — Member  Imprisoned  (Mr. Healy), 
77,  1898 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  725,  731,  736,  738,  742,  743; 
Amendt.  855,  877,  878,  882,  1063,  1068. 
1070,  1081,  1084,  1087,  1204 

Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1882-3 — 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  &c.  1807.  1808,  1810,  1812, 
1813,  1814,  1839,  1841,  1842 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1971* 
1975,  1997,  2000 

Tunit 
Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  papers  and  eorrespon« 
dence  respecting  the  rights  of  British  subjects 
in  the  Regency  of  Tunis  under  the  capitula. 
tions,  in  oonnexion  with  the  {woposed  Treatj 
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2\tri*if — S«rvia — Stimtion  of  Fruontri 
QhmUod,  Sir    William    M'Arlhar ;    Aonrer, 
Lord  Edmoad  FitiiniuriH  Mar  S,  liS6 

Twrkts  m  Aiia 
Jtvi   in    Paintiiu,  Qneatlon,   Mr,    SsrJMnt 
Simon  i  Aaivsr,  Lord  Edmond  Fitiouurie* 
FA  3S,  833 


XTnitad  Statu— 7^  Nea>  Tariff 
QoMtioD,  Mr.  U'LarsD  ;  Aotwer,  Mr.  Ctuun- 
Wlain  Mar  0,  160T 

Uaivenitifla  Committee  of  Privy  Cooneil 
Bill  (Mr.  CharUt  Beimdill,  Mr.  Srye*^ 

Mr.  SUM,  Mr.  Tliarald  Sostri) 

e.  Ontortd  ;  FMd  !•  •  Feb  18  [Bill  16] 

nnireraily  Education  (Ireknd)  Bill 

{Sir  Jntpi  M'Ktnna,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Dawimi 
Mr.  O'Omnrit,  Mr.  ITiUiam  Cerbtf) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1*  *  AMS  [BiU  SI] 

Fkeeination  AeU — Cau  of  Xr.  ArmJUld 
dvMtioa,   Mr.   P.    A.  Taylor:    Aniwir,  Mr. 
Hibbert  Mar  8,  1161 

Vioe-RoTal^  dreland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  JntUn  M-CtrlAy,  Mr.  Richard  Pmetr,  Mr- 

(fSiltg,  Mr.  Xttmy) 
e.  Onlend ;  read  1'  ■  Ftt  It  [Bill  3T] 

TivuK,  Mr.  A.  P.,  Cornwall,  W. 

Board  of  Trade— Trlniiy  Hoaw— Commaniea- 
tioa  between  LiibtbODm  and  tb*  Shore, 
1399 

Tiviseetion  AtuUtloii  Bill 

{Mr.  Snd,  Sir  Eardlty  WHmot,  Mr.  Samutl 

Morlty,  Mr.  FirtK) 

t.  Orderad;  rand  V  Fth  IS  [BilUa] 

■WAiaoND,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Devon,  E. 
Minliter  of  Agrienlture  and  Oonnercei  ITS 


Vute  Londa  (Ireland)  BiU 

(Captain  Ayimtr,  Mr.  TBttnthmn,  Mr.  Mtnrf 

Thommi) 

t.  Ordered  ;  rud  I'*  Fth  IS  [BIU  99] 

Watbktobd,  MarqneM  of 
Ireland — Pannt  Propetatarr,  Uotiim  for  aa 

Addreu,  iaS8, 1399 
PsrUament — Qoeen'i  Speeeb,  Addrea  In  An- 
nrer  to,  SO,  S7 

WATSfiLOw,  Sir  S.  H.,  Oratutnd 
Thanue  NaTigaUon,  sa.  IIIO 

Wavekby,  Lord 
IrcUad— Land  Lain,  398 
Irvland — PeaaunC  Propriilarf,  Motion  fcr  an 

Addreii,  1100 
Land  Law  (Ireland]  Aot,  1881,   Rei.e3S.  091, 

6S3,  703 
Parliament — Qaeeo'*  Speeoh,  Addreet  la  Ao- 

•wer  te,  81 

WAYS  ANH  MEANS 

RetolTed,  That  thii  Uauaa  will.  To-morrow. 

motre  itielf  into  a  Committee  to  eenildcr 

of   the  Waji  and    Maani    for  railiol    tba 

Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her  Hajettj  Mar  1 

WATS  AND  MEANS  (QiMfwM) 
Eteii4 
Brtwing    Licenett,    Qneation,    Mr,    Biddeil : 

Anawer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the  Ezebaqner 

Jfiir  8,  ITS9 
DiitiOeri  and  Aeir  StmioyU.  Q^eition,  Mr. 

Meldon :    Aniwer,    Mr.   Conrtner  Fti   30, 

103 
Bxdu    Dtpartm*nt—IUHrem«nt   of   Cj^etrt, 

Qoeition,  Mr.    Arthur  O'Connor;   Aniwer, 

Mr.  Ooarlner  Mar  3,  I39S 
Bttimalet  o/iinm>u<,QaeitioD,Mr.Sohrelberi 

Aniwer,  Tba  ChaDsellor  of  the  Eiahcqner 

Mori,  1439 

IrJiMtd  RtvtnM 
Board   of   Iniand   ttevenut,   (laeetioa.    Mr, 

Uont;    Aniwer,    Tbe    Chanoellor    of    the 

Exoheqner  Mar  6,  U39 
Etulith  and  Sttl^  /rcobm  7W,  Qneition,  Ur. 

Biddeil ;    Aniwer,   Tbe    Ohanoallor  of  the 

Eicheqaer  Mar  8,  1719 
ihcMM   Tax  AuettmenU,  ft..  QoeitioD,  Mr. 

Arthnr  O'Connor ;    Aniwer,   Mr.  Coortoe; 

Fth  30, 103 

Th*  Financial  Slalerntttl,  Qnaatlon,  Mr.  Salt ; 
Anawer,  Tbe  Cbinoallor  of  the  Exsheqoer 
Mar  1,  1163 

Woi!  Indut  {Jamaiea) — Th*  Sainurtefih* 


WHI 


WOD 


( tKD£X) 
376. 


WOL 


TOB 


Whitbrbad,  Mr.  8.,  B$ifwrd 
Parliammit^Committee  of  Selection,  083 

WioaiN,  Mr.  H.,  Staffordshire,  K 

Gnieltjr  to  Animals  Acts    Amendment,    2R. 

1691 
Snppljr— Supplemeotary  EsiinuitM,  ISSa-d— 

StaUoaery,  Printing,  Ao.  1781 

W1LLIAM8OF,  Mr.  S.,  8t.  Andrnoiy  ^e. 
SnppljT — Supplementary   Estimate!,   1882-3 — 
Fishery  Boards,  Scotland,  1788,  1790,  1793, 
1795 

W1LU8,  Mr.  W.,  Colehest&r 

Parliament — Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  748 

WiLMOT,  Sir  H.,  Derhyihire,  8. 

Egyptian  Eipedition — Grares  of  Soldiers  and 
Sailors,  1157 

WnJCOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwiehhtre,  S. 

Grnelty  to  Animals  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1679 

Harbours  of  Refage  (East  Coast)— Harbour  at 
Filey,  708 

Parks  (Metropolis)-nydo  Park,  1258 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  1180 

Wilson,  Mr.  0.  H.,  KinguUm-upon-EtM 

Kingston-upon-Hull  Docks,  2EI.  1719 

Windsor,  Aseot,  and  Aldershot  Railway 

Bill  {hy  Order) 
0.  MoTed,  «That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o" 
(Mr,  Dodds)  Feb  27,  971 ;  MoTcd.  <'  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  ( Vieeount 
FolketUme) ;  Motion  agreed  to 
Debate  resumed  Mar  6, 1600 ;  Debate  further 
adjourned 

W0BSHOU8E,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Bath 
West  Indies  (Jamaica)— Seisnre  of  the  "  Flo- 
rence," 1949 


WoLPP,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portemouth 
Arabi  Pasha  —  Conditions   of  DctOBtioB    at 

Ceylon,  306,  706, 1737 
Diplomatic  Sertico — Sir  Augustai  Paget,  809, 

831 
E^gypt—EArl  of  DufTerin's  Letter,  1168 

Re-organisation — RepresentatiTe  GoTom- 
ment,  579 

Nayy— Sick  Berth  Staff,  831 
Navy    (Supplementary    Estimate),    1882-8 — 
Military  Operations  in  Egypt,  1464 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  498,  506,  744,  745,  800 ;  Report, 
1240 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Act  (1866)  Amendment, 
Leare,  384 

Spain — International  I^w— S  urrender  of  Cuban 
Refugees, :  1256.  1257,  1780 ;  ^^General 
Maceo,  1165,  1166 

Supply— Supplementary '.{Estimates,*;  1882-8— 
Civil  Service  Commission,  1558 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  Ae. 
1545,  1546,  1549 

Foreign  Office,  1554 

Houses  of  Parliament,  1540 


WoBTLEY,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stuabt-,  ShsfiM 

Irish  Manuscripts,  Facsimiles  of,  1603 
Municipal  Iteform  (Metropolis],  1419 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  464 
Patents  and  Trade  Marks— -Consolidation  of 
the  Law,  1163 


YoKKB,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Qloucest&rshire,  E. 

Ireland— Kilroainham  «*  Negotiations,"  1026 
1031  * 

Metropolitan  District    Railway  —  Ventilating 
Shafts  on  the  Thames  Embankment,  1411 

Navy— Egyptian  War  Medal,  845 

Oxford,  Aylesbury,  and  Metropolitan  Junction 
Railway,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  971 

Parliament — Privilese — Interference  of  a  Peer 
in  Elections — Lord  Carrington,  1727 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  634 


END  OF  VOLUME  CCLXXVI..  AND  PIEST  VOLUME  OF 

SESSION  1883. 


i^B>k«^^^*MlM* 


LOKDC^  :   COBNEUUS  BUCK,   22,   PATEKK08TEII  HOW,  E.C. 


